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P-R-0-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S

12:05 p.m.
DR. TUCKER: Thank vyou, Michelle.
Hello everyone. I'm Jenny Tucker, Deputy

Administrator of the National Organic Program.
Welcome to all our National Organic Standards
Board members and our audience. We continue to
be grateful in our ability to engage in these
virtual sessions, which connect us through both
time and space.

I would particularly like to welcome
our two new Board members, Franklin Quarcoo from
Tuskegee University in Alabama, and Nathaniel or
Nate Lewis from Washington Farmland Trust in
Washington state. They just recently joined the
Board, and let's give them a Zoom round of
applause like this. Welcome.

To our public commenters, thank you
again for engaging in this process with us. I
also thank our audience. You continue to be an
important part of the public meeting process.

This webinar opens two days of public webinars
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this week. We then reconvene next week 1in
Atlanta, Georgia in person.

We also plan to livestream
that meeting as we did last fall. Meeting access
information for all meeting segments is posted on
the NOSB meeting page on the USDA website.
Transcripts for all segments will be posted once
completed. This meeting, like all other meetings
of the National Organic Standards Board, will be
run based on the Federal Advisory Committee Act
and the Board's policies and procedures manual.

I will act as the Designated Federal

Officer for meeting segments. Nate Powell Palm,

our Board chair, will take the helm for this

session. We remind everyone that in an open,

transparent process mutual respect is critical.

We ask you in advance to avoid personal attacks
and disparagement.

This extends also to chats you share.

Even if you disagree with a speaker's position,

in a public process they deserve the same grace

and respect you would want for vyourself. To
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close, I thank the National Organic Program team,
an amazing team that I'm honored to work with
every day. So Michelle Arsenault, Jared Clark,
Andrea Holm, Johanna Mirenda, and our Standards
Director, Erin Healy.

I also want to introduce Fred David,
our new Assistant Director of Standards, who
comes to us from a sister agency at USDA. Let's
give the Board, the NOP staff, the audience and
all of our speakers a big round of applause.
Thank you to all of you.

I'm going to now hand the mic back to
Michelle, who will a roll call of NOSB members
and NOP staff. Thank you all for being here.

MS. ARSENAULT: Thank you Jenny. All
right, Board members. If you could shout out
verbally. There's a whole lot of people on my
screen now, and I can't see you all. Amy Bruch.

MEMBER BRUCH: I'm here.

MS. ARSENAULT: Good, welcome. Brian
Caldwell.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Here.
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MS. ARSENAULT: Hi Brian. Jerry
D'Amore.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Good morning, here as
well.

MS. ARSENAULT: Good morning Jerry.
Carolyn Dimitri.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Good afternoon.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hi Carolyn. Kim
Huseman.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Hello.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hi Kim. Mindee
Jeffery.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Good morning.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hi Mindee. Allison
Johnson.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Good morning.

MS. ARSENAULT: Welcome. Nate Lewis.

MEMBER LEWIS: The spacebar thing
didn't work, present.

MS. ARSENAULT: Welcome Nate. Yeah,
it doesn't always work. Dilip Nandwani.

MEMBER NANDWANI: Good morning.
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MS. ARSENAULT: Good morning, Dilip.
Logan Petrey.

MEMBER PETREY: Here.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hello Logan, welcome.
Nate Powell-Palm.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Present, good
morning.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hello, hello.
Franklin Quarcoo.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Here.

MS. ARSENAULT: Excellent. Welcome,

Franklin. Kyla Smith.

MEMBER SMITH: I'm here. Hi
everybody.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hello Kyla. Wood
Turner.

MEMBER TURNER: Here, good morning.

MS. ARSENAULT: Good morning, Wood,
and Javier Zamora. I believe Javier's not going

to be with us today, but I didn't want to ignore
him on the list. All right. Javier 1is absent

today, so for the transcriptionist. Jenny
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already introduced the NOP staff, so I won't do
that again. 1Instead, I'm going to turn it over
to you Nate, to get the meeting started.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Well
happy spring everybody. I am so excited to see
all of your smiling faces, and even more excited
to see you all next week in person in Atlanta.
So we have a slide, I think that is coming up
here.

All right. $So all speakers will be --
SOrry. All speakers who will be recognized
signed up during the registration period.
Persons must give their names and affiliations
for the record at the beginning of their public
comment. Proxy speakers are not permitted.

Individuals providing public comments

shall refrain from making any personal attacks
or remarks that might impugn the character of any
individual. Members of the public are asked to
define clearly and succinctly the issues they
wish to present before the Board.

This will give the NOSB members a
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comprehensible understanding of these speakers'
concerns. I will be -- I will call on speakers
in the order of the schedule and will announce
the next person or two, so they can prepare.
We're going to say the speaker's name and then on
deck, and then 1in the hole as number three.
Bringing a 1little colloquial barrel racing to
this experience.

Please remember to state your name and
affiliation, and then we'll start the timer.
Board members will indicate to me if they have
questions, and I will call on them and Board
members, please just use the raised hand feature
and if I don't hear you, give me a shout out and
I will make sure we get over to you. Only NOSB
members are allowed to ask questions.

Our first speaker is going to be Ellie
Hudson, with Marni Karlin on deck and Michael
Crotser in the hole. So any questions from the
Board before we get started off? Alrightee.
Well with that, let's get kicked off with Ellie

Hudson. Ellie, please state your affiliation and
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we'll start the timer.
MS. HUDSON: Ellie Hudson, Executive

Director with Accredited Certifiers Association

or ACA.
CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Go right ahead.
MS. HUDSON: Hello NOSB members, NOP
and members of the organic community. I'm Ellie
Hudson. I work remotely from Traverse City,
Michigan, which occupies illegally taken

ancestral lands of the Neshnabek Three Fires
Confederacy of Ojibwe, Odawa and Potawatomi
people.

ACA 1s a non-profit that exists to
benefit the accredited organic certifier
community and the organic industry. We envision
a world in which the USDA organic label is always
trusted and valued. Our mission 1s to ensure
consistent implementation of the regulation
through collaboration and education.

Today I'd like to share some of ACA's
strategic priorities in our mission of service.

Broadly, we look to develop certifier resources
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that can alleviate the pressure often germane to
a regulatory environment, and we proactively seek
ways to add, improve and innovate the wvalue of
ACA membership.

Currently, a lot of discussion 1is
about the Strengthening Organic final rule or
SOE. With funding from a cooperative agreement
between NOP and ACA, we are aiming to quickly
create many avenues for collaboration, discussion
and alignment around SOE. We are generating new
resources and best practices through several
working groups.

One early focus will Dbe personnel
training and qualification or Section H of the
rule. A needs assessment will inform which
resources are most valuable for implementing the
requirements, while minimizing administrative
responsibilities for certifiers and their teams.

Also funded through our cooperative
agreement, we are partnering with the
International Organic Inspectors Association or

IOIA around mentorship of aspiring organic
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inspectors. A 2023 mentor cohort will be formed
through a request for proposal from qualified
inspectors.

Mentors will De compensated for
tracking activity toward developing a mentor job
task analysis. The data collected will assist us
in creating new resources. We may be able to
adapt this pilot program into a long term
solution for addressing the persistent shortage
of available mentorships.

The ACA Board also identified a
strategic need to better understand our
supportive membership category, available for
those who are not accredited certifiers, but have
an interest in supporting ACA's mission. We are
committed to continuous improvement of member
benefits for this and all categories.

These initiatives will all be
delivered and assisted against a backdrop of
envisioning an environment where barriers and
implicit bias have been eliminated, and where

everyone has the resources they need to live up
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to their full potential.

In closing, I thank the NOSB for the
opportunity to offer this comment. Going first
today, means I can be the first to thank you for
giving your expertise, time and more, of which we
all benefit. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you. Any
questions from the Board for Ellie. Amy, please
go ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Ellie, thank you for
kicking us off here with our public comment
process. I really appreciated your information
and just kind of the status update you provided
on implementation of SOE. That's on everybody's,
you know, short list of just, you know, trying to
wrap our heads around it and then get ready to
execute it.

I was just curious. On the certifiers
located abroad, how is the outreach happening for
them? I know they are members or most of them
are members of ACA. But I just wondered, just to

make sure that a consistent implementation 1is
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happening, not only on our shores but globally as
well.

MS. HUDSON: Yeah, I didn't mention
our i1international outreach efforts, but we do,
have placed a strategic priority on that. The
member -- accredited certifiers that are members
of ACA receive a lot of communication from us as
a matter of course through newsletters and things
like that.

We also discovered recently a fixed
something that was plaguing access in specific
countries. There's not much we can do about
countries like China, where the barrier is coming
internally. But we were —-- our website was not -
- we weren't able to access everything, some
members couldn't and we recently resolved that,
which is kind of exciting.

And then for NOP supported activity,
we work with Robert and David and their teams to
make sure that 1like anything that's funded
through this cooperative agreement is available

to all accredited certifiers, SO that
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communications get out. NOP helps us with that.

MEMBER BRUCH: Yeah, I appreciate
that.

MS. HUDSON: Yeah, me too.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions from the Board?

All right, Ellie, we really appreciate
your time. Thank you. Next up we've got Marni
Karlin, with Michael Crotser on deck and Heather
Spalding in the hole. Marni, the floor is yours.

MS. KARLIN: Thanks. Hi, I'm Marni
Karlin and I am also here today on behalf of the
Accredited Certifiers Association. I want to
thank vyou all again for the opportunity to
comment today. I'm pleased to share with NOSB
members the NOP and the organic community as a
whole, a little bit more about the work that ACA
is doing in service of consistency and
collaboration and organic certification.

I first want to talk a minute about
our new lunch and learning series. We launched

this last month and we're hosting a series of one
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hour sessions on topics of critical importance to
the entire inspection and certification
community, and the series is open not just to ACA
members but to inspectors and certifiers across
the board.

Last month, over 200 certification and
inspection professionals participated in a deep
dive into SOE, helping to identify areas of the
rule, where they have questions or saw value in
collaboration on best practices and other work
products. The appetite for this conversation was
huge, and the responses generated have given us a
roadmap for our SOE work, which Ellie highlighted
a little bit and I'll talk a little bit about as
well.

Upcoming lunch and learns include one
to present the newly developed livestock
directive cross-check template for certifiers.
This one assured that certifiers' cross-check
requests to each other are consistent, efficient,
clear and reflect the NOP livestock directive

requirements.
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We'll also offer a lunch and learn
diving into the personnel training and
qualification requirements, as Ellie discussed
briefly a minute ago. As you can tell, this year
we're focusing a lot on providing value to
certifiers and inspectors surrounding SOE
implementation.

We also plan to host a deep dive into
Section A interpretation, gquestions related to
certification and extensions, as well as efforts
on meeting supply chain traceability
requirements, and understanding the nitty-gritty
of certificate generation in the OID.

But of course it's not all SOE all the
time. Related to some of the transition efforts,
we are working to identify and then address the
barriers that organic and transitioning producers
face 1in accessing non-NOP USDA resources. It
could be challenging for organic and
transitioning producers to access resources at
USDA that live outside of NOP.

They can face duplicative paperwork
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requirements, staff who may not always understand
organic, their centralized resource hub, and a
bureaucracy that at times makes it easier for
producers to give up than to pursue the crop
insurance, conservation or FSA supports for which
they qualify.

So our group is diving into these
barriers and trying to develop solutions that
could help to ease those barriers and increase
that access for organic and transitioning
producers. We look forward to reporting back on
what the group does soon.

In closing, I would like to thank you
again for the opportunity to comment today, and
in particular I'd like to thank each of the NOSB
members for choosing to serve our organic
community in this way. I know that at times your
service may feel under-appreciated, and I want to
be certain to say we appreciate you and thank
you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Well, we

appreciate that. Thank you very much for your
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comments Marni. Any questions from the Board?
All right. Thank you so much, Marni. Oh, I'm
sorry, one moment. Kim, please go ahead.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Thank vyou, Nate.
Sorry for the 1late hand there, and thank you
Marni for your comments today. Can you tell me,
what would you say -- I know you're waiting for
the report back, but just initial high level,
what would you say would be one of the most
glaringly obvious transition barriers for farmers
today that you are looking to help bridge?

MS. KARLIN: That's a great question,
and of course you're right. We're working with
our working group of certifiers and inspectors.

We're hearing from also producers. We're going
to engage with USDA to make sure we're getting a
well-rounded assessment.

So I'll frame all of what I'm about to
say 1in the context of I really want to work
through the process and hear what folks say, and
I will not avoid your question. And so I will

say you know I think one of the things that I --
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that we are hearing, and maybe I mean two of the
things that we're hearing that are barriers for
both transitioning farmers and existing organic
farmers in accessing NOP resources.

One 1s around duplicative paperwork
requirements, and the idea that if we could only
figure out a way to write something down once and
sort of use it across USDA, wouldn't that sort of
make 1t easier and shouldn't be we be able to
figure that out. So that's one piece that I'm
hearing a lot of.

Another piece I'm hearing a lot of is
around how tough it can be sometimes for
producers to navigate resources 1living in all
different places, right? Different websites,
different phone numbers, different people to talk
to, etcetera.

And while I don't believe that we can
solve necessarily sort of the silos that live by
virtue of just how large USDA is, I do think we
can think about some sort of centralized resource

hub that folks can go one place to find all of
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the places they need to go.

So those are the things I am hearing
so far, but I do want to make sure that I say
again that I'm looking forward to hearing more
from the folks who are really engaging this on
the ground.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Fair enough. Thank
you. I really appreciate your response.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Logan has a
question for you.

MEMBER PETREY: Hi. Thank you Marni
for coming on. I appreciate that. I am curious.

Are you giving the producers -- are you asking
producers or certifiers or inspectors about the
transitioning?

MS. KARLIN: So where we're starting

is a working group with certifiers and

inspectors. But we have on our list to make sure
we hear from producers, and we're kind of
navigating right now, okay how do we -- how do we

best do that to get a representative set? Do we

go through certifiers and inspectors to figure
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out who to talk to, etcetera. So that's a next
step that we haven't put into play yet.

MEMBER PETREY: And I was going to ask
too, are the -- when you ask what are the
barriers, do you have list of central barriers,
or are they open-ended and people just opt in?

MS. KARLIN: So the first meeting that
we had, the first conversation that we had about
this, it was open-ended. I didn't sort of cede
anything because I didn't want to influence
anything, and now I'm taking what has been given
to us and I'm using that and I'm continuing to
ask the question, and I'm using what we've heard,
you know, in the conversation.

But the very first I didn't precede
anything, because I didn't want to influence it
with my thoughts.

MEMBER PETREY: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Marni? All right. Oh Carolyn,
please go ahead.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Oh hi Marni, it's
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good to see you. This 1is a topic that I've
thought quite a bit about, and I wonder, the
hardest part is to find the right producers to
talk to, and like really how do you identify
producers who might want to transition and
actually haven't made any like steps forward.

So I'm just wondering if you can give
a little bit more background about how you're
really trying to reach that particular very hard
to find group. Thank you.

MS. KARLIN: And thank you, and it's
good to see you too. You know, I think I don't
have an answer to that yet I think right now,
because we are thinking about this work not only
in the context of transitioning producers, but
also existing organic producers.

So we have, we don't have an answer to
that yet. I will say that one of my thoughts is
to engage with those regional leads across the
Transition to Organic Partnership Program, who
probably have a closer handle on what's going on

in their regions, and have probably dove a little
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further into this question of how do we get to
folks and how do we match folks up in farmer to
farmer mentoring and those sorts of things.

So I think, rather than recreate the
wheel, that would be a good resource for us to
turn to first.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Amy, please go
ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Hi Marni, so nice to
see you. Carolyn's comment actually made me
think of this. This topic 1is really near and

dear to a lot of our hearts, 1is the barrier to
transition and then, you know, the continuancy of
organic producers to stay into the program.

I wonder, do you have access to
information that shows how many acres are not
getting renewed into organic, and then being able
to deep dive into those producers, to then ask
them questions, why they are not continuing on
with their certification. I feel like that's a

valuable resource right there, to just go into
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our network and see what those numbers are and
how they fluctuate potentially.

MS. KARLIN: That is super-
interesting. I have not -- in my thinking about
what's keeping folks from the non-NOP USDA
programs, kind of I have not been thinking about
that. I've been thinking a lot about how do we,
how do we figure out in your world of organic
producers who ought to be getting more support
from NRCS or RMA and FSA and is not, and sort of
why is that, and kind of navigating that path.

I like your suggestion too though, and
I think that whether that's squarely in the work
as we've framed it so far, or whether that's a
really important additional step. Why do folks -
- whether it's access to other NOP, other USDA
programs or not, why do folks sort of opt out at
some point, and is there something that we could
do to ease that?

That's really interesting. I'm going
to write that down. So I don't have a good

answer for you, but that's a great question.
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MEMBER BRUCH: Yeah, no problem. I
appreciate you looking into this. Thank you.

MS. KARLIN: Uh-huh.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Allison, please go
ahead.

MEMBER JOHNSON: --my mute button.
Good morning. Thank you so much, Marni. This is
really exciting to hear, that you're working on
transition and hear more about you're thinking
about it. I'm looking forward to the results
that you pull together.

I'm curious. As someone who has sort
of seen the inner workings of USDA from a lot of
different angles, I'd like to hear from you how
you think the NOSB could be most useful here, you
know. There's a lot of action around the Farm
Bill; there's a lot of action through the USDA
Organic Transition Initiative, and I'm real
excited this vyear to try to put our heads
together to think about what more we can do as an
organic community to feed those efforts through

the NOP and through other channels to USDA.
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So I'd love if you have any thoughts
about where we as a board should focus our
attention to be additive to those other channels.

MS. KARLIN: That's a great, that's a
great question too, and it's nice to see you. I
think, you know, I don't have a great answer for
it yet. I do think that the NOSB obviously plays
such a critical role in advancing organic policy
and advancing organic across the board, and that
there could Dbe opportunity 1if we find some
solutions.

I don't know what the solutions are
yet, but 1if we find -- 1if we identify some
barriers and some potential solutions, and then
there are some bumps in the road in getting those
solutions moved forward, perhaps some pressure
from NOSB. And by pressure, I guess I mean --
I've lived in D.C. for too long, so I speak D.C.
sometimes.

I just mean, you know, maybe a letter
or maybe some sort of discussion in a meeting

that says hey, this is -- this is important. We
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should do this. Maybe that's the kind of thing
that would, that would kind of loosen the spots
where things were sticky and navigating whether
that's at USDA or whether that's, you know, in
Congress.

I think I am -- as someone who has
worked at both of those places, I am hopeful that
we can find some solutions that don't require
Congress to act to try to sort of loosen things
up, and I believe that we can. I mean I believe
that there's stuff that we can do outside of the
Farm Bill and other legislative processes.

But stay tuned, because I -- as I, as
we identify what the potential solutions are, I
promise we'll also identify who other organic
stakeholders and voices are who can be kind of
pushing for them if they so desire.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: All right. Well
thank you very much, Marni. I appreciate your
time.

MS. KARLIN: Thanks guys.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
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Michael Crotser, followed by Heather Spalding and

then Amalie Lipstreu. Michael, please go ahead.
MR. CROTSER: Good morning, good
afternoon. Can everybody see and hear me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can.

MR. CROTSER: That's great. I'm Mike
Crotser. I'm the certification director at CROPP
Cooperative. We appreciate the work of the NOSB
and the NOP to support organic agriculture, and
thank you for the opportunity to speak.

It's spring and the grass is growing
and the daffodils have already bloomed. As we
enter a new age of enforcement, it also feels
like a new season for the organic industry.
First, I want to thank the Board's attentiveness
to address human capital management, oversight
improvement to deter fraud, climate-smart
agriculture, sunset review and being the
industry's primary voice at the NOP.

We also want to mention the importance
of the NOP organic livestock compliance

initiative, to ensure that ruminant animal
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operations meet the requirements for grazing,
feed, 1living conditions, health practices and
origin of livestock.

From our perspective, it appears that
this endeavor has expanded to assure slaughter
eligibility. Supply chains from farm to
packaging are being looked at to prevent misuse
of the organic seal. This eligibility should be
traced and balanced to origin of 1livestock
records, livestock lists and health records.

Purchasers of live animals should have
certifier-approved fraud prevention measures to
keep non-organic meat from entering the supply
chain. We support enforcement to determine that
livestock are under continuous organic management
from the last third of gestation.

The organic beef industry, including
our subsidiary, the organic meat company, will
see direct benefits from enforcement. It's also
the one-year mark since the implementation of the
organic livestock rulemaking, which clearly
aligns with public opinion.
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That being said, we have further work
to swiftly implement the final organic livestock
and poultry standards rule, specifically
addressing livestock 1living conditions, health
care, humane animal treatment and outdoor access.

This is what the public expects and what the
consumers are looking for.

We want to compliment the agency on
the publishing of SOE and its goal to reduce
fraud and improve operational compliance, and to
address the increasing complexity of our supply
chain. From our perspective, we have concerns on
how farmers will adapt to the new rule.
Regulatory support and guidance will be needed
for farmers to develop robust fraud prevention
plans and certifier paperwork will be critical to
achieve these goals.

Additionally, increased focus on
traceback and mass balances may take farmers by
surprise. We look to accredited certifiers to
work cooperatively to develop consistent, sound

and sensible templates for these plans.
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Finally, I want to thank the NOSB and
the NOP and the organic industry for the time to
speak today, and with that, I'm happy to answer
any questions from the Board.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Any questions for Michael from the
Board?

I want to thank you Michael for giving
us a highlight of all that has been accomplished
in this 1last six months. It's really pretty
incredible, and we wish vyou well with vyour
spring.

MR. CROTSER: Yep. Thank you
everyone.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you. Next
up we have Heather Spalding, followed by Amalie
Lipstreu and then Julia Barton. Heather, please
go ahead.

MS. SPALDING: Good afternoon Chairman
Powell-Palm and members of the NOSB. I'm Heather
Spalding, Deputy Director of Maine Organic

Farmers and Gardeners Association, MOFGA. We are
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working to create a food system that is healthy
and fair for all. We really appreciate the
opportunity to speak, and thank you so much for
your amazing service.

As this is a Farm Bill reauthorization
year, we're supporting several important mark-up
bills related to your work, and we describe those
in our written comments. I'd be happy to
elaborate on that 1if you have questions, but
generally we want to see restoration of the
organic cost share, reduction of Dbarriers to
organic farming, especially for BIPOC and
historically disadvantaged communities,
addressing the backlog of NOSB recommendations,
emergency support for organic dairy, expanded
research for organic production, support for
climate-smart organic practices, organic literacy
throughout USDA's conservation programs, and
elimination of harm from racist hemp production
laws, and relief for farmers hit with PFAS.

We also support federal action to

protect organic farms from pesticide and genetic
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drift, prohibit genetic engineering in organic
agriculture and prohibit hydroponic farming under
the organic label.

Regarding your own work plan, we urge
you continue collaboration with certifiers, to
develop consistent templates and guidance for
interpretation of new rules, restore in-person
oral comments for future NOSB meetings but keep
this online opportunity as well. I appreciate
it, since I wasn't able to be there and I won't
be able to be there next week with you.

Promote racial equity and access to
NOSB initiatives, and consider the impact of NOSB
recommendations on historically disadvantaged
communities; 1initiate discussion on reducing
plastic in organic production.

I also wanted to mention a couple of
things specific to the proposals. We do support
the organic and climate-smart agriculture
proposal, though we do have concerns about the
push for the universal organic system plan, which

may become too simple, lacking opportunity for
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detailed explanations about management practices.

We support consistent location
identification, so that inspectors and others can
easily locate a producer, and we wouldn't want
this to be a burden on farmers who would like
clarity on the expected precision location.

We have concerns about using newspaper
and other recycled paper as weed barriers, mulch
or compost. We're not opposing that
recommendation, but we urge ongoing scrutiny to
ensure that paper used for these purposes is free
of plastic, PFAS and other toxic persistent and
bioaccumulative chemicals.

Similarly, we have ongoing concerns
about the use of plastic mulch. Microplastics in
our environment is a serious problem and recovery
of plastic mulch 1s a challenge. Though we
support relisting plastic mulch and covers, it is

clear that the broader organic community must
develop a plan to find ecologically friendly
alternatives.

MOFGA supports (audio interference)
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dish liquid. I'm out of time. I just --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Go ahead, finish
up.

MS. SPALDING: Okay, thank you so
much. We Jjust wanted to ensure there's a
limitation that only sourced from fish waste
bycatch or basin species.

The last thing I just want to mention
is we continue to work on the impacts of PFAS in
our food and agriculture system, and one thing
that each of you could do is to contact your
members of Congress and encourage their support
for the relief for farmers with the PFAS Act. So
thank you so much for your time and commitment.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you. I have
a question from Amy for you.

MEMBER BRUCH: Heather, thank you for
your time and your written comments as well. I
really appreciate them and thanks for definitely
shining light on this issue with PFAS. I did
have a question. Are you seeing on the lands

that are contaminated with PFAS, do they also
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have a similar level of contamination with heavy
metals? I see a lot of communication about the
PFAS. I just didn't know with the sludge if
they're going hand in hand, or if they're not

seeing necessarily those correlations.

MS. SPALDING: That's a really
important question. I appreciate it. I don't
have a clear answer for vyou. The focus really

has been on testing for levels of PFAS 1in the
soil and water, and also in farm products, and
even 1in the Dbody Dburdens of the farmers
themselves.

But we know that heavy metals,
dioxins, furans, many persistent chemicals have
been used in sludge, you know, or are found in
sludge and also have been wused 1in various
materials historically on farmlands. So it 1is
very important, but our focus really has been on
PFAS.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you.

MS. SPALDING: Uh-huh.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
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questions for Heather?

I have a quick question for vyou,
Heather.

MS. SPALDING: Sure.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Given your very
comprehensive 1list of items that vyou are
supporting or that you'd like us to work more on,
could you elevate the one thing that you think
for Maine farmers is most important for keeping
current organic farmers on the land, and driving
demand so that we have market demand for more
farmers, more organic farmers to be on the land?

Could you speak to that at all for your region?

MS. SPALDING: Well, I think that
there are several crises that we're facing right
now, and we have a challenge with labor and
training the next generation and the next, the
labor workforce is really important. Addressing
farm labor laws is something that we're
continuing to work on as well.

Access to land is incredibly

important. These are bigger issues, so these are
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not to your work with NOSB. But I heard that
that's what vyou're asking, 1like the Dbigger
questions.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: It is.

MS. SPALDING: Okay, and so access to
land, access to 1labor and also support for
dealing with climate change and the challenges
that come with dramatically shifting weather
patterns. Drought is a huge concern for all of
the sectors of agriculture in Maine.

And then I would say that, you know,
we have -- we're a small state. We have a really
good relationship with our, with our public
service providers, with our -- with NRCS, with
the USDA offices. I think that we may, maybe are
not in the same boat that many of the farmers
across the country are, some of the challenges
they're facing with organic literacy, for
example, in the USDA offices and state offices.

But we definitely need more support
and we need more resources, technical assistance

and access to capital and access to
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infrastructure. That is, we have invested pretty
heavily in Maine in helping farms scale up their
infrastructure, Dbut there was a program to
distribute $20 million to farmers in Maine.

It went very quickly, and there was
probably closer to $180 million worth of very
legitimate applications needing infrastructure.
So it's all of the above, but we really are
grateful to you for the work that you're doing to
defend the integrity of the organic standards,
because 1in the end, that's really the most
important thing that farmers have is their label.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We really
appreciate your time. Thank you.

MS. SPALDING: Thank you so much.

CHAIR POWELL-PAIM: Next up with
Amalie Lipstreu, followed by Julia Barton and
then Jay Feldman. Amalie, the floor is yours.

MS. LIPSTREU: Thank you, Nate. Good
afternoon. My name is Amalie Lipstreu, and I'm
the Policy Director for the Ohio Ecological Food

and Farm Association.
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As an organization that is a certifier
as well as an educator and a policy shop, we
benefit from input along many areas of the
organic supply chain, from supporting
transitioning producers to utilizing USDA
programming, understanding roadblocks and
opportunities, and often the larger existential
threats to the viability of the National Organic
Program.

You're going to hear from a number of
OEFFA farmers this week, sharing important
reflections they have as practitioners. They're
engaged for two reasons. The first is that this
is their livelihood. For our farmers to have a
living into the future, the integrity of organic
agriculture is paramount.

But the second reason our farmer
members are engaged 1is that OEFFA has staff
dedicated to pulling folks together, providing
background materials and fostering discussions.
This takes time and is work we invest in to help

inform both the Board and the NOP.
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To foster Dbroader feedback with
additional farmers, please consider the
suggestions presented by my colleague, Julia
Barton, who will be speaking next. Thank you for
keeping organic as climate-smart front and center
on the Board agenda.

It will be incumbent upon all organic
growers and advocates to illustrate how the
holistic suites of synergistic practices that is
organic agriculture provides more than the sum of
its parts. USDA likely will not come easily as
industrial agriculture, which has been more of a
contributing factor than a solution to climate
change. It's still well-entrenched at the
agency.

But you are already lifting up the
voluntary and solutions nature of organic. We
thank you for leading the way and encourage your
persistence. And remember, advocating for
organic to be considered climate-smart cannot be
done effectively or with moral authority unless

organic agriculture remains a soil-based
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standard.

There are likely even fewer studies on
the full life cycle, energy analysis of
hydroponic growing systems than there are studies
showing the climate benefits of organic farming
and ranching. Hydroponic growing systems have a
place, but not in organic or in climate friendly
production. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any questions for
Amalie? And I apologize, I think it's a hard
"A." So Amalie. If I keep getting this wrong,
please correct me.

MS. LIPSTREU: Okay.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Jerry, please go
ahead.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Yes, hello. A quick
question in terms of hydroponics not having a
place. 1Is there any thought that it may not have
the current thought of a place? But I mean would
you —-- would one, should one argue hydroponics in
places where vyou Jjust flat can't grow in the

desert? We've had a very narrow band around the
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world where conventional agriculture actually
works. Outside of that, doesn't hydroponic have
a home?

MS. LIPSTREU: I think hydroponic does
have a place. I think that the problem comes if
we try to apply the organic certification moniker
on the hydroponic, and the idea of, you know,
where we're looking or climate-friendly solutions
to types of systems approaches that will help
both mitigate and adapt to the climate crisis.

We definitely need to 1lift up organic
systems. I don't think hydroponic necessarily is
something that is a climate friendly practice per
se. I think we do need more full 1life cycle
analysis of hydroponic production systems to look
at all of the kind of energy demands relative to
production output as well.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Well thank you for
that. I would just say that there's -- it's a
big world out there, and to say categorically
that it doesn't have a place is perhaps limiting

what we might be looking at. Thank you very
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much.
MS. LIPSTREU: Yeah, and Jjust to be

clear, I said it doesn't have a place in organic

or climate-smart. I didn't say it doesn't have a
place. I said it does have a place.
MEMBER D'AMORE: Yeah, then I -- thank

you. And then I'll correct myself and suggest
that it might have it in those two places too if
we're broader in the way we look at it. Thank
you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for the
question Jerry, and your time Amalie. Any other
questions from the Board?

All right, thank vyou. Next up, we
have Julia Barton, followed by Jay Feldman and
then Abby Youngblood. Julia, the floor is yours.

MS. BARTON: Hi, thank you. Can you
hear me okay?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Yeah, thank you.

MS. BARTON: Okay. My name is Julia
Barton with the Ohio Ecological Food and Farm

Association. We appreciate the opportunity to
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participate in this important public process. We
think this process is so important that we want
to make sure as many organic farmer stakeholders
have the opportunity to participate in as
possible.

OEFFA's comments are informed by
several work groups, an organic work group, a
crop insurance work group and the Ohio Organic
Farmer Researcher Network, which we co-facilitate
along with our partners at Central State
University and the Ohio State University.

In the past, you have heard from
several OEFFA members and as Amalie said, you'll
hear from some more this week, some new, some
returning. We thank vyou for holding these
virtual comment opportunities. Let's hold them
in the in-person meeting too.

Comments, whether shared in person or

online, should all be treated the same, and the
opportunity for engagement with the Board should
be open in both venues. We also have a few ideas

to help increase access to farmers and community
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members. We ask you to consider the following
suggestions:

We wonder if the open docket could be
put to greater wuse, to keep the 1lines of
communication open between the spring and fall
meetings, with questions for the community in
areas where the Board needs more information,
especially at times when farmers are more likely
to be able to participate. We request a
structured opportunity for interaction with the
Board in the winter.

One OEFFA farmer, Corey Struck,
suggested a winter listening session. Such a
session could be timed to help inform NOSB
meeting materials for the fall meeting. We need
detailed and swiftly published Subcommittee
notes. These would help us to follow along with
the thinking of the Board, and to take time to
discuss ideas amongst our work groups while you
all are discussing them in committee.

We need access to the meeting

materials for a longer period of a time ahead of
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comment submission. We are wondering could there
be a soft publishing say, of the discussion
documents and proposals ahead of the Federal
Register notice? We can anticipate the materials
that will be on the agenda, and we can reference
previous information in this regard.

But we cannot anticipate your ideas
when 1t comes to discussion documents and
proposals. We want to put the time in to provide
you with substantive feedback, and we need more
time with full information in order to do so. As
you know, robust group process and thoughtful
discussion takes a lot of time.

An additional arena in which we need
to increase access has to do with racial equity.

We support NOC's racial equity comments and we
have two specific asks. First, please conduct
anti-racism and cultural sensitivity training for
NOSB members, and secondly, please add racial
equity as a work agenda item under the CACS
Committee.

This agenda item 1is needed to help
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ensure that racial equity 1is a thread woven
through the many efforts of the NOSB, with the
goal of challenging rather than repeating

patterns of structural racism in USDA programs.

We appreciate your efforts and your (audio
interference) this process increasingly
accessible to stakeholders. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Any questions for Julia? Nate, please
go ahead. Oh sorry. Nate, then Allison and Amy.

MEMBER LEWIS: Had to find my raised
hand button. Hi Julia, good to see you.

MS. BARTON: Hi Nate.

MEMBER LEWIS: I'm curious. I've seen
the comments reference the CACS Committee,
Subcommittee for Racial Equity component. I'm
curious the thinking behind that particular
committee as opposed to all the committees or the
policy committee or whatever. I Jjust want to
stand on that a little bit.

MS. BARTON: Yeah. We had floated

this previously as potentially 1like Jjust an
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addenda topic for the whole board, and we had
heard feedback that it might fit better in the
CACS Committee. So we call it CACS. What do you
all call it-»

MEMBER LEWIS: CACS.

MS. BARTON: Okay, CACS. We'll go
with that, yeah. We had heard that it may fit
better over there. So we're open to whatever.
We just -- our experience with working groups as
maybe analogous to your experience with
committees 1is that when we start sitting around
talking about things together, we figure out a
lot of barriers and solutions. But we'd like to
see some specific attention paid in that regard.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up, Allison.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thank you. Thanks so
much for vyour comments, Julia. I really
appreciate your continued attention to racial
equity, as well as the work that you've been
doing on organic transition, which I'm hoping and
seeing that it's going to be theme today and

throughout this next meeting.
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And I'm curious if you could speak a
little bit to the connections that you see
between needing the Board to focus on racial
equity and how that relates to continuing to
build a strong organic movement.

MS. BARTON: Sure. That's a big one.

So the movement 1is built on the practices of
indigenous peoples all around the world, right,
and they often don't get credit for it because
much of our white supremacist focus is on things
that are written down, and the practices of
indigenous peoples all around the world that are
the foundation of organic agriculture and the
movement are frequently not written.

So we have an inherent bias in terms
of privileging information that's written down.
We forget sometimes to honor the big picture
global organic movement in our discussions that
often focus on specific standards and kind of set
aside the four IFOAM principles.

But I think it's a good reminder to

connect ourselves to the foundations of the
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movement, and honor the work of people that came
long before us and the people that will be here
long after we're gone.

So I don't think the connection could
really be any closer. This is just a thing that
we have to spend time on and that we owe it to
ourselves to spend time on, to make our movement
more accessible to all people, including the
people on whose backs it was built.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Amy has a question
for you.

MEMBER BRUCH: Julia, thanks for your
time today. Thanks also for OEFFA's outreach to
farmers and just getting them into the
conversation. That's really important, and I'm
excited to ask them questions later on on some of
the topics, the crop insurance especially.

But I wanted to ask, looking
at Jjust standardizing the location, consistent
location information, there was some comments
about members in the community that don't have

access to technology or limited access to
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technology. And you know, there was information
on how addresses are getting, getting collected
from those individuals.

I wondered, is it possible to get the
legal addresses? 1Is that something that is -- is
it common communication structure with folks that
don't have access to technology? Are they still
leveraging the legal address system, the township
range, etcetera?

MS. BARTON: Yes. They're a little
bit more about the legal address system. How is
that different from 1like a typical mailing
address, Amy?

MEMBER BRUCH: Oh sure. A mailing
address, you know, could be like 1318 Row B, for
example, where a legal address on a parcel would
be like a township and range, so that that parcel
could be like 3411-1, where you'd have your --
just a different method to communicate parcels,
which you know, that's essentially what assessor
is used to identify with the location, and you

pay property tax based on that information,
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etcetera.

And it's the system that, you know,
indirectly is used or directly is used by FSA and
RMA as well.

MS. BARTON: Okay, sure. So that
helps me a little bit. I will state first of all
that my colleague, Sal Pinkham, will be speaking
to this topic specifically, and would be a good
person to ask our certification programs
perspective.

I will share that in our work groups,
the folks that are working with FSA said it would
be great if the certifiers and the FSA could go
ahead and talk to each other, you know, if USDA
programs could communicate and collaborate. That
was a big, you know, like they'll make us give
you this information again.

If we've already registered with FSA,
pull it from their database. And then in terms
of the technology wuse, we'll have two clean
community members will be commenting on Thursday,

who have, you know, will be speaking their own
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thoughts on this topic.
Right now, OEFFA uses primarily

mailing addresses and maps, and those maps are

sometimes FSA maps, NRCS maps, Google maps,
sometimes they're hand drawn. So that's what
we're using presently. But Sal will have a lot

more detailed information on this for you.

MEMBER  BRUCH: Okay, excellent.
Thanks so much, Julia. I appreciate it.

MS. BARTON: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Mindee, please go
ahead.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thanks Julia so much
for all your work. To be clear, were you
suggesting earlier that a winter listening
session specifically for farmers could
potentially resolve the tension around the timing
of the meeting and be a great compromise? I'm
not sure if there's a path for that, but we've
got what you were meaning.

MS. BARTON : So that was a

recommendation that came from a farmer in
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Illinois Corey Struck, who's a member of a couple
of OEFFA's work groups, and I thought it was a
really creative idea. We are solutions-oriented
at OEFFA, right? So we look for barriers and
then we look for ways to get them out of our way.

We heard that you all put your due
diligence, especially Michelle, and we appreciate
you Michelle, but her due diligence into that
effort around the timing of the meetings. And so
we wanted to think about other ways that we could
make this work. Hence, our list of needs there
Mindee.

So if, you know, if you all are able
to work that into your schedule, that would work
great for us. So but we're looking for multiple
access points, like a web of access if that could
be imagined.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank you.

MS. BARTON: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Thank
you so much Julia.

MS. BARTON: Thank you.
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Jay Feldman, followed by Abby Youngblood and then
Terry Shistar. Jay, please go ahead.
MR. FELDMAN: Hi, I'm Jay Feldman,
Executive Director of Beyond Pesticides, and a
former NOSB member. Thank you for your service.
This meeting of the NOSB affirms the critical
role of the Board in engaging the public in a
transparent process governed by stakeholders that
is unique in the governmental regulatory system.
Unique by design to think and operate
holistically outside the silos of individual
practices or exposure to individual chemicals.
NOSB authority establishes a credibility and
integrity that 1is often lost in the typical
governmental processes. We must celebrate what
has been achieved wunder the Organic Foods
Production Act, OFPA, and fiercely defend it as
well.
As members of the NOSB, you are not
just fulfilling a role in a niche market. You

are affirming and defending methods that are
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intended to establish integrity, incentivize
innovation, challenge critical -- conventional
wisdom our cutting edge and established public
trust in the organic label.

With your statutory
authority, you can advise the Secretary that any
efforts to weaken this authority 1limit the
leadership role of the Board or fail to carry out
National List decisions and undermining of your
authority and public trust. You have our
submitted comments on all the issues before you.

I'd like to focus on the petition and
technical review for potassium sorbate, KS, as
both instructive and affirming of the critical
role of the NOSB. You have the authority to
reject KS for the proposed use. The TR clearly
defines the elements of review not addressed by
the petition, that are integral to organic
systems, effects to health, environment,
compatibility with organic, essentiality.

Let's take soil. The discussion

document states "KS antimicrobial properties and
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characteristics could alter the microbe bio in
the soil. It is reasonable to expect that it
would inhibit the growth of soil microorganisms
and a significant number of organisms regarded as
beneficial are suppressed."

The authority vested in this Board
under OFPA to ensure soil management as part of a
biological system that replaces dependency on
petrochemical pesticides and fertilizers, is a
principle found nowhere under policies of other
statutes governing acceptable levels of
purposefully added toxins in agriculture, the
food supply and the management of land.

The petition process, the sunset
review as originally conceived by Congress, and
the TR review put the NOSB in key leadership
position to take on the current existential
health crises, biodiversity collapse and the
climate emergency and ensure a livable future.

Organic must lead in how we manage the
soil, suppress the carbon, take petrochemical

pesticides and fertilizers out of land
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management, and then under continuous
improvement, how we move to eliminate plastics
and adopt non-polluting disinfection practices.
Without a strong OFPA and NOSB we will not (audio
interference) future. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you so much
for your comments. Any questions for Jay? I
have a quick question for you, Jay. Given your
earlier part of your comments, if we were to stop
needing to look and hunt for existential threats
from USDA (audio interference) the NOSB, what
would Dbe strongest and fastest way to drive
organic demand in the marketplace?

If we see unsatisfied six percent of
the market being organic, how do we talk about
organic and where would you say are the greatest

(audio interference)? I'm not sure what the —-

MR. FELDMAN: Yeah. I mean I think
that's a really great question, because you know,
like you I'm sure you sense, like I do, a fair
amount of frustration on the part of the public

as to what we can do as individuals, as part of
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communities, as part of organizations, to effect
these existential crises.
We really see, as I tried to convey
here, that organic intersects with mitigation of
these crises. So when we're talking about the
standards that you review, say I used potassium
sorbate as an example of a petition because
you're looking at health, health impacts. You're
looking at biodiversity impact. You're looking
at compatibility with organic systems, which are
biological systems, soil systems, microbios like
the TR identifies.
And so I think to the extent that we
can message as a community that this 1is a
solution and it's cross-cutting, it's
intersectional, we have a huge opportunity to
really get the public behind this. Remember of
course, that organic happened through voluntary
action by consumers in the marketplace. As we
ramp up public understanding of the wvalue, I
think we grow the market.

But the issue of integrity, Nate
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behind all this is critical. The label has to be

viewed with trust. So what you guys --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Hold on one
second, Jay. Michelle, 1is it possible to mute
everybody.

MS. ARSENAULT: If I mute everyone, it
seems like they keep being --

PARTICIPANT: You guys have some major
Zoom bombers in here, just so you know. You've
got to lock it down.

(Off record comments.)

MS. ARSENAULT: We will, when we
identify whose mic it was, we are muting them and
we will --

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Thanks, Jay.
Brian has a question for you.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah. Thanks, Jay.

I'm very much receptive to all the issues with
plastics that have been raised and all the
comments that we've received, and but it's an
incredibly entrenched and difficult issue.

I would just wonder if you have any
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ideas on how we could start to address it, or if
you don't, I would just really strongly suggest
that Beyond Pesticides and a bunch of the other
groups that we've heard from, MOFGA if you're
still listening and other farmer and consumer
groups, could really try to look at sort of a
fast forward for this, because I can't see it
personally myself very clearly at all, but I
would love to hear your comments and others.

MR. FELDMAN: Yeah. Well, great
question. I really think it is going to have to
be collaborative effort on everybody's part, and
the great thing again about the holistic approach
that you all take as a board and, you know, the
organic systems approach takes, we're looking at
cradle to grave issues.

We're considering not only production

practices and plastic there, we're considering
packaging as well. So we have an opportunity to
start in every area to question what alternatives
are available. We write extensively and have for

years on mulching systems that are not plastic-
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based.

We've talked about, you know,
packaging that 1is not plastic oriented and
container liners and so forth and so on. So I
think we could piece it, you know, apart, take it
apart, look at the various venues in which we as
a community engage, from production through
packaging, through handling you know, and look at
all those points along that continuum in which we
are utilizing plastic.

I think we can do it. Again, this to
me fits under the rubric of continuous
improvement, which is part of our ethic, right?
So if we start small, we can grow it out in a
pretty short period of time I believe.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great, thank you.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: All right, thank
you Jay. Next wup we have Abby Youngblood,
followed Dby Carrie Shistar and then Pryor
Garnett.

MS. YOUNGBLOOD: Good afternoon. I am

Abby Youngblood, Executive Director at the
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National Organic Coalition or NOC, and today I'd
like to address three topics, in-person oral
comments, additions to the NOSB work agenda and
NOC's Farm Bill advocacy.

I would like to applaud the National
Organic Program for expanding the opportunities
for stakeholders to participate virtually, first
by creating the oral comment webinars several
years ago and more recently by providing the NOSB
meeting livestream.

These virtual opportunities increase
public participation, but they are not a
substitute for in-person connection. I urge the

Board to return to the hybrid approach that was

used before the pandemic. Please give public
stakeholders a choice, either webinar oral
comments or 1in-person comments. They are the

only participatory part of the NOSB meeting, and
they do (audio interference).

MS. ARSENAULT: Abby, can you hang on
one second please? I Jjust muted the entire

group. Hang on one second while we manage some
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hackers here.
(Pause.)

MS. ARSENAULT: All right. I think we

have it managed. I'm going to ask you to unmute
yourself again, Abby. I need to give you
permission to do that. There you go. Okay,

sorry for the interruption.
MS. YOUNGBLOOD: Thank you, Michelle.
of course, the worse nightmare for the
organizers, but good job managing the situation.
So I was talking about in-person comments as the
only participatory part of the NOSB meeting, and
they give attendees and especially farmers a
reason to come to the meeting.

I'd like you to know that both last
fall and this spring, we did have significant
farmer interest in NOSB participation and in the
scholarships that we provide to farmers to
attend. Farmers who take time away from their
operations to attend the NOSB meeting should have
a chance to speak directly to the Board, to the

National Organic Program and the full community
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about the issues they care about during in-person
meetings.

Second, I want to address several
topics for inclusion on the NOSB work agenda. We
are looking forward to the organic livestock and
poultry standards rule being finalized very soon
we hope. But that will just not fully address
humane management of organic swine. This topic
should be added to the NOSB work agenda, to give
all stakeholders the chance to participate in the
development of standards.

Next, NOC is concerned about the lack
of standards for greenhouse and <container
production. The NOSB must begin work on this
topic to ensure consistency across certifiers,
and the NOSB should address topics such as the
disposal of effluence from containers, while
certifiers treat land that's been converted to
container production, and the use of greenhouses
where prohibited material was applied to a
previous crop.

Another area of concern, as you've
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been hearing about and talking about, is the use
of plastics and organic. We would like to see
the organic movement out in front of reducing
environmental contamination caused by plastics.
We recognize that we can't remove all plastic use
overnight, but we want to see the organic
community make some progress.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right, we
appreciate your comments, Abby. Questions from
the Board. Allison and then Jerry, please go
ahead.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thank you. Thanks so
much for your comments Abby and for your grace in
handling the interruption. If you had a few more
seconds of anything you wanted to close out, we
would welcome you to do that.

I also wanted to recognize NOC's
comments on racial equity. You did a great job
summarizing past comments and the sort of
trajectory that we've been on, and I'm curious if
you could take a moment to speak to the outreach

that you've been doing and what you're hearing
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particularly from producers of color about their

interest in organic or lack thereof, and what
you think the NOSB in particular can do to help
facilitate a more open dialogue and participation
over a wider range of producers in organic.

MS. YOUNGBLOOD: Thanks for the
question Allison, and I Jjust want to start by
recognizing the work of ©NOC's Racial Equity
Committee in thinking about those issues,
thinking about the role of the NOSB and putting
together the comments.

NOC is part of a group of many
different organizations in the organic community
that are exploring how we can build deeper
partnerships with organizations that serve black
farmers, indigenous farmers, other farmers of
color.

We're kind of at the beginning stages
of deepening those relationships, but one of the
things that we're finding is there's a lot of
interest 1in wusing organic practices and, for

example, there was a survey done by National
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Young Farmers Coalition and the survey
respondents report a very high percentage, above
90 percent wusing regenerative or sustainable
practices, but less than 30 percent Dbeing
certified as organic.

So in terms of organic practices and
the benefits that come from those practices, I
think there's a lot of interest among diverse
farmers. I think that part of the gap is a
little bit what my colleague Julia was referring
to, kind of lack of acknowledgment of where our
movement comes from and lack of connection to
some of those practices.

But I think the -- I guess the other
thing I'd say is we are committed to having more
conversations about this topic, and the next
conversation that we're planning will be in
Atlanta on April 24th, so next Monday. In the
pre-NOSB meeting, we'll be hearing directly from
farmers in the southeast region, and it's a very
diverse group of farmers from different

backgrounds.
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The theme of that farmer panel 1is
helping more farmers go organic. So I think
we'll be hearing more from farmers who are using
organic practices, most of whom are certified
organic, but they're thinking about how to help
more farmers from diverse backgrounds pursue
organic certification. I think we can learn a
lot by listening to farmers at this stage.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Jerry, please go
ahead.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Yeah. Hey Abby, I

just want to thank you for the way you positioned

your comments regarding greenhouses and
containers. You left the door open for
discussion, and I appreciate that. Thank you.

MS. YOUNGBLOOD: We look forward to
the leadership of the NOSB and fostering more
discussion 1in that area. So thank vyou for
considering that topic.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Carolyn, please go
ahead.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Hi Abby. I want you
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to speculate about something which I don't think
anyone has the answer to. But do you think that
there is any value -- oh, not value.

If say the -- we could have greenhouse
and container standards, that vyou know, go
through the typical process and are made into,
you know, rulemaking and everything, do you think
that that would like help settle a little Dbit
some of these divisions that we're seeing in the
organic world now because of the hydroponic
situation?

MS. YOUNGBLOOD: Thank vyou for the
question. I'll go on record stating what I think
most of you know, the National Organic Coalition
does not believe that hydroponic systems should
be certified as organic. I will also say that we
do have to think about which kinds of production
systems are soil-based systems and which are not.

And so figuring out where we draw that
line is a challenge, and I think the Board can
play a role in helping to figure that out. of

course, the Board has worked on this 1issue
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before, but I do think it's time for the Board to
work on the issue again.

I think that there is a need for more
clarity around some of the situations that I
mention 1in my comments, where there 1is not
consistency from one certifier to the next.

It's pretty egregious for us to ignore that
inconsistency. So we have to talk about and work
on these issues, and find a path forward.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Jerry, go ahead.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Yeah. A qguick
comment to what's been said is I think part of
the problem 1is is that we have failed to
segregate under the broad term CEA, the fact that
we're dealing with two different issues entirely.

One 1is climate control, a structure, and one 1is
a delivery system for nutrients, etcetera.

So there's a lot to tease out here,
and I think there is a lot of room for good
discussion. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Thank

you so much for your comments, Abby. We really
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appreciate it. All right. Next up we have Terry
Shistar, followed by Pryor Garnett and then Kate
Mendenhall.

(Pause.)

MS. ARSENAULT: I just need a sec to
get vyour slides up and then we can start.
There's a 1little Dbit of a delay sometimes.
Thanks. I believe we can see the slides now.

MS. SHISTAR: Okay. My name is Terry
Shistar, and I'm on the Board of Directors at
Beyond Pesticides. I'm going to address four
issues today. Climate change 1is an emergency
that deserves to be met with the sense of urgency
that we don't see from NOP. For organic to be
climate-smart, NOP and certifiers must hold
organic producers to the letter and spirit of
OFPA, which requires that organic production be
soil-based, incorporate diversity and protect the
environment.

Operations based on hydroponics or
confined animal facilities and those that replace

native ecosystems with organic farms do not meet
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these requirements.

The NOSB has made its position clear
on these issues, and must 1insist that NOP and
certifiers consistently enforce the law, for the
sake of reducing climate change, biodiversity
loss and human health impacts, as well as
fairness. It is critical that NOP asks what more
should USDA be doing to advance organic?

Because ion exchange creates chemical
change, all organic ingredients processed in this
manner must be subject to review by the NOSB.
Please see our written comments for application
of the materials classification guidance to ion
exchange.

Chemicals and the ion exchange resins
may leak into the food product. The Handling
Subcommittee proposal to allow any and all resins
without review or disclosure to consumers 1is
unacceptable. To maintain the integrity of the
organic 1label, resins must be subject to full
National List review, rather than establishing a

blanket allowance in organic processing.
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Only resins approved for this use

should be allowed in organic food processing, and

only when they and the treated ingredients are

approved and listed on 605 (b). Chemicals added

during the ion exchange process must be listed on
the label.

Plastic mulch is part of a larger
issue relating to the use of plastic in organic
production and handling. Awareness 1s growing
about the impacts of plastic and the microplastic
particles resulting from its use on human health
and the environment. Plastics manufacture
requires transportation of hazardous chemicals,
such as those involved in the recent derailment
in East Palestine, Ohio.

Plastic mulch should not be relisted.

The NOSB should initiate a strategy to eliminate
all uses of plastic in organic production and
packaging. Finally, phase out materials on --

(Simultaneous speaking.)

MS. SHISTAR: -—-are produced using

chemical pesticides and fertilizers with the
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attendant dangers to people, the environment and
the climate. Materials should not remain on 606
if they can be supplied organically. The NOSB
should ask what are the barriers to providing an
organic form of this ingredient, and could the
need be met if the organic form is required?
Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Any questions from the Board? Allison
has a question.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thanks so much Terry.

I am wrestling with the same issues that you
raised around ion exchange. I was pretty
convinced by the comments in the fall that the
resins are inert and are intended to not interact
with the materials that pass through, and that if
they're properly functioning they shouldn't.

But we do have, you know, knowledge
about plastics reaching lots of vessels that hold
materials, actually interacting (audio
interruption).

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Please continue on

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

78

Allison.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Yeah, Jjust waiting
for that to silence. And so I'm curious where
you think we can practically draw the line. I

absolutely agree that over time, we'd like to see
a phase out of plastics. We'd like to see a
phase out of materials that we know can have
chemical interactions.

But I'm also very sympathetic to the
practical need to draw a line somewhere, and here
to me I'm mostly comfortable with the resins
being in a place where we can say, you know, it
may not be perfect, but let's keep an eye on it.

Let's see i1if there are testing options
that we could use to ensure that we're confident
that there 1s no interaction, but to make a
decision at this point Dbased on the Dbest
knowledge that we have and the intended use of
these products as being simply something that a
material passes through.

So I'm curious 1f you could speak to

your take on how we can do that line drawing,
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keep the organic industry functioning and moving
forward and also sort of use our best judgment to
revisit these issues in the future?

MS. SHISTAR: Okay. Well you -- you
know, with both the plastics and the ion

exchange, I think we're talking about things that

are pre-existing problems. We're not, we're not
being the gatekeepers in this, in these
situations. We're now looking at things that are

out there and we're discovering that there may be
bigger issues than we ever thought there were.

And I guess I'm old enough that I've
been through the plastics revolution, right?
When I was younger, a lot of things that we now
use plastics for we don't -- we didn't use
plastics for then.

And so I guess I tend to think hey,
there's a real possibility that we can, we can do
without plastic. I think there definitely are
things where it's embedded, like underground,
where we've got PVC piping that's delivering our

water. We get, you know, we're not going to do
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much about that.

Ion exchange is another thing where I
think it's kind of crept into organic, and we
weren't really aware that this was an issue. I
don't think we were aware that, at least I wasn't
aware, that these fruit Jjuice sweeteners were
going through an ion exchange process, that all
the sugar that was -- all the organic sugar goes
through several stages of ion exchange.

And you know, again, I'm old enough

that when I was -- when I was starting to eat
organic food, I didn't have sugar in my food. I
didn't have these processed sweeteners. If I

wanted something sweet, I had real fruit or
honey, you know, something that was not a process
additive.

But I think that to what -- to your
point, to getting -- i1if we want to get to the
point where we can use a resin, we need to do --
we need to do the testing. We can't just approve
all the resins without doing any kind of testing

to see what might be happening, and Jjust kind of
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-—- Dbecause and approve -- essentially we're
approving it because it's already there. It's
always been done, and we're closing, you know,
closing the door behind the horse or whatever
that is.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Are you aware of any
tests that we could use? This 1s one of the
questions that we posed to stakeholders, because
I don't know that we have a good sense of whether
there is a way that we can do a little bit more
digging to figure out whether there is some sort
of material leaching.

My understanding 1is you need to test
for something specific, and so we'd need to have
a sense of what we are looking for and get
specific, and I'm curious from you and anyone
else who 1s commenting, if there 1is anything
specific that we could be looking for, to give us
some assurance and comfort?

MS. SHISTAR: I think that the -- I
think that the technical review, that Amalie

raised some 1issues about what might be coming
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through. And if vyou look at her written
comments, you might -- there are some references
there. I can try to get back to you with more

specifics, but I don't have it off the top of my

head.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Okay, thank you.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Franklin has a
question. Franklin, please go ahead.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Yes, I have a
question. In cases where there are organic
alternatives, is efficacy part of the

consideration 1in terms of how well must an
alternative do in order for us to consider it a
viable alternative? So I just wondered on your

views on organic alternatives and is efficacy a

consideration?
MS. SHISTAR: Well efficacy 1is a
consideration in the sense that in order -- one

of the «criterion, <criteria for approving a
material is whether it's, whether it's essential
and it can't be essential if it doesn't work.

But then there's, as I think you're
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getting at, there's a line where something may

be, may be effective and may be -- and then we
have to judge this. We have to make a Jjudgment
as to how needed is it, how necessary is it. I

think that in the past, the NOSB has done a good
job of evaluating that question.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Terry?

I have a quick question for vyou,
Terry. Given the issue of plastics in organics,
if we're to take the stance towards resins that
you're suggesting, should we Dbe testing all
plastics that come in contact, be it packaging or
irrigation lines or any of the plastic that comes
in contact with organic food?

MS. SHISTAR: Well, some things are
easier to test than others. But yes, I think
that that's a good place to start in developing
some kind of priority system for deciding which
things we get rid of first.

I mean obviously things that are

releasing toxic chemicals into the food are going
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to be something that's going to be a higher
priority than something that's not. It's all --
then plastic that's only a problem in the, in the
disposal stream, for example.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: If we think
practically, is your -- how would you describe
your goal for the industry? Should we be as pure
as we possibly can be and not interested in
growth, or is there a pragmatic balance?

MS. SHISTAR: I think that as much as
we can adhere to organic principles, we're going
to grow more. So I don't think that that's a
valid dichotomy.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Brian, please go
ahead.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah thanks, Terry.

Just a quick <clarification. In terms of -- you
mentioned testing which seems like a good idea in
a lot of ways, but I'm wondering if you are
referring to 1like a testing of every organic
operation and every, you know, every farm, or if

you're talking about researchers should start
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testing about - testing this and just
determining whether these are -- this is an issue
or not?

MS. SHISTAR: Mostly the latter. I
mean that's why I say we should be listing resins
individually on the National List, based on the
testing that we see or, you know, how you know,
what leakage and what might be coming through.

The same thing with plastics. There
is a lot of research out there about what is
getting into food from, you know, like BPA that
might be in your -- in plastic or plastic liners
of cans or something. So yeah, I think there's a
lot of room for testing as far as research. No,
I'm not talking about going out and testing every
farm to see --

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great, thank you. I
just wanted to be really clear on that. Thank
you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right, thank
you for your comments. Next up we have Pryor

Garnett, followed by Kate Mendenhall and then Dan
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Langager.

MR. GARNETT: Well good afternoon,
thank you NOSB members and NOP staff for your
service to organic agriculture, and for hearing
me out today. My name is Pryor Garnett. I chair
the Organic Farmers Association's Policy
Committee and I farm in western Oregon.

Today, I'll Dbe addressing three
issues, organic and climate-smart agriculture,
the greenhouse and container production standards
and crop insurance. OFA members agree with the
NOSB that certified organic production should
automatically be considered climate-smart and
eligible for all funding and support through
climate-related USDA programs.

Organic agriculture has tremendous
potential to address climate change, but only if
the USDA effectively protects the integrity of
the organic label. That integrity is essential
to maintaining the label standing and preference
with consumers, to ensuring a level playing field

for organic farmers in the broader agriculture
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sector, and to make sure that organic methods
provide the maximum Dbenefit in addressing the
climate crisis.

Enforcing the organic livestock
standards is important to climate-smart
agriculture, because pasturing and real outdoor
access help enrich soil, biology and soil
structure, and enrich the animal's welfare. Soil
health is a foundational principle of organic
agriculture.

The NOP's decision to allow hydroponic
operations to be certified organic, and
inconsistent interpretation of guidance on
container operations, has caused both farmers and
consumers to question organic as a regenerative
agricultural system. NOP must <clarify that
organic farming only occurs in the soil, and
ensure that all organic certifiers consistently
apply this requirement.

The NOP should return this topic to
the NOSB agenda, so that organic as a climate-

smart leader is clear and consistent.
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Second, OFA urges the NOSB to
resume work on its agenda item for field and
greenhouse container production. We support
organic certification of crop production where
terrestrial plants are grown to maturity in the
ground with no barrier between top soil, subsoil
and bedrock.

Current standards for the organic
production of crops and containers and in outside
greenhouses are limited, and has led to
widespread certifier inconsistency. The NOSB
needs to resume work on container production.

Third and finally, I'll talk a little
bit about crop insurance again. We appreciate
the Board's work on this important topic. OFA's
farmer members have a wide range of experiences
with crop insurance. There's broad frustration,
especially with the whole farm revenue program.

New farms have it the hardest, Dbut
even established farmers struggle with it. We
need to educate insurance agents on organics,

because they rarely understand organic systems
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and methods. In our written testimony, we've
outlined the number of improvements, and we also
point to the comments submitted by the Ohio
Ecological Food and Farming Association. Thank
you very much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments.

MR. GARNETT: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any questions from
the Board? Amy, please go ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Pryor, thank you for
joining us today. Thanks for your information.
I have a question about crop insurance, and I
really appreciate all the comments that you have
made and others. There are some good points that
your organization makes.

One point I didn't necessarily see
discussion on was about T yields, and the idea
that the T vyields, I Jjust want to make sure.
You're familiar with T yields? Otherwise I could
-—- or maybe not.

MR. GARNETT: I'm afraid you'll have
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to explain that Amy.

MEMBER BRUCH: Okay. Well hey, no
problem. You know, my -- it's a very specific
question, so I might hold off and ask another,
another representative potentially, Dbecause it
does get 1in the weeds a 1little Dbit. So I

apologize for that Pryor, so thank you. Thank

you for your time. I'll hold my question til
later.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. We
have another question for you Pryor. Dilip,

please go ahead.

MEMBER NANDWANT : Thanks for your
comment. I Jjust want to have a quick
clarification on your greenhouse production, and
I think your -- and an earlier speaker also
mentioned. I think you are mentioning including
high tunnels, body house and any kind of indoor
production or, if you want to say something else
on this, when you say about greenhouse
production.

And also can you tell a 1little bit
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about the greenhouse plant in the ground, in the
soil also, or on the aerial and other aspects.
So can you please a little bit something about on
that. Thank you.

MR. GARNETT: Thank you for your
question. Yes, I'd be glad to speak to this.
The foundational principle that OFA is asserting
here is that most organic production should have

the roots of the plants in direct contact with
the soil, and through that down to the bedrock.

Now there are a few exceptions that we
recognize. For example, if plants are being sold
as starts. So to being sold to consumers who are
then going to plant the tomato plant in their
container. We recognize that that container
production is not necessarily going to be in full
contact with the soil and bedrock.

But in, for example, a high tunnel, as
you mentioned, where it is simply a shelter over
the soil with the plants in the soil and their
roots extending directly down from there, we

think that that 1is certainly appropriate for
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organic certification.

On the other hand, you have an open
field where let's say Dblueberry plants are
growing in containers, with their ©primary
nutrient source Dbeing delivered via drip
irrigation, that is not appropriate for organic
certification. I hope that those two examples
help clarify our remarks.

MEMBER NANDWANT : Thank vyou. That
really helps. Thanks.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Nate, please go
ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Hey Pryor, good to see
you, and thanks for bringing crop insurance to
the table here at the Board meeting. I wanted to
home in on one of the elements in the OEFFA
comments about the Good Farming Practice Handbook
and OSP, and in my work on this topic, RMA has
not really accepted the argument that anything
included in an OSP should be considered a good
farming practice.

I think there's some merit to that,
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where vyou can have a complaint system plan
without necessarily being a good farmer or
following good farming practices. So I'm curious
if you've done some thinking on how to maybe
identify some of the elements in an OSP that
would be areas for folks to -- for RMA to look
at, or just if you all have talked about that
tension between the O0OSP and the Good Farming
Practices manual.

MR. GARNETT: That's a very good
point, Nathan. Thank you very much for raising
it, because we clearly believe that the organic
certifiers, in reviewing and ultimately approving
the organic systems plan for a given producer,
have established that that plan, as a whole, is a
good farming practice.

And that a second review, almost an
independent review by an insurance agent or by
the Whole Farm Program, is unnecessary. There is
no analog to the organic systems plan in what we
call conventional agricultural today, and there

is no review. So in that environment, I think
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assessing good farming practice is important.

But where we have the
independent review of an organic certifier
approving an organic systems plan, I think it's
not necessary.

MEMBER LEWIS: Great, and just as a --
maybe a follow-up comment on that I think, as you
know, the Board advises the NOP but we also
advise the Secretary. So I can see a role the
Board could play in communicating with RMA on
those specific points, and how OSP and the Good
Farming Practices manual can overlap. So thanks
for bringing that up. I think it's an actionable
area.

MR. GARNETT: Yes, I appreciate your
doing that, and I would strongly encourage the
Board to take that action.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Pryor?

All right. Thank vyou very much,
Pryor. Next up we have Kate Mendenhall, followed

by Dan Langager and then Jaydee Hanson. Kate,
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please go ahead.

MS. MENDENHALL: Thank you NOSB
members for the opportunity to speak before you
today. My name 1s Kate Mendenhall. I'm the
Executive Director of the Organic Farmers
Association. OFA represents a strong national
voice for domestic certified organic farmers.
Today, I will be addressing oversight to deter
fraud, phosphoric acid and organic swine
management.

Preventing organic fraud has
consistently been a top priority for U.S. organic
farmers, and we appreciate the Board's work on
this important topic. While we see value 1in
adding GIS data to farm and field location in the
Organic Integrity database, we want to
acknowledge that adding GPS coordinates would be
an additional tracking to what is currently being

done on most farms, and requires access to
technology.

All farmers do not have the

technological expertise to provide this
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information to certifiers, or in some cases as in
the plain community, they may be opposed to using
the technology. So assistance for farmers with
limited access to and experience with technology
must be part of the recommendations.

Perhaps provisions could be taken to
require more technological GIS data for farms
that pose a greater risk, that may manage maybe
one or two -- more than one or two farm
locations, so that we minimize the burden on
small farms.

Regarding the 2025 livestock sunset
review, OFA requests that phosphoric acid be
relisted as a synthetic sanitizer disinfectant.
It's used to remove deposits on milk lines of
bulk tanks, and it can -- and it's necessary to -
- it's used to remove deposits on milk lines of
bulk tanks, and 1t cannot be removed without
other detergents and acids.

So the buildup creates conditions
where bacteria can rapidly multiply, impacting on

safety and quality. OFA dairy farmer members
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report more compatible substances are not
available, and without the use of phosphoric
acid, they would need to leave organic
production.

We do acknowledge the 2018 concerns
raised by the National Organic Coalition about
consistency as to whether certifiers were or were
not requiring a rinse after |use, and we
understand this is still a current issue. Our
request 1s to relist phosphoric acid as a
sanitizer disinfectant with an annotation that
requires a rinse after use. Both the livestock
and handling annotations should align in this
way.

We urge NOSB to prioritize a
comprehensive review of sanitizers, disinfectants
and cleaners to inform decision-making when a new
material is petitioned, or a material is reviewed
at sunset.

Finally, OFA requests that NOSB
prioritize adding organic swine management to a

future agenda. In review of the OLPS, it was
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evident that guidance on organic swine management
is behind animal welfare and other national

organic standards. In order to reduce the burden
of duplicative certifications and ensure consumer
confidence 1in organic swine management, we
request that the NOP and NOSB place swine
management on the NOSB work agenda.

Thank vyou for consideration of our
comments.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
joining us today. Any questions for Kate?

All right. We appreciate your time.

MS. MENDENHALL: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Dan Langager, followed by Jaydee Hanson, and then
Michael Sligh, and then folks, thank you for your
patience, we're going to take a break. So we
will, after the break, start with Harold Austin.
But Dan, please go ahead.

MR. LANGAGER: Thank vyou so much.
Hello everyone. My name is Dan Langager, and I'm

with the Northwest Horticultural Council based in
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Washington state. We represent the growers,
packers and shippers of apples, pears and
cherries in the Pacific Northwest. Our growers

produce the majority of organic tree fruits here
in the United States.

I'd 1like to direct you to the
Northwest Horticultural Council's extensive
written comments for the Pacific Northwest tree
fruit industry's ©perspective on the wvarious
sunset materials before the Subcommittees, as
well as the research priorities for handling, and
the organic is climate-smart proposal from CACS.

I'm going to highlight some materials
under crops that are of particular importance to
organic tree fruit growers. Ethanol and
isopropanol alcohols are critical tools for
orchardists to both decontaminate the lines of
irrigation systems, and to disinfect a variety of
on-farm components.

So if irrigation lines aren't
decontaminated from things 1like Dbiofilms and

microorganisms, the emitters can become clogged,

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

100

and that not only causes damage to the system,
but an unequal supply of nutrient solution to the
crop, which impacts the plant's growth.

And then these alcohols are also used
to clean the pruning shears when removing chutes
or branches infected with cider Dblights to
prevent the infection of the shears themselves.
It can further spread the pathogens to other
chutes during subsequent cuttings.

Plastic mulches and covers are for
newer fruit tree production benefits. We use
them on bird nets, wind screens, shade cloths,
weed mats and actually by covering the weeds,
they've proven a really useful deterrent for
various insect leafhopper pests 1in cherry
orchards, actually reducing leafhopper numbers by
80 to 90 percent.

The leafhoppers, they can transmit the
causative pathogen called middle cherry disease,
which 1is epidemic in Washington state. It's
resulted in significant loss of cherry production

acreage.
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And then ground covers, they can also
reflect light up into the tree canopy, and this
is done only in the season to promote bloom and
then before harvest to help the fruit gain some
additional coloration and maturity.

Elemental sulfur, an essential tool
for organic tree fruit production. It's used to
control pest mites that damage leaf tissue. This
leads to less fruit or potentially fewer blossoms
the next season. It is also a critical tool in
controlling disease pathogens like scab and brown
rot. It's one of the few options our growers for
treating powdery mildew.

And then elemental sulfur is also used
to adjust soil pH, to ensure better nutrient
uptake, water penetration, just overall enhance
the plant and soil health. And then finally lime
sulfur is used by the wvast majority of organic
tree fruit growers. It's a well-known source of
calcium and sulfur. It controls blight, mildew
and scab, and it helps control wvarious orchard

insect pests. Lime sulfur is applied from the
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dormancies through bloom stages of the crop, and
that's really to control insects or pests or
pathogens that may have overwintered in the
blocks.

I want to thank you so much for the
opportunity to provide input from the organic
tree fruit growers to the NOSB, and thank the
Board members for their service.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Right on time.
Thank you for your comments. Any gquestions from
the Board?

All right, Dan. Thank you very much
for joining us today. Oh I'm sorry, one second.

Brian, please go ahead, and then Amy.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Thanks Dan. I know
that fruit growing 1is really different in
different regions of the country. I've been
curious about hydrated lime, and here 1in the
east, at least the way I understand it, hydrated
lime would just be used in Bordeaux mix, although
maybe -- are there other pesticide formulations

that use hydrated lime? That's sort of the first
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question.

The second question is with Bordeaux
mix, again the way I understand it is that the
other copper products are a lot more effective
and safer. So why are people still wusing
Bordeaux mix, and maybe I'm wrong on that. Maybe
in your situation is that those, those are not
the case. So i1if you'd just talk a little bit
about that, I'd appreciate it.

MR. LANGAGER: Sure. I can answer
what I can answer your first question. Yes, I
believe there are other formulations and mixtures
that growers can use. But I am going to defer to
one of my colleagues. You're going to hear from
a tree fruit grower, Harold Austin here in just a
bit, and he is going to know those formulations
much better than I do.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great, thanks.

MR. LANGAGER: Thanks.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Amy, please go
ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Hi, Dan. Thank you for
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your time today. I had a question about
potassium sorbate. I don't know, maybe that's
going to be tackled by the next presenter
potentially, is that right? Okay.

MR. LANGAGER: I'1ll try.

MEMBER BRUCH: Or you'll try it, okay.

It was noted in your comments that the growers
in your group decided that that would be very
beneficial to mitigating plant diseases, having
access to potassium sorbate. We've heard from
previous comments and others extreme concerns
with that substance in the environment used in
this petition faction.

And there's also many alternatives
that currently exist. There was questions also
on the efficacy of some of the trials that were
listed in the petition, that maybe the substances
that they were trialing against aren't commonly
used. I was Jjust wondering, vyou know, what
pushes your growers to want this to be accepted
as a National List product, just because there is

limited information on potassium sorbate used
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specifically as ©petitioned, as the active
ingredient?

MR. LANGAGER: Right, and I believe
that the Subcommittee talked about the need for
more research into this product, and I think
that's something that our industry would like to
see as well. We're always supportive of those
types of efficacy trials to see exactly how it's
working and in what circumstances. And like you
said, climates and growing regions.

We are very fortunate in the Pacific
Northwest with our climates and our soils that we
have here. I know that, as you said, it does
help with controlling <certain post-harvest
diseases, post-harvest in both right after it's
packed and then as it's going -- or after it's
harvested and then it's going to packing. Those
are very big issues.

So I would also say it fits into that,
as many tools in the toolbox as our growers and
packers have. If the studies show that this is

efficacious, then we would like to see it as, you
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know, part of the toolbox that our growers and
packers produce.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions from the Board.

All right, Dan. Thank you very much
for your time.

MR. LANGAGER: Thank you so much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Jaydee Hanson, followed by Michael Sligh. We're
going to take a break, and then it will be Harold
Austin, followed by Mark Kastel. Jaydee, please
go ahead. And you are muted.

MS. ARSENAULT: Hang on, Jaydee. We
have to get you unmuted here.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And folks Jjust a
quick note. Because of the interruptions before,
we have everyone muted, and we will have to have
you unmute as we request you to unmute. SO sorry
for that little bit of an added barrier.

MS. ARSENAULT: Jaydee, you should see

something called open your screen, the host has
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asked you to wunmute. Do you see that? It
doesn't look like it's working, apologies. Let's
see what we can do here.

(Pause.)

MS. ARSENAULT: Option to unmute him.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: There should be a
host message asking you to unmute button Jaydee
popping up on your screen.

MR. HANSON: There it came. All
right, thank you. I am glad to speak to you
today or pleased that the NOSB has lifted up the
importance of organic agriculture is a means of
slowing climate chaos. We feel so strongly about
this at the Center that we formed an
international coalition to promote organic at the
international climate conferences.

We don't think that the USDA and the
National Organic Program have adequately promoted

that organic producers are already actively
employing multiple climate-smart practices.
Organic producers deserve to be rewarded and

acknowledged for consistently implementing these
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practices in their production models.

Certified organic farmers should
automatically qualify and be approved for any
climate-smart label when the term is codified by
the USDA. We don't think that water-based
growing methods like hydroponics meet the test
for being climate-smart, and should not be called
climate-smart.

(Pause.)

MR. HANSON: Excuse me. There 1is
currently no climate-smart plan across all
organic certifiers, and this impedes farmers
seeking access to USDA climate-smart funding.
They shouldn't have to apply twice to be
considered climate-smart. All organic
certifications should require annual reporting of
key climate-related data such as soil organic
matter, nitrogen levels, phosphorous levels,
potassium in soil, just to name a few.

Next topic, organics should not have
ortho-phthalates, bisphenol and PFAS in them.

We've been urging the NOSB to take a lead on
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this. There are individual companies that are
leading on this. Annie's Organic has taken
ortho-phthalates out of their products. Other

manufacturers like REI and Patagonia have taken
plastics out of their clothing.

This is a huge problem. Collectively,
these three classes of chemicals, Dbisphenols,
ortho-phthalates and PFAS need to Dbe out of
organic production, out of food. If we don't get
them out, it will damage the organic brand.

Finally, I appreciate the Materials
Committee working through the -- last few
excluded methods. You've got my comments in
writing. I think I'm at the end of time.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We appreciate your
comments. Mindee has a question for you.

MR. HANSON: Sure.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank vyou so much
Jaydee for your long history of work, especially
in the excluded methods realm. I'm wondering if
given all the work of the NOSB recommendations

and the work that's left on the TBD list, if you
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have some perspective of the horizons of the
excluded methods issue and if there are things
coming toward us that we should be really looking

at next?

MR. HANSON: Well, I mean the Dbig
issue really is the -- what is being called gene
editing. There's a number of different ways to
do this, but even with the -- even with the

procedures that we looked at at this meeting,
several of them can be combined with gene editing
to -- so you really are going to have to have a
couple of things excluded at the same time, you
know.

You can't Jjust say this is a non-
excluded method if you also somewhere else allow

gene editing of that method.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank you, Jaydee. I
was thinking more along the lines of insects and
sprays in the field, and technologies we may not
have addressed yet that are appearing in the
marketplace.

MR. HANSON: Well, there are some that
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aren't quite in the marketplace yet that are RNAi
pesticides and RNA1 fertilizers that are applying
for experimental use permits at the EPA, and I
and several other folks have been trying to meet
with the EPA about this. The good news is the
EPA hasn't approved this yet.

The bad news is it -- because of the
small scale, it's going to be very hard to track
if the companies that are doing this move ahead
and do it. To some extent, it's some of the same
technology that companies have figured out how to
use in drugs. They just want to use it on a mass
scale on the landscape. It's very different.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Allison, please go
ahead.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thanks for your
comments Jaydee. I'm curious to dig in a little
bit more into your comment about climate-smart
agriculture and the role of soil-based systems on
-- as an organization that works on pesticides in
particular. I think about soil as an important

part of a farming system and its relationship to
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climate, but I also think a lot about reduction
of synthetic inputs as a key piece of the climate
as well.

So I'm curious how you think about
balancing those two interests when we think about
the relationship between organic and climate.

MR. HANSON: Well, most of what we're
talking about is how much climate gets into the -
- how much carbon gets into the atmosphere, and
so you know, whatever, whatever assessment you
do, you're going to have to look at that. The
Center for Food Safety is, you know, aggressively
opposed to spraying pesticides everywhere.

But the, you know, it's not that --
you know, if we eliminated all pesticides, there
would still Dbe significant additions to the
climate from methane and carbon dioxide and a
handful of other chemicals. So when we're
dealing with, dealing with climate, we've got to
deal with the chemicals that cause most of the
change in the atmosphere.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Dilip, please go
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ahead.

MEMBER NANDWANT : Thanks Jaydee for
your valuable comments, especially on gene
editing. I really appreciate that. I don't have
any question, Jjust to appreciate your thoughts
you mentioned. I see that it's going to be a big
topic of discussion among the Board also on gene
editing.

So I really appreciate your comment
that product should not be allowed at one place
and be restricted another place. So really
thanks again. I appreciate that.

MR. HANSON: Yeah, thank you. And
there's actually an interesting argument between
the USDA and the FDA on gene editing and how you
regulate that. So it's one that I think the NOSB
will have to pay attention to.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Well
we thank you for your comments today.

MR. HANSON: And thank vyou all for
your good and long work. Much appreciated.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Absolutely, thank
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you. Next up we have Michael Sligh. We're going
to follow Michael's comments with a ten minute
break, and then we'll have Harold Austin, Mark
Kastel and then Angela Wartes-Kahl. Michael, the
floor is yours.

MR. SLIGH: Good afternoon. My name
is Michael Sligh. I'm a member of the founding
NOSB from 1992 to 1997. We were responsible for
the original recommendations that established the
program. I rise today to strongly urge the
reinstatement of in-person NOSB comments,
restarting with this fall meeting.

While I strongly support the continued
remote testimony opportunities as well as the new
video streaming, for the many who cannot attend
in person these are very positive additions and
should be continued as well. However, in person
public comment at the beginning of each NOSB
meeting is not a random tradition.

But it's one that we established on
purpose at the very beginning to anchor, to shape

and to ensure that this wvital program 1is
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participatory and is guided by the stakeholders
who choose to adhere to these rules. In fact, I
would argue in-person testimony 1is one of the
reasons this program receives strong and robust
public support.

Of course, you're not there Jjust
solely for your own opinions and experience, but
because you are representing one of the
legislative stakeholder categories, and vyour
public engagement with them is essential. Having
in-person stakeholders set the tone, present
critical concerns and recommendations at the
beginning, demonstrates transparency, ensures
accountability and provides for more consistent
outcomes.

These pillars are essential to the
ongoing future of the NOSB-NOP credibility and
public support. You cannot know what you don't
know, and hearing directly from the organic
community at the beginning of the meeting ensures
that strategic issues are raised, acknowledged

and hopefully addressed 1in a timely manner.
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Please reinstate in-person NOSB public comment.
Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thanks for your
comments. Brian has a question for you.

MR. SLIGH: Sure.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, thanks
Michael. I totally understand what you're saying
in terms of the in-person meetings, but the
concern that I have is that basically it costs
about, I guess about $2,000 for just the normal
person to attend a meeting say in either Atlanta
or Sacramento or wherever it's going to be, and
lodge themselves and all that sort of stuff.

And doesn't that skew the input and
the close interpersonal contact to Dbasically
funded organizations and not -- and away from say
a farmer who might not have $2,000 to spend on
that?

MR. SLIGH: Well, I think it's not an
either/or. I think in the beginning, we didn't
have the Internet, so we had to have written

comments that we read ahead of time, and then we
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had people show up. We moved the meetings around
the country to ensure greater access, so that
farmers 1locally, producers, operators 1locally
could come and attend maybe just for the one day,
you know, because maybe it's a drive in.

So I think in this environment, where

we now have the ability of Zoom and

livestreaming, that I think helps balance that
issue. Certainly if only it was for those who
could afford to come safely, yes it could skew.
But having public --

Written comments helps do that, and in
my experience the personal part we do not want to
lose entirely, because we are a hyper-
participatory community, and I think being able
to engage 1in person 1is valuable and something
that really helped us as the original NOSB to
really be in tune with what was the pulse of the
people.

If they were willing to put out the
effort to show up, that's telling you a lot.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great, thank you.
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Yeah, I totally agree with what you just said
there at the end, and it's a balancing act. I'm
almost wondering, I know that -- I know that NOC
gives some scholarships for attending maybe their
meeting and stuff, and maybe somehow that could
be, that could be part of the whole picture. I
don't know, but I really appreciate your input.

MR. SLIGH: Sure, thank you to that,
and I appreciate all of your sacrifice to do
this. I know it well, so thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Michael?

I will keep mine very brief for fear
of holding wus from our break any longer.
Michael, what do vyou see as the difference
between in-person comments and how we receive
comments virtually?

MR. SLIGH: Well, I mean Zoom has been
a blessing in many ways during the pandemic, and
it has helped expand participation. But I think,
I think we don't live in a wvirtual world, and

having the personal contact, being able to talk
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to someone in the hall, be able to say hey, I
know you, it 1is a -- it 1is an essential thing
that this community does not become isolated or
only virtual.

So I think we can't lose the human
touch, which is quite important in terms of the
values and the tradition that we are trying to
hear. We're very unique among -- I've served on
many USDA advisory boards, and this one is unique
on purpose. I think being able to come there and
be in person and tell vyour story 1is really
irreplaceable.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I worry that we're
conflating two things. You can still come to the
meeting and take us to lunch and talk to us in
the hallways as a farmer at every meeting.

MR. SLIGH: But sitting there for
hours and hours and hours and not being able to
say anything is incredibly frustrating, and also
you may actually be the one person who knows the
answer to a particular question, that would be

brought up at the beginning of the meeting that
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may not have occurred in the written comment, and
may not have occurred in your research prior to
that.

I've seen that happen many times. So

I just think you can't, it's not either/or. I

think let's expand access, let's do the virtual,
let's do any way we can to get people's access,
but let's not close off the opportunity for me to
drive in my truck, which I will (audio
interference). So don't close that option out.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Nate, please go
ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Yeah. I'm sorry to
keep us from a break. I realize this 1is a
challenging position to take as a new Board
member. But I'm curious about trying to find
the right balance here, because I agree with you
100 percent, like all that -- nothing beats in
person. We've been reminded of that through this
pandemic and the isolation and the damage that
can occur.

And I also have been really heartened
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by the level playing field that Zoom offers. It
really ensures that those with privilege don't
get undue influence on the Board, which I
personally know is the case when we rely entirely
on in-person comments.

So finding the right balance is the
key, and I'm curious -- Jjust what inspired my
question 1is Jjust your comment about taking a
drive, that perhaps the in-person comments, as we
continue to move around the country, are limited
to those who are local or within a radius, so
that we, you know, try to find that balance and
encourage the engagement of the local community.

I don't know if that thought has crossed your
group's perspective. But again, finding the
balance is what I'm looking for.

MR. SLIGH: Yeah, I hear that. I
don't think we've discussed that, but I would
certainly be encouraging all the groups that I
work with to take that topic up. I think we
don't want to lose the in person. I also don't

what to be the barrier between you and a break.
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I know how valuable that is as well.

But I think you also would know the
Hot Mike a little quicker if he was in person as
well.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Oh. Well, thank
you for your comments, Michael, and with that we
are going to go to a break folks. We are going
to come back at 20 after the hour, 2-0. After
our break, we're going to start with Harold
Austin, followed by Mark Kastel and then Angela
Wartes-Kahl. We'll see you all in just about ten
minutes.

(Whereupon, the above-entitled matter
went off the record at 2:09 p.m. and resumed at
2:20 p.m.)

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right, and we
are back. First up, we're going to have Harold
Austin, followed by Mark Kastel and then Angela
Wartes-Kahl. Harold, the floor is yours.

MR. AUSTIN: Okay, can you hear me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can. Please go

ahead.
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MR. AUSTIN: All right. Clear the
screen here. Hi, good morning everybody or good
afternoon I guess, depending on where you're at.

My name's Harold Austin, and I'm a former member
of the NOSB and a lifelong member of the tree
fruit industry here in the Pacific Northwest.

Welcome to our two newest members of
the NOSB, and my heartfelt thanks to all the rest
of you for all that you do on behalf of organic
stakeholders across our country. Please refer to
my written comments and those also of the
Northwest Horticultural Council, for a more
detailed set of comments on the various materials
currently under sunset review and discussion this
spring by the members of the NOSB.

For crops, I would like to wvoice my
support for the continued listing of the two
alcohols, the mulches and plastic covers, liquid
fish products, ethylene, elemental sulfur and
lime sulfur. Regarding sulfuric acid on-farm
generated, this material -- this is one that I'm

very familiar with, having used it for over 25
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years on our company's conventional orchards and
on our organic orchards once it was approved.

In this process, we burn a 99 percent
pure elemental sulfur in what's called a sulfur
burner, which are high pH irrigation waters and
passthrough. This process helps us to reduce
high pH water.

Normally we begin around 8.3 to 8.5
pH, brings it to a more neutrally balanced pH,
while at the same time it helps us to remove high
mineral content out of the water, especially in
our case, high levels of calcium carbonate.

This allows us to take marginal soils
with extremely poor drainage, and when we combine
this, the use of this benefit from -- with the
inclusion of our composts and our mulches, it
helps to turn these marginal soils into very
robust and productive organic farmland, that
truly embraces the very fundamental principles of
organic farming.

This process also helps us to protect

our fruit finishing by removing the calcium
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carbonate from the water. In the summertime when
we reach triple digit temperatures, we use
overhead cooling to take and help keep the apples
from sunburn. With the calcium carbonate in the
water, a lot of time it makes some of that fruit
virtually non-packable.

Lime sulfur 1s also an important
material for organic tree fruit production. This
is one of our most important materials to assist
us early 1in the season for control of fire
blight, both in apples and in pears. Bloom time
is one of our most critical times of the growing
cycle for control of mildew and fire blight.

As we move into a more semi-dwarfing
style of tree and new varieties, varieties I
might add that are consumer-driven, they tend to
be highly susceptible to fire blight. We find it

now even more 1important than ever that we
maintain a solid plan of action for control of
blight.

This is especially true beginning with
the bloom period of fruit development, because if
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blight enters the tree through the blossom, we
will be fighting it the entire season or longer.

For handling, I support the continued
listing of phosphoric acid, nitrogen and
ethylene. One area of importance for phos acid
is the cleaning of our packing equipment, helping
to remove the calcium carbonate buildup on our
cups and belts. This is by far the most superior
material for this step of cleaning in our packing
facilities.

I also support the continued
revisiting of in-person, at least modified in-
person presentations at the meeting. The benefit
of that I can't say enough about that, the
interaction that you'll have 1if you do that.
Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you
for your comments. Brian has a question for you,
followed by Nate.

MR. AUSTIN: Brian.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, thank you

Harold. A couple of questions. First of all,
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about the sulfur burning, that is just to treat
the irrigation water, am I correct about that?

MR. AUSTIN: Correct.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, because there
was one comment 1in our written comments that
seemed to think that it was about like basically
trying to change the pH of the soil wvia that
method, and that's not what it's all about, the
way I understand it.

MR. AUSTIN: Well no, but Brian, in
part we are essentially changing the pH of the
soil to some degree, because we're taking a
neutral-based pH water, applying it to the soil,
rather than a water that's at pH of 8.3 to 8.5-
8.6. So in fact we are, you know, we're not
adding to the pH levels, but we are in fact
helping to reduce it to some extent, Dbecause
we're adding a much lesser pH water to it.

MEMBER CALDWELL: So does that say
neutral water actually tend to bring the pH down
of the whole field?

MR. AUSTIN: Well it's not, but it's
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not, it's not bringing it up, and I guess that's
the point to make.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Right, right, yeah
yeah.

MR. AUSTIN: We can make the
corrective actions with what we do otherwise, but
at least when we irrigate or we're running frost
control or cooling water in the summer, we're not

elevating that because of the water that we're

applying.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah good.

MR. AUSTIN: The other part of that is
the calcification. $So it's, you know, by having

a more neutral water without that calcium in it,
it's also lending itself to better penetration
for the water, as well as the nutrients that
we're applying.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great. And the
second question was I noticed you didn't mention
hydrated lime as in particular something that you
were supporting. I'm trying to get a handle on

how much use there actually is for hydrated lime.
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To me in my mind, it's kind of an old-fashioned
material that's been superseded.

But one of the previous speakers said
that they thought it was used in other materials
or products besides Bordeaux mix, which is I
think the main, main use of it. So I'm just
trying to get a handle on how sort of essential
it really is.

MR. AUSTIN: Yeah. As far as approved
listings, it's really the Bordeaux mix 1is where
the hydrated 1lime's coming into play. And
that's, that's going to be 1in some of vyour
colder, wetter, older growing climate areas. I
know that there's areas in California I think
they still use it.

New  York, Michigan if I'm not
mistaken. I think there's some areas that are --
it's still used there. Here in the Northwest
Pacific, we use the other forms of copper, to be
honest. All the vyears that I've Dbeen a
consultant, I've never written a recommendation

for Bordeaux mix. We don't use 1it.
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MEMBER CALDWELL: Okay. Well thank
you. 1 appreciate that.
MR. AUSTIN: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Nate, please go

ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Hey Harold, good to see
you. I have a couple of questions, one on the
sulfur burners. I know that Washington state

grows right around half or maybe a little bit
more of the organic blueberries grown in the
U.S., and that's Dbeen where we've seen the
biggest expansion of the crop is in Washington.
From what I understand, it's entirely soil-based.

Can you talk about how important the
sulfur burners have been to that growth and
production of organic blueberries in Washington?

MR. AUSTIN: Yeah. The sulfur burner,
the sulfuric acid's been fundamentally one of the
cornerstones of us being able to expand our
organic crop production. We're hot, and like I
said, we're dealing with pHs in a lot of our

growing areas that are 8.3 to 8.5-8.6.
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While the use of the sulfur burners
isn't elevating the pH, it's not contributing to
it Dbecause we're applying a balanced water.
Blueberries really want to be grown 1in a pH
that's going to be more down around 5.2, 5.5 or
maybe slightly lower than that. So the burners
also, 1if it gets hot, we're going to have to run
some overhead water to help keep the berries from
mummifying on us from the sheer impact of the
heat.

So having, having the sulfur burners
getting the pH balance, but also getting the
mineral deposits out of the water by that process
helps to take in and provide a balance and a
clean water source that's really beneficial to
the blueberry plants, as well as our other tree
fruit crops, especially apples, especially these
newer types of apple trees that we're farming.

MEMBER LEWIS: Okay thanks, and then
just another question on it. You mentioned the
fire blight. I guess I'm just wvery curious how

it's going? I mean I'm encouraged to hear about

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

132

the planting of resistant root stocks you're
talking about, like and the continuing modeling,
the need for lime sulfur, vyou know. Without
antibiotics, I mean Jjust how's it going in
managing fire blight in the Pacific Northwest?

MR. AUSTIN: You know it's based off

of year, based off of location. Some areas it's
better than others. Last year, one of the
challenges -- we're finding ways to do it. We're

planting, if we can find them, we're planting the
more resistant root stocks to fire blight.

But the roots themselves may be fire
blight resistant, but the top part of the tree is
not. And that's where when we're using the lime
sulfur at bloom time to take in and get in there
to take and not give the virus or the bacteria a
place to get rooted, it's important, especially
with these semi-dwarfing types of trees.

Our older traditional plantings, we
had a tree that spanned 32 feet wide. Our new
trees, and we were 168 to 200 trees per acre.

Our new trees, we might be 1,200 trees per acre,
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we might be 3,100 trees per acre. We're dealing
with a tree that's got a root bulb that will fit
onto a saucer, and a tree girth and width on the

limbs themselves that might only be two feet

wide.

So if we get fire blight started in
these types of trees, it's going to ravage us. I
mean it's going to -- you know, the older trees,

we could maybe cut 18 inches ahead of it and get
it under control before it ran the tree. These
newer trees, if we cut 18 inches we're cutting
into the trunk of the tree, and I mean we're
decimating our blocks.

So it's still a challenge, and a lot
of the newer varieties that the consumer, the
organic consumers are asking us to plant are
really high susceptible to blight. So we're
doing everything we can, and it's -- 1it's
working. But you know, under the right scenario,
the right conditions, it could be devastating.

So having as many tools in the toolbox

so that we can have expanded, you know, ways to

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

134

protect, especially in the spring and the bloom
time, so we don't ever let it get started in the
tree. I think that's the key, it's what we can
do on the front side will make it a lot easier
for us to deal with later on the growing season.

MEMBER LEWIS: Thanks for that. I
appreciate it.

MR. AUSTIN: Yep.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Jerry has a
question for you.

MR. AUSTIN: Hi Jerry. You're muted,
Jerry.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Okay thank you, and
good to see you Harold. I'm going to try to
thread the needle a little bit on sulfuric acid.

By and large, there's not much opposition to it,
but there 1is some opposition done by a good
group, a group that I certainly pay attention to,
and it struck me that what they were saying was
sort of negated by how you opened up your
statement.

What they oppose or don't feel good
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about 1is when sulfuric acid is used to sort of
mask poor soils, and the soils are not being
taken care of. The way you opened yours was it
was part -- it was a two-pronged step, where you
were regenerating your soils or improving,
continuously improving your soils the best way
you can, and then you have sulfuric acid for pH
control, but not as a masking agent for a problem
that's left unaddressed. Is that --

MR. AUSTIN: Yeah no, that's correct
Jerry.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Okay.

MR. AUSTIN: I mean it's dealing with
helping us to reduce the pH of the water, so that
we aren't putting a high pH water onto the soil.

It's also helping us to reduce the mineral
contents, especially calcium carbonate, so that
we're not, we're not taking and dealing with soil
that's going to get compacted because of that,
and 1is going to create drainage issues, water
penetration, nutrient penetration issues.

So but it's only one step of a
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process, and 1f we're going to use this right,
we're dealing with the water, the impurities of
the water, the pH levels of the water. This is
not a soil amendment to take and modify our pH.
By giving us a water that's a balanced pH, we're
not negatively impacting the pH.

I think that's the important thing for

everybody to understand. This 1is not a mask.
This is part of a process. We still have to take
and apply our mulches, vyou know. All of our

produce get mulched up and applied back into the
field. If we need compost, we'll bring in
compost and we'll do that.

So it's part of an organic systems
process and plan that we firmly support and
believe in.

MEMBER LEWIS: Thank you very much.
Appreciate that.

MR. AUSTIN: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Amy, please go
ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Yes. Thanks, Nate.
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Thanks Harold for your time. Again, a qgquestion
on sulfuric acid and these sulfur burners. I
appreciate your time with that. There was a

comment by a group and it's an alternative to

sulfurous acids, actually a device instead of a

material. So it's out of our purview per se to
review that, but there was interest
internationally.

I think Spain's organic program
approved this, but it is wusing instead of
sulfurous acids, it's using Jjust water, air and
electricity to alter the pH. I mean it probably
wouldn't get out the impurities like you were
mentioning before to other commenters.

But I just in general, those types of
technologies, do you see them being a beneficial
type of innovation in this sector, since it seems
like there's a reliance on sulfur burners?

MR. AUSTIN: You know, I'm never going
to never to anything (audio interruption) -- to
anything that can help us improve what we're

doing out on our farms organically. We'wve looked
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at a lot of different things in lieu of or in
place of our -- what we can do with the sulfur
burner, and the sulfur burner is by far, for what
we're doing with the o0il and getting the
impurities out, and in giving us more neutralized
water.

I don't -- there is nothing that we
have looked at yet that replaces this particular
function, and if we were to lose sulfur burners,
I mean we've got one location I know. We would
take out a couple of thousand acres of organic
apples and blueberries and cherries immediately,
because there's no alternative.

So you know, not -- I have no
experience with the process that you're talking
about, but based off of what you've said I don't
think it's a panacea or a replacement completely
for what we do with the sulfur burner. But it
may be a tool for in other areas where we don't
need to accomplish exactly that.

It might be beneficial and it might be

something that we could incorporate into our
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organic farming production.

MEMBER BRUCH: Okay, thank you Harold.

MR. AUSTIN: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Logan, please go
ahead.

MEMBER PETREY: Hi, thank you Harold.

I was actually just going to mention too about
an alternative. We had carbon dioxide on it, so
it was petitioned and passed as a pH water
regulator. Didn't know if you'd used that or if
you saw that coming now that we have that passed
and in the working?

MR. AUSTIN: You know, we've —-- yeah,
and I've been following that along as well.
Again, as a pH, I think it's one thing. I think
the other thing is the water conditioning factor,
that we're getting the impurities. Calcium
carbonate plugs or emitters 1f we have it vyou
know, in our drip systems, if we have it in the
systems.

It also is a fruit finish. We get in

our Columbia Basin area, our water 1is heavy,
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heavy to calcium carbonate in the water. It's
just —-- these are white chalky residue that at
the packing houses we can't get it out of the
fruit. So you end up with high cullage, because
you've got now a piece of fruit that's not
presentable for the consumers willing to accept
it. So it's going to get diverted to process.

So the calcium carbonate is really one
of the primary reasons that we use it, along with
making sure that, you know, we're getting a water
that is, you know, that pH is down there in that
more neutral area so it's not negatively
impacting our soil pH.

So you know, I think it would help us
with the pH part of it, but I don't think it
would give us the benefits that we're looking at
as far as the calcium carbonate goes.

MEMBER PETREY: Okay, thank you.

MR. AUSTIN: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. We
really appreciate your comments, Harold.

MR. AUSTIN: It's a pleasure. You're
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welcome. Thanks guys.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Mark Kastel, followed by Angela Wartes-Kahl and
then Emily Moyer. Mark, the floor is yours.

MR. KASTEL: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

My name is Mark Castel. I'm Executive Director
of OrganicEye, a farm policy research group
that's known as an organic industry watchdog.
How's organic doing? Based on data from the
USDA's National Agricultural Statistics Service,
in 2019 Jjust nine giant livestock factories in
Texas -- no, I don't call them farms -- produced
1.5 times more organic milk that 530 farms in
Wisconsin, 1.5 times more.

Fast forward to 2021, the most recent
mass data. There are now 13 dairies in Texas
certified as organic. They are currently
producing 2.8 times more milk than the 407
remaining family farms in Wisconsin. During that
couple of vyears, 123 family farms in Wisconsin
went out of business, and hundreds elsewhere in

the country.
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Just as important, over the last two
years literally thousands of conventional family
dairy farms have gone out of business that could
have converted to organics. But the CAFOs have
flooded the market. What's the difference with
these farms?

When I polled organic farmers, they
were moving their cattle in and out pasture and
milking them twice a day, averaging one cow per
acre. How does the certification of those giant
dairies work? One cow per acre. Try five to ten
cows per acre, many times in desert-like
conditions in the Southwest. In technical terms
at OrganicEye, we call that an awful stretch.

However, stay tuned. The story gets
better. According to nutrient management plans
filed with the states, most of these dairies cut
feed off the same ground they're calling pasture.

We don't know the percentage of the feed that
they're harvesting for winter use, but let's
pretend it's 50 percent.

That would equate to an effective
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stocking rate of not one cow per acre, but 10 to
20 cows per acre. In technical terms, we call
that a Jjoke, and the joke gets even better.
They're milking three and four times a day, not
twice, and transferring their cows out to pasture
on paper.

Legitimate organic producers get the
joke. How come the processionals at some of the
certifiers and the USDA have such a poor sense of
humor? If you're attending these meetings and
participating in the organic regulatory theater
without speaking up about the injustices that
real farmers are facing and that the betrayal of
consumers who built this wvalues-based industry,
you're nothing more than an enabler of injustice
and marketplace fraud.

Questions from the Board, I'm ready.
Questions from the organic community
stakeholders? If you'd rather have your
questions and concerns voiced 1in private, in
confidence, please feel free to contact me at

organiceye.org. Thank you very much.
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any questions for
Mark?

All right, we appreciate your time.

MR. KASTEL: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Angela Wartes-Kahl, followed by Emily Moyer and
then Adam Seitz. Angela, please go ahead.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Hi, can you hear me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Okay, great. My
name 1s Angeles Wartes-Kahl from the Organic
Integrity Cooperative Guild. I'm Dbased in
Poulsbo, Washington, on ancestral and occupied
Suquamish tribal land. My comments pertain to
the Handling Subcommittee proposal for ion
exchange filtration process.

The Organic Integrity Cooperative
Guild 1is a cooperative of organic inspectors,
reviewers and consultants who also farm. We have
come together to further professionalism in the
organic integrity -- sorry, in the organic
industry, and promote a dynamic and growing
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trustworthy organic marketplace.

We strongly agree with the
Subcommittee's decision to favor Option 1,
specifically net resin in materials do not need
to be listed on the National List. From our own
collective experience, both having reviewed and
inspected dozens of different operations
utilizing this technology, we concur that ion
exchange resins do not meet the definition of an
ingredient or a processing aid.

They are reviewed as part of the
certifier's initial and annual organic system
plan review process. They're also reviewed as
part of -- as where certifiers -- verifying that
each specific resin brand formulation is approved
by FDA as a food contact substance. Confirmation
that each material is FDA-approved is completed
through a review of label specification sheets
provided by the materials supplier.

Certifiers and inspectors annually
verify that recharged materials are not only

consistent with the National List, but also the
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brands and specific formulations are tracked as
part of the operator's list of allowed materials.

Some commenters even at this late date continue
to repeat the erroneous idea that ion exchange
columns could be subject to leakage.

Please see our comments from the fall
2022 meeting, where we along with the Organic
Trade Association point out that the notion of
column leakage appears to arise from a
misinterpretation of the publication of ion
exchange for dummies. As they explain, the
concept of leaking is not from the ion exchange
columns but rather the possibility of undesirable
compounds that were previously removed from the
food itself.

And so working back into the product
flow. Think arsenic that was removed from apple
juice or rice syrup. The concept of leakage has
nothing to do with the degradation of the ion
exchange feeds themselves. Their capacity might
be full and need a recharge, but this does not

result in the resins themselves entering the
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final organic product.

I would encourage the Board to
consider the broad use of ion exchange technology
for water treatment plants. Do we plan to list
municipal water sources on the National List as
allowed or not? And finally, organic is climate-
smart and yes to GPS or township and range
coordinates on every organic certificate. Thank
you for your time in these matters.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
your comments. Questions from the Board for
Angela? Kyla has a question for you.

MEMBER SMITH: Hey Angela, thanks for
your comments. Based on your experience
inspecting operations that may use ion exchange
systems, am I correct in the assumption that
through that verification of adherence to their
organic system plan, as well as other federal and
state authorities that regulate food safety, that
there is a lot of oversight into use of these
systems? Is that an accurate assumption?

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Absolutely. I mean
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it's quite a technical process and so there needs
to be SOPs 1in place to make sure that their
recharged units are correctly monitored and are
working and functioning properly, Jjust like there

would be with any QA system for the entire plant

operation.

I mean we're talking like molasses
filtration. I mean 1it's huge. It's not --
they're not small home-based systems. I mean

maybe they could be, I don't know. Things we've
seen is much bigger. Industrial process, yeah.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Allison, please go
ahead.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thank vyou, Angela.
This is really helpful. I mentioned earlier, I'm
still trying to sort of understand how resins fit
into the scheme of Jjust materials that come in
contact with organic products, analogous to a
plastic or something else where there may be a
real risk of something leaching out of 1it,
understanding of what you just laid out.

But a properly functioning resin is
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not intended to have an interaction with the
materials that are being processed through ion
exchange. I'm curious 1if you could speak to
anything you know about that risk, and any way
that we might ©provide, you  know, further
assurance or further monitoring to keep tabs on
if and how that may be a risk that we should be
concerned about.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: I'm not familiar
with any testing available that would show that
there was a possibility of a filtration bead in a
finished organic product, because there's more
filtration that happens after the ion exchange,
like things to take out other debris or, vyou
know, sediment, sludge, leaves, all kinds of
different stuff.

So if it was free and floating in the
pre-organic product, then it would probably be
caught again by another saver filtration system
past the ion exchange. So it's not like it's --
you're going to drink apple juice and there's not

going to be a plastic bead sitting in it. That
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seems really unlikely.

MEMBER JOHNSON: I'm really worried
about -- you know that a particle that can be
physically filtered out, Dbut analogous to a
plastic degradation product or something like
that, or like a chemical leaching. Some of us go
back.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Yeah. I mean it's -
- their action 1is to pull out. Like their
action, their action is to grab and pull out the
impurities. And so then they themselves need to
release from those impurities in a recharged
system to be able to function properly.

The plastic used is highly stable. I
don't -- the 1likelihood of it occurring, 1like
being able to find it later in an organic product
through a test is so small. I don't even, I
haven't been able to find anything that shows
that there's a test for that I guess is my short
answer.

And then for the testing that we have

seen, 1t's mostly about whether or not the
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recharged unit 1is working correctly with the
cations and ions being interchanged between the
two. Like 1is it properly functioning, and you
can do tests to determine that aspect of it, and
the overall, I would say like --

I guess I can't go 1into greater
detail, but I feel like there is information out
there specifically around water treatment
facilities, and how they test the accuracy and

success of their systems that we could maybe

adopt for organic. It seems far-reaching and
expensive, I guess. That's my, yeah.
CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Brian has a

question for you.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, thanks Angela,
and I must say that I am not as up reading this
voluminous literature that we've received on this
topic as I probably should be. But are these
beads, are they pure resin or are they, like many
other plastics, a composite with a lot of
different materials in them, in addition to the

active ingredient, which is the resin?
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MS. WARTES-KAHL: They're a polyblend.
So yeah --
MEMBER CALDWELL: I'm sorry. Would

you define that? I don't, I don't know what that

means.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Poly, hold on one
second. I'm not a very -- I'm not, I have a hard
time --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Well, we can also
have you follow up with Brian too.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Exactly the word --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We're not going to
put you on the spot --

MS. WARTES-KAHL: I'm going to have
like 100 pages open on my laptop of so many
different parts of ion exchange technology. And
so I'm like okay, now I have to find the exact
words that you're looking for. If I could pass
on that and send it in the chat, just because I
can't do it as quickly as you might need. And
then also —--

(Simultaneous speaking.)
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: If you'd send it

to Michelle, that would be great, and then she

could pass it on to the Board.

Yes.

up on

it 1is
might
there
would

get.

it.

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Okay, let's do that.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Great.
MS. WARTES-KAHL: Sorry for not being
I apologize.

MEMBER CALDWELL: The reason I mention

that so many times, you know, we get, we

get focused on the active ingredient, but

may be other things going on too, and it

be good to have as big a picture as we can

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Understood, yes.
MEMBER CALDWELL: Thank you very much.
MS. WARTES-KAHL: For sure.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Any other

questions for Angela?

today,

All right. We appreciate your time

Angela. Thank you.

(202) 234-4433

MS. WARTES-KAHL: Thank you all for
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your work.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Emily Moyer, followed by Adam Seitz. Emily,
please go ahead.

MS. MOYER: Hi everyone, thank vyou.
My name 1s Emily Moyer, and I am the Vice
President of Regulatory Compliance and Global
Food Safety Standards for the International Fresh
Produce Association. As always, thank you first
to the Board for the extensive amount of work
that you do outside of your day jobs in reviewing
and considering all of these inputs on the sunset
list, as well as vyour consideration of the
stakeholder comments that you've receive each and
every year.

IFPA represents every segment of the
global fresh produce supply chain, with
approximately 3,000 member companies, over 500 of
which are directly involved in the organic fresh
fruit, vegetable and floral supply chain. For
the sake of time, I'll be touching on just a few

inputs under sunset consideration, but IFPA has
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submitted written comments to the docket with our
support and feedback on additional inputs as
well.

Being a food safety person by
background, I'll start off first and foremost
with IFPA's support to maintain bulk ethanol and
isopropanol on the National List on algaecides,
disinfectants and sanitizers. Coming from a
produce industry perspective, when food-borne
illness outbreaks occur, they don't Jjust impact
the implicated firm itself, Dbut they have a
highly negative impact on that commodity industry
as a whole.

For that reason, i1t's critical that
organic producers and handlers have access to a
variety of inputs to sanitize their tools and
surfaces, and maintain their irrigation lines,
all in all helping to prevent cross-contamination

and ultimately protect public health.

And even if certain sanitizing
products aren't used as the primary sanitizing

agent, 1it's important to maintain this list of
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options, so that operations have the ability to
rotate their use of sanitizers as needed.

We also support maintaining plastic
mulch and covers on the National List for weed
barriers, which is one of the most challenging
and costly components of organic production.
Plastic mulch also helps with moisture
conservation in the soil and generally helps
improve crop yield and quality.

And for that reason, plastic mulch is
used widely across our industry. In absence of
equally effective alternatives and innovations
being currently available, the loss of plastic
mulch would be extremely economically damaging to
the industry.

And although it may not be used as
much plastic, we also support maintaining
newspaper or other recycled paper for these
purposes as well, again in support of maintaining
options for growers of all sizes and in all
regions, so that they can determine really what

is best for their operation.
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Later today and on Thursday, you'll be
hearing from some IFPA organic community members,
as well with their own feedback on inputs of need
for our industry, including but not limited to
elemental sulfur, lime sulfur, liquid fish
products, sulfurous acid and aqgqueous potassium
silicate. And so with that, I thank you again
for your time and consideration today.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And we thank you
for your comments. Any questions for Emily from
the Board? Franklin has a question for you.
Franklin, please go ahead.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Yeah. I'm interested
in finding out what your views on the
biodegradable plastic mulch is from -- I've heard
different things from farmers on that. What's
your view on that?

MS. MOYER: Thank you, sorry. I muted
myself and had to get unmuted. Yeah, this 1is
something that we did also comment on last year,
as 1t was wunder, 1in discussion 1in the past

meeting. And I would also say I'd turn to both
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Emily Musgrave and Russ Hamlin, who are on our
Organic Committee, who will be speaking later in
the day.

But in general, we were supportive of
maintaining BBMF as another option or
alternative, recognizing that the existing
plastic mulch, it 1is a lot of plastic in the
environment. I think if those alternatives were
available, absolutely our growers would want to
use those. But it's a matter of -- for BBMF,
making sure that option is available so that also
the developers have the ability and really the
incentive to be able to innovate those products.

So if in the future it is a reasonable
alternative, that growers would be able to switch
to that if it works for them.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Wood has a
question for you.

MEMBER  TURNER: Thanks for your
comments, Emily. I'm just curious. I appreciate
your comments about plastic mulch and covers, and

I just wanted to ask you, and I totally get the
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feedback you're giving about the need and how
important it is for growers.

But I'm also interested in whether
your conversation with your growers, with your
members has sort of extended to anecdotal
information about plastics that get left behind,
the need to, you know, plastics that break down
and get left behind on the farm, the need to find
better solutions for recovering some of that
material and not assuming that it's used,
degrades, ends up in a landfill.

I'm just curious sort of the level of
engagement that your organization is doing to
kind of think about that, and how you, how you --
yeah, your thoughts on that need.

MS. MOYER: It is certainly part of
the conversation. I think our growers right now
are just in a tough position, because there just
are not those alternatives available and I think
from a just financial standpoint, it would be
incredibly economically difficult, or really

would not be very viable for producers to be able

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

160

to make the yields that they need for production,
without the use of plastic mulch.

So I'm not as familiar in terms of
just what exists right now, in terms of what do
we know about the breakdown in soils. Again,
that would be something I think maybe is better
for our committee members who can speak to that
as well in their specific uses.

But it 1is something that we're, I
think consistently engaging with the providers as
well, to say okay, what, what's new, kind of
what's the status and what's the efficacy at this
point for all this.

MEMBER TURNER: Yeah, I agree with
you. I agree with your point about alternatives.

I do believe that the conversation about end of
life needs to be a lot more robust here, and I'm
-- that's a very real concern of mine, so I
appreciate that. Thank you.

MS. MOYER: Absolutely, uh-huh.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: All right. Any

other questions for Emily from the Board?
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Thank vyou, Emily, for your time and
contributions today.

MS. MOYER: Thank you, everyone.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Next,
we have Adam Seitz, followed by Orsi Deszi and
then Mollie Morrissette.

MR. SEITZ: Good afternoon. Adam
Seitz here, calling in from State College, PA.
I'm a senior technical reviewer for Quality
Assurance International, a leading provider of
organic certification services worldwide.

My comment focuses on the Handling
Subcommittee's current ion exchange resin
recommendation, which QAI supports based on the
extensive comments we've submitted on the topic.

Examining comments that oppose the
recommendation, there's a perspective that ion
exchange resins are functionally different than
other food compact substances, and that they are
designed to facilitate chemical changes in
organic foods.

I disagree. There is a change in the
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makeup product process via ion exchange
filtration. However, the only substance added to
product during ion exchange filtration is coming
from recharged materials. This 1s why the
recharged materials do need to be on the National
List. Ultimately, resins are regulated by the
FDA as food contact substances. They do not
qualify as ingredients or processing aids, and as
such are outside the NOP's regulatory authority.

Additionally, ion exchange filtration
is commonly used in the purification of several
non-organic National List substances, including
those classified as non-synthetic and
agricultural. Ion exchange filtration is
referenced in several of the TERs NOSB uses to
classify materials, including for citric acid and
non-synthetic and for agricultural forms of
glycerin.

The assertion that organic food
processed with ion exchange filtration is
synthetic is not consistent with previous NOSB or

NOP classification determinations or official
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guidance. Per NOP Guidance 5033, Section 4.4,
"Classification guidance does not determine the
eligibility of a substance for organic
certification.”

Organic food processed with ion
exchange filtration is organic food, Jjust 1like
organic maple sap processed via reverse 0sSmosis
filtration through semi-permeable membranes made
up of thin film polyamide composite, with a poly,
soft foam porous overlayer makes for delicious
organic maple syrup.

In contrast to concerns about the
hypothetical contamination of organic product by
properly maintained ion exchange systems, ion
exchange filtration can be and is often used to
remove contaminants from substances.

The EPA drinking water treatability
database notes that though typically used for
water softening, ion exchange filtration is more
frequently Dbeing wused for the removal of
contaminants such as arsenic, chlortetracycline,

chromium, cobalt, cyanide, fluoride, mercury,
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nitrates, PFAS, perchlorate perfluorooctane
sulfonate, radium and other environmental
contaminants.

To be clear, the question at hand is
not Jjust about ion exchange resins; it's about
the 5,000 plus other food contact substances that
are approved by the FDA as such. Does FCN No.
2074, consisting of a tungsten carbide alloy used
in food equipment wear parts, meaning it breaks
down, require National List inclusion? How about
FCN No. 2226, a complex polymer used in the
manufacture of coatings for repeated use food
contact articles?

These, like ion exchange resins, like
pneumatic ingredient batching systems, like the
referenced maple sap RO membrane, like other food
processing equipment and food contact substances,
are outside the scope of regulatory authority,
since they are neither ingredients nor processing
aids. Thank you much for your efforts and the
opportunity to comment.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
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those comments. Brian has a question for you.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Thanks, Adam. I'm
still trying to understand a lot of this. Again,
I really need to read more about it and I will,
certainly before the fall meeting. But anyways,
you said that there's not a chemical change and
you were sort of implying that the only thing
that would be happening would be that the
recharged materials might be added to the, to the
product, and that's why they had to be, they had
to be approved.

But actually, isn't it that the
recharged materials would be separated into their
ionic forms and there would be an exchange, for
instance taking arsenic out of the solution and
adding another ion from the recharged material,
not the whole recharged material because it would
only be like say the positive ions that would
have to be exchanged.

So wouldn't that be considered -- I
mean I think that's pretty clearly a chemical

change in my mind. That may not be the critical
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issue here, but I really don't see how you can
say that there's no chemical change that 1is
happening in the product.

MR. SEITZ: Yeah. I think most forms
of food processing result in chemical changes,
meaning you know, mixing any ingredients together
are going to result in at the base a chemical
change. So yeah, the ion may be coming from the
recharged material. I guess view that in my
previous comment, tried to equate that to say a
batching system where you dissolve citric acid
into a solution and the individual ions are being
batched into the organic product.

So yeah. I mean chemistry is going on
in all aspects of food processing. Thermal
degradation denatures proteins, you know. It's
all, all --

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, and I mean
that's right, and that's -- again, this may not
be the critical issue here at all. But that's,
that 1s our criterion for deciding whether

something is synthetic or not, and maybe Kyla's
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going to help me with this. But yeah. I'm out
of my -- Jjust trying to sort it all out and
thanks for your comment.

MR. SEITZ: Yep. I would to just
reiterate that that classification guidance for
determining synthetic/non-synthetic, ag/non-ag,
which we use all the time, get very in deep in
the review of substances. That doesn't apply to
determining whether something is acceptable for
organic certification.

Very clearly stipulated within that
guidance document that that does not pertain to
assessing a product as far as whether or not it
can be certified.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Kyla, please go
ahead.

MEMBER SMITH: Thanks, Adam. You
always seem to pack in so many things into your
comment, with so many more than 1like three
syllable words. That's quite impressive. So my

questions for vyou, Dbased on your written
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comments, 1it's my understanding that QAI does
follow the process that's outlined 1in the
proposal.

And so I just want to confirm a few
things based on your experience involving that
process. So am I accurate to say that the resins
that QAI currently allows are not a mystery.
They are publicly listed on the FDA's inventory
of Effective Food Contact Substances Notification
database, or the Inventory of Food Contact
Substances listed in 21 C.F.R.? That's the first
part of my question.

Secondly again, as part of the review
of an operations organic system plan and
evaluation of adherence to that organic system
plan, the onsite inspection, again just assuming
or is it a safe assumption that operations are
incorporating good management practices and
adherence to other regulatory requirements
related to food safety by federal and state
authorities as part of this review and

verification?
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Meaning that again, there's 1lots of
oversight occurring here. So just 1f you can
speak to those points, that would be great.

MR. SEITZ: Yeah, definitely. You
know, vyes to both of those for sure. So you
know, specifically at QAI, our operations
document resins within their OSP, specifically
within our addendum materials list, where we list
-— asked, ask folks to 1list out all sorts of
materials they're using and equipment.

They also specify how they're used,
where they're used in the process flow, what
inputs are used in their maintenance including
the recharged materials. We get spec sheets and
manufacturer's supporting documents for the
resins and verify they are considered food
contact substances using those publicly available
databases.

You know, adherence to OSP gets
verified at inspection. Traceback audits are
always a great tool for verifying organic control

points are implemented, especially on a per batch
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basis. So that would include verifying that the
resins used to process a particular product and
the recharged materials are documented in the
records, and as reported to QATI.

So trace a product back through the
production records, there should Dbe records
showing what resins are utilized, what recharged
materials are utilized, and those things are
physically observed onsite of course.

Verifying proper maintenance
definitely I'd say largely falls under the
purview of federal, state and local food safety
inspections.

So there's that layer of verification.

Verifying an operation is current and in good
standing on the required food safety inspections
is one means of ensuring, you know, say ensuring
compliance with 205.272 with regards to potential

contamination via food processing equipment.

This is verified during every
inspection, you know. It's baked into our
inspection checklist. I'm pretty it's baked into
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most inspectors' checklists. We also verify
whether there are outstanding requirements from
food safety inspections, with 1implications on
organic integrity, meaning if maintenance of ion
exchange filtration systems were deemed
inadequate during food safety inspections,
definitely something we'd be following up on.

You know, we have -- our inspectors,
of course, take a look at, you know, to make sure
equipment's well-maintained and such onsite. But
largely that, that falls wunder food safety
inspections, and whether federal, state, local
food safety inspections.

You know, as far as oversight goes via
testing of the resins themselves, that's come up
a lot and we don't see any testing of the resins
on the ground. Though to be fair, outside of the
pesticide residue testing we and other certifiers
conduct, we don't test for contaminants
specifically from food processing equipment,
packaging and similar since this really aligns

moreso with federal food safety requirements and
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their approval of materials.

You know, I believe there are resin
testing requirements from a safety perspective
incorporated into the FDA's safety assessment for
food contact substances, which does offer an
additional layer of oversight. This morning at
the mention of testing of the resins, did a
little search through literature and just kind of
wanted to see more thoroughly what these food
contact substances go through in order to get
approved by the FDA.

I guess I'd recommend the Board take a
look at Preparation of Food Contact Substance
Notifications Toxicology Recommendations Guidance
For Industry.

It goes through what they would like
to see for these safety assessments, I believe
goes over safety testing recommendations, minimum
taste testing recommendations, safety testing
protocols, application of the testing
recommendations, genetic toxicity testing

recommendations, safety narrative, comprehensive
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toxicology profile, determination of non-observed
effects, all sorts of stuff that is above my pay
grade.

But these things are looked at and
assessed by the FDA as they are approving these
food contact substances.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Nate, please go
ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Hey Adam, good to see
you, and thanks for referencing my favorite part
of the NOB Handbook, classification of materials.

And just so -- just back to the conversation we
were having about just the classification and ion
exchange columns' impact on whether something
would be considered synthetic/non-synthetic, my
understanding -- so for example citric acid you
brought up as a non-synthetic material in 605.

The reason it's still considered non-
synthetic 1is Dbecause of 4.6 and the three
categorical elements that ion exchange columns
would be an example of. So the end of the

extraction process, there hasn't been a chemical
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change: it's not been altered into a form that
doesn't exist in nature, and anything that's been
used to 1isolate it is not -- doesn't have a
functional or technical effect on the final food.

So am I in the right place there for
like how we would send something through an ion
exchange column as a non-synthetic and it would
result still in a non-synthetic? Am I -- is it
at least your understanding? Would you be in
agreement with me on that? Well, we've got to
ask you to unmute.

MR. SEITZ: That's correct, yeah. So
there are many substances that go through pretty
complex processes to be extracted and isolated
and purified, to get to this final ingredient
that's being utilized. So yes, those are the
criteria we are looking at.

And you know, I'll be the first to say
classification 1s not perfect. There are
discrepancies baked into the regulation, looking
at pectin. Like you're in the definition of --

is it synthetic or non-synthetic, yet classified
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as something otherwise? 1It's been a while since
I've looked at it. But it's not perfect. 1It's
guidance that we use to make determinations for
sure.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right, Adam.
Well I will echo Kyla. Thank you for fitting so
much into such a short period of time, and thank
you for joining us today. Next up we have Orsi
Deszi, followed by Mollie Morrissette, and then
Alice Runde. Orsi, or have I got your name --

MS. DESZI: You've got the first name
right. It's no worries. My name is Orsi Deszi,
and I am the Executive Director of OMRI. So on
behalf of OMRI, thank you to the NOSB for their
advocacy of transparent and trustworthy
verification at every level of the organic
industry.

Fulfilling its role to review and
recommend, the NOSB has called upon the NOP to
implement a formal accreditation program for
material review organizations. Now it's the

NOP's turn to act.
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Consumers trust the organic label,
producers rely on the judgments of accredited
certifying Dbodies, and the NOP verifies the
competency of certifiers in accordance with the
Organic Foods Production Act. These multilevel
checks are wvital to maintaining producers' and
consumers' confidence in organic products.

But there's a crucial 1link missing
from this chain of oversight. An array of inputs
are needed to produce any organic product.
Nearly three decades ago, OMRI was founded to
respond to the challenge of coordinating input
material review. Today, producers and certifiers
depend on MROs like OMRI to verify that the
inputs used in their farms and factories comply
with NOP requirements.

And yet more than a decade since the
NOSB's recommendation, MROs themselves lack
formal accreditation oversight from the NOP.
Accreditation is vital to support and ensure the
consistency and transparency of material review,

to provide legal protection and a firm legal
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foundation for MROs and their product 1listing
decision, to provide the NOP with legal authority
over MROs, including the ability to suspend
accreditation and issue non-conformances, and
above all else, MRO accreditation sends a message
to organic stakeholders that all aspects of the
organic sector are under direct USDA oversight.

With the work being done on the USDA
Farm Bill by the organic industry and the renewed
focus on preserving organic integrity at all
stages of certification through the strengthening
of organic enforcement rules, materials cannot be
left out of this discussion.

Accordingly, OMRI adamantly affirms
the NOSB's 2011 recommendation that the NOP
directly accredit MROs. This is the best and
clearest path forward to achieve consistency and
transparency around input material review, and to
bring the organic industry into alignment when it
comes to materials.

The time has come for the NOP to

accredit MROs for a stronger and more supported
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industry. Thank you so much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
comments. Any questions for Orsi?

All right, thank you. Oh, let's see.

Amy, please go ahead.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you, Nate. Thank
you Orsi. That was really interesting about your
comment on accreditation for MROs. I'm thinking,
is there much cross-collaboration with MROs
internationally? I know OMRI's expanding their
presence internationally, Mexico and Canada.

But I'm Jjust thinking on a global
stage, you know, we're just fortunate to have you
guys and the others domestically to help us out.

But I Jjust wondered about that communication
chain internationally?

MS. DESZI: For clarification,
communication chain amongst MROs or with --

MEMBER BRUCH: Yeah, vyeah. Sorry,
exactly, the first one. Just because, you know,
we have agencies like ACA that are, you know,

cross—-collaborative with other certifiers under

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

179

the NOP program. But I just didn't know if there
was a forum for MROs to cross-collaborate.

MS. DESZI: There isn't a formal forum
just for MROs, but we definitely participate in
global initiatives, where we talk about
materials, input materials and how they're
reviewed and the various requirements and
recommendations for them. So you know, we
attended, were part of IFOAM where we discuss
that quite a bit, and OEFFA, that's something
that gets discussed. But there isn't Jjust a
forum specific to material review organizations.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you. Thanks for
all your work.

MS. DESZI: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions from the Board?

All right. Thank vyou, Orsi. We
appreciate your time today. Next up we have
Mollie Morrissette, followed by Alice Runde and
then Oren Holle. Mollie, please go ahead.

MS. MORRISSETTE: Hi. My name's
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Mollie Morrissette. I'm a regulatory advisor to
OFGO, FDA and the CBM, and I'm a consumer
advisor for safe pet food. The organic pet food
market in 2022 in the U.S. is worth $2 billion,
and the global organic pet food size was valued
at 18 billion, 18.7 billion in 2021.
Yet despite these numbers and
consumers' growing interest in organic pet food,
there are no USDA NOP standards for pet food
today. In 2008, the NOSB provided -- sorry
approved a recommendation for organic standards
specific to pet food. Yet 14 vyears later,
standards still need to be developed to provide
clear and consistent composition, processing and
labeling requirements for organic pet food.
According to OFGO, organic
regulations, pet foods claiming to be organic
must meet its human food regulations. Yet in a
recent discussion with the USDA, I learned that
organic pet food certification, certified
operations and organic certifying agents follow

organic regulations for organic livestock
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production, handling and processing.

Here's the problem. I found a
patchwork of confusing and conflicting
interpretation of certifying pet food in my
research on certified pet food. For example, I
learned that some accredited certifying agents
are certifying pet food under a combination of
human food and livestock rule, and another ACA
certified pet food used part of the livestock
rule as the basis for certifying pet food, and
was oblivious to the human grade pet food law.

Because the NOP doesn't have
regulatory guidance on organic pet food,
certifiers determine whether the standards are
for human food, livestock feed or a combination
of both. Likewise, state feed control officials
need help to regulate organic pet food claims.

To preserve the integrity of the USDA
organic program, the NOP must clarify the
requirements for the organic production of pet
food, so that certifiers follow the same rules

and consumers can be confident that the pet food
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they purchase 1is made of human food and not
animal feed rules. Thank vyou very much for
listening.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Any questions for Mollie? Nate,
please go ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Yeah. I just want to
make sure Mollie that you are tracking that NOSB
has made recommendations on pet food in the past,
passed along and NOP has promised a proposed rule
for some time now, which I understand is in its
marking rule. So we're waiting with baited
breath, and we agree with you 100 percent that we
need unified organic standards for pet food. So
thanks.

MS. MORRISSETTE: Right, thank you.
Yeah, it's particularly important because every
year, the market keeps increasing and unless we
have clear definitions, we're kind of at a loss
or the consumers are at a loss to what they're
actually getting.

Particularly what a lot of people
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don't understand is that when you're
manufacturing pet food, if it's -- if it's -- if
it is organic, it has to be made to human food
standards, which means it has to be made in a
human food processing plant. Most pet foods are
made in pet food processing plants, which are
under a completely different set of regulations.

(Simultaneous speaking.)

MS. MORRISSETTE: Yeah, sorry. Go
ahead.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Kim, you can go
ahead.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Hi Mollie. I really
appreciate your comments today. This might be a
somewhat silly question. When we define pets,

are we speaking very specifically to cats and
dogs, or are there other extensions to pets which
you were referring to in your comments?

MS. MORRISSETTE: Kimberly, that is a
great question, and since I didn't have enough
time, vyou know, I only had three minutes, I

narrowed my focus to pet food. But actually, the
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law has to include animal feed, which is a whole

other -- it's for livestock. But it's just,
it's not just cats and dogs. It's also they're
called small animals, gerbils and what-not. So

you know, yeah.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Okay, thank you very
much.

MS. MORRISSETTE: Yeah.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions from the Board?

All right, Mollie. We appreciate your
time. Thank you.

MS. MORRISSETTE: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have

Alice Runde, followed by Oren Halle and then John

Foster. Alice, please go ahead.
MS. RUNDE : Hi, thanks. Good
afternoon. My name 1s Alice Runde. I'm the

coalition manager for the National Organic
Coalition. My comments today pertain to three
topics, racial equity, participation in the NOSB

process and publication of notes and TRs.
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On racial equity, 1in our comments we
emphasize two things that NOSB could immediately
prioritize. First, anti-racism and cultural
sensitivity training for NOSB members. NOSB
members should have a good understanding of the
history of racism and oppression that has led to
today's landscape, who has access to land,
resources, USDA programs and organic
certification.

This training would allow NOSB members
to build a critical lens when advising the NOP.

These trainings would also help NOSB members
build a culture of support and inclusion on the
NOSB. NOC recommends that the NOP resource the
NOSB appropriately for the training, and that
this be an intentional, deliberate process rather
than just checking the box for equity training.

Second, including racial equity as a
work agenda item on the CACS Committee. We
understand the cumbersome effort of establishing
a fully independent subcommittee within the NOSB.

We recommend that racial equity be included as a
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work agenda item in the CACS Committee. We also
want to clarify that NOC recognizes other systems
of oppression are very much at work in our
communities, including discrimination based on
gender and sexual orientation.

As a coalition, we have deliberately
focused our work on racial equity for now,
because of the demonstrated need for the organic
community to acknowledge the history of
oppression and discrimination in the institutions
we work closely with. This does not mean other
systems are oppression are less important, and we
look forward to focusing on additional equity
issues in the future.

On participation in the NOSB process,
NOC recognizes that the Board has put effort into

whether meeting dates could Dbe changed to
facilitate farmer participation, and that it
would be very difficult to do so. If the meeting
timing cannot be changed, we need to continue to
brainstorm ideas to involve farmers that have

difficulties making comments during their busiest
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times.

At a minimum, we ask that some form of
communication be set up whereby questions to the
Board, the questions the Board is deliberating on
could be publicized in between meetings. Farmer
work groups could chew on those questions and
give feedback, even if they are not able to do so

during the formal NOSB meeting schedule. This
issue could be put on the PDS agenda.

And finally on publications of notes
and technical reports. The NOSB and stakeholders
need to think creatively as to how to
transparently share information with all, so that
stakeholders can give their best input to the
NOSB.

Likewise, technical reports that the
Board references in documents should be available

to the public when those documents are
published. We ask that if technical reports are
not yet publicly published by the time an NOSB
proposal is released, that the agenda item should

be carried over to the next meeting. Thank you
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very much for your time and for listening to our
comments. I look forward to seeing you next
week.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We appreciate --
thank you so much. Allison has a question for
you.

MEMBER JOHNSON: Thank you Alice. I
am excited and interested in the proposal to
provide equity training for the Board, and I also
recognize that it's kind of an amorphous or new
idea for folks who haven't gone through something
like that. I wonder if you could, oops sorry --
if you could sort of give an example or speak to
some of the takeaways that NOC has wvalued from
that type of training, to sort of illustrate for
us and the public what the wvalue of equity
training might be, and what it could look like.

MS. RUNDE: Yeah. Thanks for that
question Allison, and I'd love to give a more
formal answer to the Board. The one thing that
comes to mind is that we have hosted a couple of

trainings that were funded by the Human Capital
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project that was funded by the NOP, really
focusing on the history of racism 1in U.S.
agriculture and focusing on organic.

That was a training that was very well
received, and it was followed up with some in-
depth training for certifiers and inspectors, to
kind of have some self-reflection on how that
history impacted some of the work that they were
doing. So that's something that comes to mind.

I know that the NOP is supporting some
of these trainings through Human Capital Projects
and through TOP and moving forward, and so the
Board's sharing some of those training
opportunities and some other reflection questions
and things that we took away from those trainings
with the Board.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Other questions

from the Board?

(Pause.)
CHATR POWELL-PALM: I have a quick
question for you Alice. When vyou speak about

equity and talk about in-person public comments,
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I am still having a hard time reconciling how a
$2,000 expense does not elevate certain farmer
voices over others.

Isn't that an evolution in the right
direction to hear all participants' ©public
comments, in the same forum with the same access,
which 1s something vyou can call in from a
tractor? How do we move towards change and
recognizing that maybe it's good change?

MS. RUNDE: I'm sorry, I had trouble
unmuting. That's a really great question, and I
think something that I would like to go back to
our coalition with. But I think something that
we've talked about in the coalition is having two
modes of having public comments, one being these
virtual opportunities that allow more equitable
participation and less -- allow people who don't
have the opportunity to fund their travel all the
way to the NOSB meetings to be able to provide
comments, without taking away the opportunity for
these personal connections to happen in

relationship, in the same physical space.
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Absolutely, but if
I may push a little further, it seems like those
who show up in person with the $2,000 plane
ticket, they're still going to have an advantage,
even 1f it was equitable access.

So giving folks with resources the
chance to have more direct access seems to be in
conflict with equity. Am I missing something
here?

MS. RUNDE: I don't think you are, but
I will go back to the coalition and maybe ask
Steve Ela and Abby Youngblood, who are commenting
next, to respond to that question.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I really
appreciate 1it. Thank you for your comments
today. Next up we have Oren Holle, followed by
John Foster and then Jane Sooby. Oren, please go
ahead, and you are muted Oren. Let's get you
unmuted.

MR. HOLLE: There we go. All right.
I'm Oren Holle. I am commenting today on behalf

of the Organic Farmer's Agency for Relationship
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Marketing, more commonly known as OFARM. I
operate a small <certified organic farm in
northeast Kansas, and I serve as president of
OFARM, and I offer comments today on behalf of
field crop producing membership.

The majority of our membership
consists of smaller operations, which fall in the
category of what 1is being referred to as
underserved. Our primary emphasis is cooperative
marketing for our membership. We are pleased to
have been accepted as a partner and were recently

awarded a climate-smart ag and forestry grant,
and will also be partnering with the Transition
to Organic Partnership Program in two regions.

These will give us an opportunity to
showcase the Dbenefits of the climate-smart
practices of organic farming, and provide an
opportunity to educate and assist transitioning
producers and serve them in the marketing arena
as well. 1It's ironic to us that after more than
two decades of the National Organic Program being

an arm of the USDA, that we still need to defend
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our climate-smart status.

Surely all the production elements of
the Organic Foods Production Act should make that
issue clear. As we did in our written comments,
we want to commend the NOSB on the well-drafted
document defending organic as climate-smart.
It's our hope that this proposal will heighten
the recognition within the USDA.

Another issue that has become apparent
in this, the same companies that dominate the
non-organic food market continue their inroads
into the organic market. Market fairness will
likely become a more prominent issue, and the
NOSB might do well to place firmly on the radar
screen.

We appreciate the climate-induced
farming risk and <crop insurance discussion
document. While many elements still beg further

consideration, this serves as a platform to
consider further discussion and action to revise
for maximum benefit for organic producers. We

see that some of our producers recognize the risk
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mitigation IMA can provide, and they're using it
effectively for their own operations.

We also see the attention that the
CACS Compliance Subcommittee is providing
regarding oversight improvements to deter fraud,
the consistent location identification discussion
document. With  the standard of organic
enforcement now having become reality, this
certainly provides many opportunities to provide
much greater involvement.

While this document doesn't exactly
reference the issue of import certificates, it
still appears that there remains a shortfall in
requirements to assure that pending import
shipments are identified as organic prior to
arrival. This is a concern as our producers are
constantly affected by oftentimes huge shipments
of organic feedstuffs.

We believe the NOSB Compliance
Subcommittee might do well to engage 1in the
application of the many SOE elements. The

testing of incoming shipment protocols begs
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particular attention. As we consider the many
research priorities that are being championed by
various organizations representing diverse
community. Time's up.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: If you'd 1like to
finish, go ahead.

MR. HOLLE: Just a final comment.
It's our understanding that the NOSB is obligated
to evaluate issues based on an interpretation of
the Organic Foods Production Act. It appears
that there may be a need to apply some -- apply
that principle to some more fundamental
procedures. Thank you for the opportunity to
comment today.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you very
much for your comprehensive comments. Amy has a
question for you.

MR. HOLLE: Yep.

MEMBER BRUCH: Oren, thanks for time.

Thanks for your written comments as well and

your involvement in the organic grain sector. I

really appreciate that being a grain farmer
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myself. I saw 1n your written comments you
requested that NOSB work on a resolution to
tighten timing requirements for the import
certificates, and that's a part of the SOE.

I was just curious on timing
frequency, what you potentially had in mind for a
better solution there.

MR. HOLLE: Well, there was indication
when Mr. Glasgow met with wus at our annual
meeting this last February, that there are still
opportunities where the import certificates and
the timing of those filing would allow shipments
to actually be unloaded and then enter the
commerce stream before that import certificate is
fully represented.

There again, when I'm reading through
the details of the SOE, I see that that's still a
gray area at this point. And so I think that's
one of those things that really needs attention.

It doesn't make any sense to me when this stuff
is coming from halfway around the world, that we

can't see an import certificate and know that
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it's coming before it ever arrives, so that the,
you know, the necessary scrutiny can be put into
place.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you. I
appreciate that comment.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Thank you very
much for your comments, Oren. We appreciate
them. Next up we have John Foster, followed by
Jane Sooby and then Margaret Scoles.

MS. ARSENAULT: Wait just one second
while I'm getting John's slides up.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Okay.

MS. ARSENAULT: There will be a little
delay. Thanks.

(Pause.)

(Whereupon, the above-entitled matter

went off the record at 3:34 p.m. and resumed at

3:36 p.m.)

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Oh John, you are
muted.

MS. ARSENAULT: Now we're muted. It
may be --
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MR. FOSTER: How about now?

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Still have an
echo. Try it out real quick.

MR. FOSTER: How about now?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Good.

MR. FOSTER: All right, thank you. I
appreciate the opportunity to speak with you all.

I look forward to meeting you next week in

Atlanta. Thanks to the Board members, and

especially welcome to two new Board members.

It's going to be fun ride. Thanks to the
program. Without all of wus and all of you
especially, none of this works. So thank you for
that.

We also provided some comments for
review. My name 1is John Foster. I'm with Wolf
and Associates. We're a very persistent
consulting firm that specializes in all things
organic. So with that, let's go to the first
slide. So a big priority for us 1is supporting
more organic acreage, getting more organic

ingredients in circulation and getting all the
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organic goodness to as many as possible.

So these three bullet points that I'll
talk Dbriefly to in a minute are really
intentioned, the intention 1is to bring those
priorities forward.

So next slide, please. On the
National List, this 1is more of an ask or a
reminder, that when I was on the Board years ago,
I was really useful for you to remember that our
criterion of essentiality was intended to be
contextual, not universal, right. And so
material on the National List exists in a wvacuum.

It's always 1in the context of the practice
standard.

And moreover, any material used that's
on the National List, it's the certifier's job to
make sure that that material is used in the right
context relative to the OSP.

So as you're reviewing materials to
stay on the List or new materials, I would just
ask that the need by a few for a material ought

to be enough if the material meets the remaining
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criteria. It shouldn't have to be needed by
everyone or a whole lot of people, because the
need of the few is just as important to those few
as the needs of the many.

Next slide, please. This idea of a
registry or compendium of commercially available

materials is something I talked about last year,

and I've kind of refined the idea. But my hope
is that a registry that includes all the
allowances certifiers have allowed under the
commercial availability provisions, whether it's
an ingredient or seeds or others, would be
compiled in one spot.

And I don't see another way to allow a
consistent application for ACAs of the commercial
availability clauses without a single source of
truth about knowing what's out there. Right now,
my observation 1s that there's a lot of
inconsistency in how those clauses are applied,
and I think a single registry which seems a bit
fantastic I know at the moment, but a single

registry would do the trick.
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Organic seed use would be a great
place to start. It's a place where the current

system really hasn't done justice to increasing

significantly organic seed use. So I think of
this as a regulatory matter, not a -- not a nice
to have.

Next slide, please. So it sounds kind

of radical at first, but the idea of commercial
availability, of being applied broadly to 605 is
really Jjust a half step from the familiar. We
have mechanisms in place to, what, to use this
and it would create an incentive for development
of new organic ingredients to replace non-organic
ingredients.

And a good example of that just came
up recently in comments on citric acid. I can
talk about that more as an example of why organic
citric acid should be wused instead of non-
organic, but there's no incentive to do that.
I'll leave it there. Thank you for your time.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your

comments. Any questions for John from the Board?
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Let me see. Okay. Sorry folks. Kyla, you have

a question.

MEMBER SMITH: Okay, hi. Hi John.
Thanks for comments. My question is really to
the 606 like registry, and who or -- and you also
mentioned seeds in there. So commercial products

that require commercial availability. Who do you

envision 1s the overseer of said database,

because there are -- I Dbelieve there 1is a
database for feeds. I don't -- again, 1like
they're -- I think that that's used, but anyway,

how do we ensure that people are really using it?

And then there was, I believe at some
point in time, a 606 database as well, and that
sort of whittled, fizzled out I guess is what I
want to say. So who best to be the keeper of
said registry?

MR. FOSTER: Yeah. So I've thought a
lot about this, and although I know there's
resistance to it for very good reason, but I
don't see a better place than the NOP using a

similar Dbackbone as the Organic Integrity
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database, 1in large part because I've kind of
thought through how it would need to be -- it
would need to be a neutral party, right, for two
reasons.

One, it would need to be something
organized at that level Dbecause everyone's
service agreement with certifiers, the certifiers
are saying we're not going to reveal XYZ
information unless we're under a court order to
do so, right? That wouldn't be the case here.
That's in part why I see this as a compliance
issue.

So I see the shorter answer would be
as an extension of the -- of 0IP, it would have
to be, because there's no private entity that
will get sufficient information from all
participants. That's the shortest possible
answer for me.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Wood, please go
ahead.

MEMBER TURNER: Hey John, thanks for

your comments. Just a quick question about your
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points about essentiality. Is that, 1is there
anything specific that you're referring to there?

I mean is there a perception that you have that
certain, you know, there have been some reviews
and materials where there have been a, there's
been a different, a different approach to
essentiality taken by the Board than what you
described.

I feel 1like I've, we've had a lot of
conversations about it, but I feel like we're,
you know, 1in violent agreement even on some
level. So I just wanted to -- I wanted to make
sure we sure we're not missing something.

MR. FOSTER: That's a good one, and a
fair clarification. What I hear often, I have
heard and this goes back -- I mean I started
paying attention to NOSB comments, I don't know,
mid-2000's and definitely when I was on the Board
starting in 2010 and since, 1is a lot of comment
kind of it presupposes that a certain number of
people or a certain percentage of operators need

a material in order to justify its use.
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And that's -- my observation since
certainly the last decade or so are that the
underlying assumption is that many people should

need it, and for more specifics, comments often
come up like my grandfather or my grandmother
raised chickens and didn't need, £fill in the
blank, right?

And the sometimes spoken, sometimes
unspoken implication of that 1s that no one

should need to fill in the blank, because my

experience is this. I think that that experience
was true for those people in that time. I'm not
questioning that. I'm just -- I would like to

get away from the idea that what's good for me or
what's useful for me or essential for me is the
same thing for everybody else.

Laddered up even moreso was the
magnitude when we're talking about application of
NOP standard globally, when one thing on the list
that's available to me 1in California 1isn't
available in Mexico or Chile or Australia. So

the idea that any one thing, one solution to one
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production problem 1is enough on the List
presupposes that one thing 1is available to
everyone who wants it.

And I hear a lot of public comment
that uses that operating assumption, and that
worries me because, because mostly I don't want
the National List to be a tool for exclusivity.
That's my main thing. And that's why I get kind
of emotional about it, because I think the
National List should be an inclusive list. It
should drive inclusivity and availability, not as
a —-- not as a tool, particularly out of context,
to keep people out.

Yeah, I'll leave it there, sorry. I
could go on and I won't. Sorry.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Amy has a question
for you John.

MEMBER BRUCH: Yeah, thanks Nate. Hi

John, thanks for your comments today. I have a
question. It falls in 1line of what you're
speaking about, the commercial availability. 1In

your written comments, you mention there's ten
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other items that have a potential to be produced
organically, and you don't have to share them
now.

But I was hoping maybe you could share
them with Michelle, so we could have access to
that information. You mentioned flavors and
yeast, but then say there's ten other ones that
are on the radar. So that information will be
super-helpful.

MR. FOSTER: I will do that. I'11l
generate a list and send it to Michelle. The
exempt, you know, collagen gel is the other one
that's called out, and oddly enough dioxide
indirectly. That's an odd one, Dbecause vyou
generally don't think of mineral. But there's
the rice hull demand there.

But since it came up just recently in
the Dback and forth here, citric acid. For
example, there 1is certified organic citric acid
on the market today. Very hard to find, even by
very motivated people and it's very expensive

because it's only made to order. And it's only
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made to order because there's no market
incentive. There's no -- sorry, there's no
regulatory incentive to drive people there,
right.

Like 606, vyou have to look for
something and show it. ©Not true. So my, yeah.
That would be one example, and I'll include

citric acid on that longer list.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank vyou so much,
John.

MR. FOSTER: You're very welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Kim, please go
ahead.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Hi John. I keep

raising and lowering my hand, thinking well maybe
this was already partially answered, but maybe
not. But do you see any parallels with
essentiality and commercial availability from the
perspective that commercial availability should
then negate essentiality of a product that, you
know, someone might say 1s essential 1in non-

organic form because of where they live versus
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having commercial availability to the masses in
organic form.

Maybe more food for thought, but I was
just trying to -- I was just trying to drive a
parallel between those two, and I don't know if
it's there.

MR. FOSTER: Yeah. So can I -- I have

a short response to that, is I don't think it's a

parallel but an interdependency. There's
definitely an interrelatedness there where -- and
it is, it can be local. It could be state, it

could be regional because if an item is on, 1is
available in one part of the country or a country
and not somewhere else, then the context of
commercial availability changes. The
availability changes as a function of location,
say.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Yeah.

MR. FOSTER: And so there 1is an
interrelationship for sure.

MEMBER HUSEMAN: Well, I appreciate

your perspective very much so, and I do like the
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idea of a database for multiple things. But I do
think that having some sort of a resource for, if
nothing else, for people to wuse almost as
advertising, of "we have this in organic form."
It has a nice appeal to it. So I appreciate your
comments.

MR. FOSTER: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Nate Lewis, please

go ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: I couldn't resist
extending story time with Uncle John here. So
John, the thing I wanted to just -- you touch on

something that I think is really important about
organic seeds, and the commercial availability
aspect of that. There's a lot of barriers and
challenges, I realize, to getting organic seed
more widely adopted.

I think the sort of mixed vegetable
side of things has done a pretty decent Jjob
pulling it into farmer's markets where primarily
they're using organic seeds, or at least have

access to them. But I, you know, like out here
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processing vegetables, you know, they're
proprietary of one hybrid. So you're talking
three years of planning and all this stuff.

It's a - it's a seemingly
insurmountable barrier. But I was wondering if
you had thoughts on sort of how the current
iterations of the regulations guidance, just kind
of how certifiers deal with that issue may be
contributing to the problem, as opposed to
pushing farmers or pulling farmers in the
direction of utilizing more organic seeds.

MR. FOSTER: Yes.

MEMBER LEWIS: And sort of
incentivizing that market.

MR. FOSTER: Yes, thank you. I would
first kind of let everyone remember last year, a
year ago at the last previous spring meeting,
Kiki Hubbard provided a State of Organic Seed,
right, for 2022. There was a lot of good
information there and as I recall, unanimous
engagement from the Board about that content.

So I would put people back. That's
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where data would come from to support this. But
the concern I have 1is that now we're 20 plus
years into the regulation, and there are tons of
organic seed that aren't used because the
current system doesn't, doesn't provide that in a
single place, right.

The information about what organic
seed, two things. One 1s available, but more
importantly what is needed, because if I were a
seed breeder and I could go to my CFO and say
look, here 1is a need for 400,000 pounds of
organic Conquistador celery seed, right? Here's
the market, and if we have it, we can charge
whatever we want for it. Here's the regulation
that mandates that.

But if I'm, if I'm just out in the
field and I don't have that data, I'm not going
to be able to convince someone to go to produce
that. So that's one value of the list. The way,
the way the current system hasn't worked is that

-—- careful I frame on this.

So if someone waits long enough to
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order that seed, to order organic seed, there's a
relatively high assurance that that person who
knows the distribution chain well, because
they've been ordering seed for a long time, knows
the right time to make that request, right?

And then you get your letter from the
distributor and everyone's happy. But that's an
intent -- in my opinion, that's an intentional
avoidance at best, but it's something -- things
like that are quite common I hate to say it. But
another 1is, as you mentioned, it takes a long
time to breed organic seed that's appropriate for
processing specs.

MEMBER LEWIS: Agreed.

MR. FOSTER: I know from experience
when I was at Earthbound Farm, we had a seed
company come to us and say if you give us this
contract for organic seed, I'll use spinach as an
example, we'll supply X number of tons of organic
spinach seed. We guarantee the same performance
characteristics, but we need that contract first.

We can't grow that much seed without the
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contract.

And that, it really disallowed that

system. Really there was no way to promise that.
No one wanted to promise first basically. And
so I feel 1like, and I think that's fair, that
makes sense. If T were the seed company, I
wouldn't want to invest those millions of dollars
either without a guaranteed sale.

So what this 1list I think would do is
it's the combination of commercial availability
and a registry for this. 1It's give that data so
everyone knows how much of this seed is needed,
and everyone knows —-- then the certifier would go
to that list. If I were a grower of celery and I
didn't order one of these tons of organic
Conquistador celery, there better be a really
good reason I didn't get that.

And it's got to be a much higher, I
think a much more demonstrable standard, not
higher, but more demonstrable than is the current
case now. I don't see, given the failure of past

seed registries and there have Dbeen three
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attempts that I know of, and not one has
survived. I think that's because it has not been
a non-regulatory environment.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. I hate

to be the one to break story time with Uncle

John.

(Simultaneous speaking.)

CHAIR POWELL-PAIM: We do really
appreciate this. This is an exciting high level

discussion for how we can think about, maybe not
as a standards solution to this, but something
even bigger than that. So thank you for bringing
this, John.

MR. FOSTER: You're welcome.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we've got
Jane Sooby, followed by Margaret Scoles and then
Bill Wolf and Jo Ann Baumgartner before we jump
to the next break. So Jane, the floor is yours.

MS. SCOLES: Thank you Nathaniel and
good afternoon everybody. I'm Jane Sooby with
CCOF. I want to thank National Organic Standard

Board members and NOP staff for your hard work to
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maintain organic integrity and for this
opportunity to comment.

Today, I will focus on the importance
of organic research and the research priorities
put forth by the Materials Subcommittee. First,
I'd 1like to thank the Subcommittee for compiling
and sharing organic research priorities.
Publicly funded agricultural research is
something that conventional producers can take of
granted, while historically the percentage of
USDA research dollars invested into organic
research has been lower than the percentage of
organic market share.

But over the years, we have
accumulated a strong body of Dbasic organic
research, and this 1is why we can state with
confidence that organic agriculture is playing a
key role in mitigating climate change and should
be acknowledged for it.

Organic farming builds healthy soils
that store carbon, does not rely on fossil fuel-

derived fertilizers and pesticides, and this
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reduces 1its energy use and greenhouse gas
emissions.

Because research clarifies the
benefits of organics and provides the basis for
extension and outreach, advising growers on how
to optimize crop and livestock production, CCOF
joins with other partner organizations to
advocate for increased organic research funding
in the upcoming Farm Bill. The Subcommittee's
list of —research priorities 1is a valuable
resource in guiding scientists toward doing work
that will address organic producers' needs.

This year, as we all know,
policymakers and legislators are working on a new
Farm Bill. Some of you may be surprised to learn
that the research title of the Farm Bill is where

organic has made the most strides in terms of
funding. The 2018 Farm Bill included the first-
ever baseline funding for an organic program, and
that was for the Organic Agriculture Research and
Extension Initiative, an organic research and

extension funding program.
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Baseline funding is mandatory and it's
not subject to annual appropriations. In
addition, programs with Dbaseline funding are
automatically carried over into the next Farm
Bill. So it will be important to protect this
gain.

The Subcommittee prioritized numerous
important research areas, all of them which are
needed. We'd like to add a couple of different
priority research areas, including investigating
organic pastured poultry production, expanding
sources of domestic livestock and poultry feed,
optimizing cell nutrient cycling and recycling.

As noted by the committee, studying
the nutritional composition of organic compared
with conventional foods and publicizing those
results to 1increase consumer confidence that
they're purchasing high quality and nutrient
dense products.

We also need economic analyses of the
projected effect on organic prices by widespread

entry of new farmers into organic through USDA's
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Organic Transition Initiative, and we'd like to
see documentation of the contribution to state
and national economies by the organic sector.
The organic supply chain contributes a lot.

I encourage organic stakeholders to
use the Materials Subcommittee's research
priorities discussion document and other
resources to advocate for organic research in the
Farm Bill. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Questions for Jane from the Board?
Franklin has a question for you.

MS. SOOBY: Hi.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Yes. I am
particularly interested in this as a researcher
myself. The grant-based research is a problem.
You start the research, you wait, that grant
expires and then vyou're waiting for the next
source of funds to do the research. So I want
you to go into it a little bit more about the
need for more funding, not Jjust more funding for

research but also I'm talking about these breaks
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in between funding cycles.

Where do these researchers find money
to keep research going during these breaks? And
one of the things is that, you know, organic
agriculture are our province. We don't have all
these quick fixes.

So we need the data long before the
problem arises. So I want you to go into it a
little bit more, not just the quantum of funds
available, but you know, that kind of continuity
for researchers to keep doing what it is that
they're doing.

MS. SOOBY: Yes, thank you. Thank you

for raising that concern, Dr. Quarcoo. I hope
I'm pronouncing that correctly. That has been a
long-standing challenge, and kind of a

dismantling of the soft funding for research,
specifically for agricultural research in the
land grant system.

That was occurring decades ago, and
I'd love for more advocacy work to be aimed at

that, and to -— for there to be more
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institutionalized research funding and capability
through land grant system.

Unfortunately, they made a decision a
long time ago to move towards this competitive
model, and one of the solutions 1is to advocate
for longer-term research funding, say at a
minimum three years, three to five years. But as
you know, it's really unusual for grants to offer
that long-term funding.

But really at a minimum, it should be
at least for three vyears, 1in order to have
sufficient data to conduct your analysis to be
able to publish those results.

I don't know what else to say, except
that agricultural research has been
institutionalized, specifically organic research
has been institutionalized in some states that
have set up research stations that are dedicated
to organic research, and that may be one approach
to working on that problem.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Other

questions for Jane?
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Thank you, Jane. We appreciate your
comments.

MS. SOOBY: Thank you.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Excuse me. I have
one comment before she gets off, if you don't
mind.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Yes, please go
ahead.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Okay. So I had an
economic impact of new farmers into the
transitioning. Can vyou elaborate on that a
little bit? What kind of economic impact that we
-- 1s there a fear Dby the existing group of
farmers that that will negatively impact them or
what 1is, what are we looking at with that
economic impact analysis?

MS. SOOBY: So you know, I wouldn't
know the details of that economic analysis. I'm
not an economist. However, USDA has made the
remarkable step of acknowledging that it's really
important to have more organic in the country,

and they've established a $300 million Organic
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Transition Initiative.

Actually, CCOF is playing a role here
in the Southwest region on this effort. I've
also heard from some of our producers, and most
of our research priorities come directly from our
producers expressing their needs to us, that they
have concern that especially at periods of time
when prices can be kind of low and some producers
are having to sell their products into the
conventional market or at conventional prices,
that bringing in a lot of new organic producers
may lower prices even further, or 1lead to
increased competition.

So I'm talking about this as a way.
You know, we really need to look at our market
development side of that equation, and also know,
understanding clearly what we're getting into,
bringing these new farmers in. Of course we,
CCOF completely supports the Organic Transition
Initiative, and the transition of every new acre

-- sorry, under organic certification.

But we think we should, you know, have
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our eyes wide open as we enter that phase.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right, great
question Franklin. Thank vyou, Jane. We
appreciate your comments. Next up we have
Margaret Scoles, followed by Bill Wolf and Jo Ann
Baumgartner and then Dana Perls, and then we're
going to take a break. So Margaret, please go
ahead.

MS. SCOLES: I'm Margaret Scoles,
International Organic Inspectors Association.
Hello to the members of the NOSB, NOP, friends
and colleagues. IOIA is the leading worldwide
training and networking organization for organic
inspectors. We represent about 200 inspectors in
more than a dozen countries, plus many supporting
members.

We have already submitted written
comments on the CACS discussion document,
oversight improvements to deter fraud, consistent
location identification. I will speak to two
others things.

First, IOIA 1is heartened to see how
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much has happened within our community since the
NOSB prioritized human capital and the NOP
followed with the funding initiative, and it
isn't all NOP funding or initiatives. The entire
community has really stepped up to address the
human capital problem.

IOIA's current human capital priority
is developing and supporting apprenticeship for
organic professionals. About two years ago,
Organic Valley agreed in principle to help us

launch an industry-supported apprenticeship

program for inspectors. You probably heard that
announcement at an NOSB meeting. Livestock had
been identified as a key area where

apprenticeship was especially needed.

I'm proud to say that with a Farmers
Advocating for Organic grant, IOIA and FAPPA will
be co-sponsoring a livestock apprenticeship
intensive the last week of July in Wisconsin, the
first of what we hope will be many.

I also serve on the board of IFOAM

North America. The reason our ©president,
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Jennifer Taylor is not commenting this round is
because she's so busy organizing workshops on
BIPOC farms in Virginia this coming weekend with
IFOAM North American Projects, funded by Southern

SARE and OFRF. We see so much positive
collaboration happening.

Second, IOIA 1s pleased to have
developed a policy comment process and decision
tree for choosing how and when we comment to
public requests for comment. We prioritize those
issues of direct concern or impact for
inspectors. We have a highly engaged and
knowledgeable group of inspectors on our Policy
Comment Committee. If necessary, we survey our
members when consensus cannot be achieved among
our committee.

The committee's draft policy is sent
to our board of directors for review. In 2022,
we added a Policy Comment Committee facilitator
to assist their work. We feel we are well
organized to provide meaningful input to the NOSB

process. However, when we are given less than
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one month to prepare comments, 1it's quite
challenging.

There was no time to conduct a survey
and the board received the committee comments for
review about two days before the submission
deadline, very little time for meaningful
discussion. We ask that vyou set a goal to
provide the NOSB meeting documents farther in
advance if possible. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Questions for Margaret from the Board?

I have a quick question for vyou,
Margaret. Were you able to read or are you part
of that drafting process of IOIA comments, or is
that just the Policy Committee?

MS. SCOLES: I read it three times
today, but I did read it.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Okay.

MS. SCOLES: I did read it and I
realized my signature's on the bottom. But yes,
I read it.

(Simultaneous speaking.)
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: One question I do
want to pose to you is we are -- in the CACS, we
have a geolocating question that would across the
industry, there's the (a), concern that
certifiers don't necessarily know where all the
fields they certify are actually located or have
a consistent way to find them. There's been a
lot of concern about tech and different
communities having different tech allowances.

But as an inspector with a Smartphone,
do you think it's fairly reasonable to say that
the tech won't be that big of a deal if we're
able to get the same GPS locations that we would
be going to if we visit every field with a
Smartphone in hand, and most 1if not all
inspectors have a Smartphone?

MS. SCOLES: The simple answer is yes,
I agree with you. Of course, our comments do
point out that there are some challenges and but
we recognize that there's great inconsistency
between the location information that different

certifiers maintain and provide to inspectors.
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But we have six pages of comments that basically
yes, we think that's probably the best.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Perfect, I
appreciate that, and thank you for your comments.
Any other questions from the Board?

All right. Thank you, Margaret.

MS. SCOLES: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Next
up, we'll have Bill Wolf, followed by Joan

Baumgartner, then Dana Perls, and then we'll

break.

(Pause.)

MR. WOLF: Can you hear me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can. Please go
ahead.

MR. WOLF: Awesome. I'm Bill Wolf,
with Second Star Farm and Wolf and Associates.
The topics you tackle are more complex and
diverse than any other federal advisory
committee, and I thank each of you for this
amazing work. I especially welcome two brave new

members, Nate and Franklin.
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I've been farming, launching organic
enterprises and helping organic growers and
projects for 15 vyears. I served as OMRI's
founding president and as president of OTA. My
consulting firm has 27 subject experts helping to
implement SOE, fraud prevention, stronger OSPs
and more.

Slide 2, please. I want to address --
I ask that you read our written comments, with
special attention to essentiality criteria, which
John discussed. We ask that you measure
essentiality wisely and broadly in voting on
National List materials. Also, a shout out for
good work on the ion exchange resins.

Now, I'd like to share some ideas for
increasing organic acreage and organic
marketplace in the U.S.

Slide 3, please. Organic has grown
exponentially, but U.S. organic acreage has not
kept up with demand and imports have filled the
gaps. These are some thoughts on how the NOSB

can help increase organic acreage. Publish, get
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the organic pet standards published, which will
utilize organic byproducts, increase economics of
organic crop production.

Speak out about the importance of more
emphasis on organics in the Farm Bill. Ask
Secretary Vilsack for five percent, not .03
percent, of all research and education dollars.
Recommend an organic marketing order, and not on
this slide, but consider establishing the in-
transition labeling again.

Slide 4. Consider how you as a board
can make messaging about organic stronger. We
need to own the markets we've created by
screaming out that organic is already non-GMO,
regenerative and sustainable. The community
needs to unite about trusting organic as the only
inspected food system in the world from seed to
table.

Slide 5 please. Earthworms are our de
facto mascot of organic agriculture. They thank
you for your time and consideration.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And we thank you
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for your time, Bill.

MR. WOLF: Thanks, Nate.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Questions from the
Board?

I have a quick question for you, Bill.

In looking at your last slide, your first and
last slide for screaming out our message, how
would we both think critically about continuous
improvement, while not throwing the baby out with
the bath water?

When we think about the entire
industry and all that we have to offer as a
solution to climate change, as a solution for
rural, rural depopulation and a solution to
producing really good clean, healthy food.

How do we have these smart discussions
internally, but not have that become the
publicly-facing story of organics, that we're not
good enough? How do we scream that we are the
best, while also engaging continuous improvement?

MR. WOLF: Well, I actually think that

recommending getting an organic marketing order
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back on the table and making that an initiative
of the organic community as a unified effort, and
understanding that the processing industry would
handle a bulk of the cost of it, and not opposing

it in a fractured way the way it happened last
time.

We came very close to having a
marketing order, and that gave us -- that would
have given a Dbaseline for communicating the
unified message about the benefits of organic and
shouting it out consistently. So I really, I
really think that's -- that is something that the
Board could create a task force to look into, you
know, or take, figure out a way for that to be an
agenda item to start pursuing.

I think that all of the points I was
trying to make are things that the Board can take
an initiative on. I don't know how much there's
been discussion during Board meetings or
Subcommittee meetings about the Farm Bill. But
we're in the midst of the Farm Bill debate, and

Organic Policy Week is coming up in three weeks
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in D.C.

There will be over 200 wvisits to the
Hill to talk, and a lot of that talk will be
about the Farm Bill. The Board has a huge
ability and power to talk to the -- directly to
the Secretary about not just giving organic sort
of a passing look, but about all the things we've
been talking about, the fact that it 1is a
powerhouse for climate change.

I mean the research that's been done
about humic acids and the humic compounds that
are on organic farms that aren't found on non-
organic farms is not being publicized. It isn't
being talked about, about the fact that organic
farming methods can collect more carbon,
dramatically more carbon by its very nature of
the structural dynamic of how we farm.

So there are many things the Board can
be doing. I realize you have a huge agenda.
Just take dealing with managing the National List
and all the debates about it. In fact, the

reason we talk internally quite a bit about
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public comments and written comments and oral
comments for this upcoming meeting, in fact in
our quarterly all-in advisors group, we said well
what are the two big issues that --

Because this Board meeting this time
next week 1is not having huge voting issues.
You're not voting on 100 materials questions.
You're considering them well in advance, which is
awesome . It's really good that they're on the
table to discuss and you have time for them. But
we decided wow, let's start talking about the,
some of --

This gives us an opportunity to
comment about some of the Dbigger strategic
issues. How do we get more acreage and can the
Board somehow allocate some time to that. Does
that at least --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I so appreciate
all of that, and I want to especially highlight
thank you for the very succinct bullet points to
get across for what we could be doing at a high

level. So I really thank you for your
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presentation and your comments Jjust now.

MR. WOLF: Thank you, I appreciate it.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Carolyn has a
question for you.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Yes. So Bill, I
wonder how you see balancing like risk mitigation
and ensuring the viability of existing organic
farms with bringing new farms on board?

MR. WOLF: When you say -- are you
saying that you're concerned that bringing more
acreage on board might adversely affect the
current farms?

MEMBER DIMITRI: Well, okay. Well
maybe, but I also see that we have a lot of
existing organic farms that really could use the
benefit of 1like stronger engagement 1in farm
programs, 1f that's what they want, or stabilized
markets or 1like Dbetter ensuring the economic
viability of the existing farms.

Like, so like how do you think about
stabilizing those farms and 1improving the

economic position of the existing organic farm
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sector, while at the same time talking about
expanding acreage?

MR. WOLF: Good question. That's a
long conversation. I think, I think there are a
lot of things to protect the current organic
farmers that isn't being done as well as it
could. One of the presenters earlier today was
talking about the challenges of the crop
insurance program, and that the OSP should be an
automatic go-to to qualify for crop insurance.

There are numerous places where the
current farmers should get a free pass, and we
haven't really understood some of those. One of
them is the marketing of the chain of custody of
local and U.S. food into processed foods, and
encouraging more local -— well, domestic
purchasing that is starting to happen in the way
USDA is starting to fund transition money and
education money.

When I look at the research, the
research funding for organic, it is so tiny it's

embarrassing, at university level and at the USDA
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level. If we're, you know, between five and
seven percent of the food dollar, why isn't the
USDA putting money into where the growth is?
That's what any good business decision says. We
started trying to say that to USDA 15 years ago,
and we've begun to get a little bit of funding.
That kind of initiative will help the
current farmers. I also think an organic
marketing order would help the organic current
farmers because they'd have a seat at the table
and how that marketing money would be spent.
MEMBER DIMITRI: Nate, can I just make
one more comment or question? So like what I've
learned through some of my research with organic
farmers is they don't feel that USDA really hears
them or understands them or is there for them.
So like I mean so then if -- like so
how does that fit into this? These are the
things that I think about in my spare time. It's
very hard to like untangle, so you have more USDA
money coming to help transition people into like

a sector where they don't feel that USDA

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

239

supports them.

So like will this make things worse,
or how -- 1like how would you have this change
coming from like maybe the small to mid-scale
organic farmer to 1like instead of being like
we're not part of 1like regular agriculture.
You're sort of asking them to like jump on board
with marketing orders and farm programs and
stuff.

MR. WOLF: Sure. Well, you've sort of
touched on one of my pet peeves about the Organic
Foods Production Act. The small farmers who go
to the farmer's markets, who aren't certified
should have Dbeen given the opportunity to
continue to use the term "organic," the exemption
shouldn't have been at $5,000. It should have
been if you are truly direct selling person to
person to the farm.

And that was one of the proposals in
front of the Senate Ag Committee in 1990. It
failed. I think reopening OFPA to make that

change would reopen the door to the small farmers
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respecting organic again. I'm just throwing an
idea out there, if we're going to reopen OFPA to
some things that will broaden the understanding
of the benefits of organic.

MEMBER DIMITRI: Okay, great. Thanks.

I do see we could talk about this forever. Nate
probably won't let us. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And you can talk
about it next week. So this is, I think, a great
example of how a comment made, follow-up in
person. So thank you so much for your time,
Bill. We really appreciate it.

MR. WOLF: Thank you all. Take care.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Jillian Baumgartner, followed by Dana Perls, and
then we'll break. After our break, we'll have
Jane Stevens, Malaika Elias and then David Meyer.

So Jo Ann, please go ahead.

MS. BAUMGARTNER: Thank you, yes, and
thank you to the NOSB for your hard work. I'm Jo
Ann Baumgartner, Executive Director of Wild Farm

Alliance. We have been advocating for the NOP to
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implement the NOSB's native ecosystem protection
since 2018, when the recommendation was made.

I want to dispel any misconceptions
that we are a consumer organization that does not
work with many farmers with the same concerns.
Our main constituents are farmers. Our recent
hedgerow video we made had over 10,000 views. We
work to help farmers support and benefit from
wild nature. Our mission states that we promote
a healthy, viable agriculture.

I Dbring this up Dbecause organic
growers need native ecosystems for their farms to
function well. Many farmers we work with
recognize that they shouldn't cut off their nose

to spite their face. Destroying existing native
habitat and ecosystems nationally and
internationally to quickly produce certified
organic crops threatens the integrity of organic
farming practices, weakens the environment that
farmers rely on for pollinators and natural
enemies, and removes valuable habitat from many

kinds of wildlife.
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There are 4,000 native bee species in
the U.S., and while some can be supported by
organic farms, we need to conserve a diversity of
native ecosystems to provide habitat for the
overwhelming majority of them. The same is true
for beneficial insects and birds.

Ladybug beetles will overwinter in
native deer grass and other native plants, and
conserving native ecosystems means that farmers
can count on these beneficials to be around when
they need them.

A pair of barn owls and four young
will eat up to 3,400 rodents in a year, but they
only spend a third of their time on the farm, and
require grasslands, woodlands and riparian areas
all made of ecosystems for the rest of their
sustenance. Native species have nowhere to go
when the habitat is destroyed. Niches are almost
always filled, meaning that there is no room if
they try to make a living elsewhere.

They inevitably compete with residents

and the strongest wins out, but the world loses
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as our biodiversity dwindles. Most organic
farmers that had to transition their land for
three years do not think it's fair for others to
be certified quickly after destroying a native
ecosystem. The transitional farmers had to
forfeit organic premiums while they increased the
environmental quality of their land.

Meanwhile, the farmers destroying
ecosystems make more money while they
significantly decrease the environmental value.
The NOP needs to eliminate the incentive to
destroy native ecosystems, making a more level
playing field for farmers and conserving the
biodiversity necessary for pollinator and natural
enemy health on functioning organic farms. Thank
you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any questions for

Jane? I apologize, Jo Ann. I made that too
long.

All right. We appreciate vyour
comments today. Thank you. Is Dana Perls still
on?
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MS. PERLS: I am, thanks so much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Please
go ahead and then we'll break.

MS. PERLS: Thank vyou. I know I'm
blocking your break. My name is Dana Perls. I'm
the food and technology manager with Friends of
the Earth. Thank vyou for the opportunity to
provide some comments. I'm going to speak about
the Materials Subcommittee's excluded methods
list.

Friends of the Earth really
appreciates the NOSB's careful examination of
emerging technologies, particularly those derived
from genetic engineering and we are concerned
with one thing in particular, which 1is the
induced mutagenesis and ask the NOP to include
this in the list of excluded methods.

We appreciate the NOSB has named that
if the mutagen 1s developed wusing in vitro
nucleic acid techniques, it would constitute an
excluded method. However, we're a bit concerned

about what happens if that mutagen is UV light or
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synthetic chemicals, irradiation or environmental
stressors like heat, cold, increased salinity.
We believe that if the mutagen is a chemical or
irradiation, such changes in mutagens may not
respect the genome as indivisible, and therefore
should be considered an excluded method.

Additionally, the chemical mutagens
would be considered synthetic chemicals. But
there may be types of mutagens that would not be
considered, such as if the mutagen 1is an
environmental stressor, and environmental
stressors, as I said, might be cold or heat or
salinity and are naturally occurring, and these
should be an allowed method.

The use of UV 1light 1is a form of
environmental stressor, SO it should be
considered an allowed method. But if the induced
mutagenesis involves a chemical or irradiation
that would impact 1in wvitro nucleic acids, it
should be an excluded method. I hope that's
clear. There's kind of some that would be left

out and some that wouldn't.
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So we encourage the NOSB to clarify
the kinds of induced mutations that would
constitute an excluded method versus those that
would be allowed. So that's it. Thank you for
your consideration of these comments.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
your comments. Questions for Dana? Mindee,
please go ahead.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Dana, thank you so
much for vyour relentless pursuit of how the
biotech industry has entered the food system. I
definitely would be undereducated without all the
work you guys do.

MS. PERLS: Thank you.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Yeah. So again,
looking at the horizon, I worry about developing
technologies entering the food system and how do
we trace them, and I think we all lived in the
pain of what some of those first versions of
genetic modifications did to organic systems and
how hard we had to work to figure them out and

clean them up.
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It was a backtrack process, and I'd
love it if we could avoid that. And so if you
have the ability to help us position emerging
technologies like sprays and insects, and how far

away from the organic system those are, that
would be immensely helpful to our future work.

MS. PERLS: Yeah, thank vyou. It is
one of my really significant concerns about how
new and emerging genetic engineered products that
are designed to spread or that will spread
through the environment will impact organic, like
RMAI sprays that are being proposed as pesticides
and that can drift and directly alter people's
Crops and then become property of that
agribusiness company or farm, and genetically
engineered soil, microbes that could spread
through the soil.

So these are all things that
I think are really essential, and the NOSB and
the NOP really grapple with, either testing or
research. How are we going to know 1if organic

has been contaminated and what kind of change of
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regulations do we need to make sure that doesn't
happen?

So really I would be honored to work
with you on thinking through what that means, and
how we might address it.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thanks. Do you mind
a follow-up question?

MS. PERLS: Of course, go for it.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Yeah. So if we're —--
where to track, how and who is that FDA, APHIS?
Do you have a quick list for us?

MS. PERLS: Yeah. It's going to --
for the RMAI pesticides, that's going to be the
EPA currently, and for the soil microbes, that's
going to be the EPA. I think that there's -- it
depends on what the use is, and so it may be the
EPA, it may be the TUSDA. There's questions
around genetically engineered animals, which
would be the FDA.

So it's going to depend a little bit
whether that's going to fall under the EPA or

USDA, and in some cases it may be the FDA. So

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

249

we're trying to figure that out. There's a lot
of comments to all those agencies about the
confusion in which agency each thing, you know,
goes into.

So I can sort of lay out what are the
things on the horizon, and what agency we think

that those will be going into, but it's very

confusing.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank you so much.
I'm sorry. If you don't mind indulging one more.
Do you think that the -- we sort of a few months

ago, like maybe in last September there was that
presidential order for the harmonization of
biotechnology. I'm wondering 1if there's any
silver lining for us, that maybe we'll achieve
some interagency transparency and participation
and talking across those systems, to help us gain
access as these technologies are entering?

MS. PERLS: That's a tough one.
Unfortunately, some of the heads of the agencies,
including the USDA, are really pushing for

decreased transparency and deregulation, which I
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think is a real serious threat. I think that
there are opportunities that we're trying to push
for for consistency across agencies for
definitions.

So for example, the NOSB wuses a
definition of genetic engineering that's
internationally aligned with modern biotechnology
and codex. And currently the FDA is close to
that definition, but EPA and particularly the
USDA is actually pretty far from that.

So one of the things that is possible,
though it's not mandated in any sort of way by
the executive order, but one thing that we can at
least try to do is get the other agencies to move
towards a definition 1like that, that the NOSB
uses.

The deregulation is going to be a big
challenge, particularly because it means that
things like RMAI spray or the soil microbes and
new genetically engineered plants that have
higher «risk of contamination might not Dbe

regulated or even registered as fly 1in wunder
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grass.

I'll try and think of some silver
lining and we'll send it to vyou. I know that
there's something there, and I'm going to find it

so that we can have a positive note to really

look at.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Brian, please go
ahead.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Thanks so much.
Quick question about mutagenesis, induced

mutagenesis and UV radiation. What about sort of
like really high 1levels of UV radiation that
would be way beyond what we've given the
sunlight, that will induce a lot of, you know,
random mutations throughout the genome, which is
kind of what they're shooting for there. But is
that, 1s that something that we would not
consider excluded?

MS. PERLS: You know, there 1s a
concern about what happens with those higher
levels of UV 1light, particularly I think the

thing that we're looking at 1is whether or not
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this would alter the, alter the genome.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah.

MS. PERLS: Would it -- and in that
case, and particularly if it isn't a natural
level of UV light, I think that is something a
little bit tricky that we should address. I'd
love to give you a little bit more information.
I may need to follow up, because it gets into
some pretty nitty-gritty details.

But I think in general, what you're
getting to 1is that need to really make clear
distinctions about what would be allowed and what
wouldn't be allowed, and that level of detail 1is
going to be pretty important. So if it's
possible to follow up with you about what that
level of distinction might be, then I would be
honored to work again with you on this as well.

MEMBER CALDWELL: That would be great,
and I think if you could send a note to Michelle
about that, that would be great, and then maybe
she would forward it to everybody.

And speaking of following up, 1if you
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all would have some really great ideas on how to
address these, some of these, vyou know, new
decisions on excluded methods that are going to
be coming up 1in all the germ plasm that's
already out there, that would be great.

But we don't have time for that now,
but I would love to hear a lot of comments on
that too. So thank you very much.

MS. PERLS: Okay. Yeah, thank you so
much. I will make a list of all the follow-ups.
Appreciate that.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: Al right. Thank
you so much, Dana and thanks for sticking with
us.

MS. PERLS: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: As we go into our
break, we are going to have Jane Stevens, Malaika
Elias and David Meyer after the break. I Jjust
want to take a moment to remind folks that
excluded methods as a category are prohibited in
the regulations now. So it's saying here these

very, very in the weeds conversations, but I want
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to take a 1little Dbit of a reminder that we
already have a Dblanket prohibition in the
regulations now.

So off to our break. We'll see you in
ten minutes.

(Whereupon, the above-entitled matter
went off the record at 4:36 p.m. and resumed at
4:46 p.m.)

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. It
looks 1like we're missing Jane Stevens, so we're
going to get started off with Malaika Elias,
followed by David Meyer and then Dave Chapman.

Malaika, if you're there, the floor is yours.

MS. ELIAS: Yes. Can you hear me
okay?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Yes. Please go
ahead.

MS. ELIAS: Great. Hi everyone. My
name 1is Malaika Elias. I'm a food and tech
campaigner with Friends of the Earth. Thank you

for this opportunity to provide comments to the

NOSB. I will comment on two different issues.
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First, organic as climate-smart agriculture, and
second, chemicals in food and packaging and
production.

So Friends of the Earth commends the
NOSB recommendations to promote and fund organic
agriculture as the leading ecological approach to
agriculture appropriate for meeting climate
change problems. As the Biden administration
allocates funding for what they call climate-
smart ag, it's imperative that the USDA advocate
for organic agriculture as a climate solution.

The science 1is clear, as folks have
mentioned earlier in the <call, that organic
farming systems can help mitigate climate change.
Many of the practices that have been found to
foster soil carbons, sequestrations such as crop
rotation, cover cropping and composting are
central to organic ag. Research has found that
organic soils sequester more carbon on average
than conventional soils.

Organic farming also helps mitigate

the effects on climate change on farmers, since
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healthy soils conserve water and significantly
increase farmer's resilience 1in the face of
climate-related droughts and floods. Organic
agriculture reduces energy use and greenhouse gas
emissions by eliminating synthetic fertilizers
and the vast majority pesticides.

Pesticides and synthetic fertilizers,
like other synthetic chemicals, come from oil and
fossil gas and play a role in driving the climate
crisis, and studies show that organic systems
require 15 percent less energy than conventional
systems, with some organic systems using as much
as 70 percent less energy than their conventional
counterparts.

Additionally, 1it's imperative that
USDA recognize organic pasture-based and mixed
crop livestock systems as climate solutions.
Industrial meat and dairy production are major
culprits in the climate crisis as well, as
livestock production accounts for roughly 15
percent of global greenhouse gas emissions.

Conversely, well-managed, pasture-
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based systems can help sequester carbon. So it's
more important than ever that the NOSB recommends
that the USDA unequivocally promote and push for
increased funding of organic agriculture as a
climate solution.

And on a different note, Friends of
the Earth appreciates the NOSB's ongoing
discussion about chemicals used in food packaging
and processing. As Friends of the Earth has
identified in previous comments, BPA and PFASs
are toxic chemicals and should be prohibited from
organic operations and the resulting food
products.

BPA and PFASs are found in the organic
food supply through packaging and production as
many of you all know, and PFAS has been shown to
cause endocrine disruption and immune
dysfunction, and BPA has Dbeen associated with
reproductive and endocrine-related health
effects.

We appreciate the NOSB recommendation

to the NOC that this is a research priority, and
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we continue to urge deeper research into plastic
alternatives.

More broadly, it's important that the
NOSB recommend that the NOC respond to PFAS
concerns. Thank you for your consideration of
these comments.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And thank you for
making them. Questions for Malaika? Please go
ahead, Wood.

MEMBER TURNER: Thanks, Malaika, great

comments. I just wanted to ask you restate the
point. I was interested that you mentioned the
energy intensity of -- sorry, the energy

intensity of conventional farms versus organic

farms I believe in your remarks, and I was just

curious.

Can you say that again, and do you
have anything -- what is it attributable to? I
just want to make sure I understand that. I had

never heard that, that statistic before, and I
want to lean into it a little bit.

MS. ELIAS: Yeah. I'm, so I am more
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than happy to maybe go back to my notes and
documents and folks on my team that actually work
on this issue, to get a better clarification. I
want to be as thorough as possible for you, and
this 1is not 1like my topic of expertise or
something that I work on directly.

MEMBER TURNER: Great. Well, I'd love
to have that data point, and just -- not just --

MS. ELIAS: If you can follow up via
chat now, I can ask folks or I can follow up via
email. I think my colleague Dana who spoke a
couple of minutes ago said she'd send some things
via email. So I'm happy to send clarification.

MEMBER TURNER: And it's not Jjust the
number but what it's attributable to. If you can
go deeper on that, that would be great. Thank
you.

MS. ELIAS: Absolutely, thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Right. Other
questions from the Board?

All right. We really appreciate your

time. Thank you. Next up we have David Meyer,
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followed by Dave Chapman and then Sal Pinkham.
David, the floor is yours. Oh, we've got some
slides. All right.

MR. MEYER: Excellent. I've got a
couple of slides here. First of all, I want to
thank the Board and everyone this afternoon for
your time. I really appreciate this opportunity
to speak to you and offer some comments.

We have submitted written comments as
well, and I am here on behalf of CP Kelco, which
is the company that I work for. We are
manufacturers of hydrocolloids, and xanthan and
high acyl gellan gum. Both fit as
hydrocolloids.

So next slide, please. To me, this is
a lot of fun, but I love to talk to students and
talk about what hydrocolloids do and what they
are. So xanthan gum is produced by fermentation,
and I like to tell people it's kind of 1like, you
know, if you've ever seen vats of brewed beer,
that's what we do.

We brew this hydrocolloid xanthan gum,
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and it 1s currently allowed under 205.605(b),
synthetics allowed, and it does some great things
for product developers who are working to make
organic foods. It provides thickening when
needed; 1t provides suspension. It provides
cling. It's cold solubles. You don't have to
heat something up.

So 1if you're putting a beverage
together, it's really useful for that. Or if you
were putting, vyou know, a dry mix beverage
together, that works really well too. Excellent
syneresis control.

People, a 1lot of people don't know
what syneresis 1s, so I 1like to explain it.
That's like 1if you've ever opened a yogurt, a
personal yogurt container and you see all the
whey, the whey off on top, that's syneresis. The
whey proteins squeeze out the extra liquid, and
xanthan gum can help with that.

It provides emulsion and air
stabilization. It works on a really wide range

of pH temperature, enzyme stable and it provides
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really high viscosity at really low
concentration. Usually the use level 1is less
than half a percent, and it's not chemically
modified.

Next slide, please. So where 1is it
used? All sorts of products, dressings, sauces,

syrups, baked goods, bakery fillings, beverages,
dairy, confectionary, batters and breadings, low
fat spreads. You've seen it all over, and then
it also can be used in consumer products as well.
But some of my favorites are on there, gummy
bears, the fruit preps for yogurt.

So that's xanthan gum. If you go
ahead, we'll talk about gellan gum as well. It's
also by fermentation. It fits under 205.605(a),
non-synthetics allowed, and the difference here
is that gellan gum is really, really good at
suspension. So we use it in a lot of beverages.

It's used both in dairy and non-dairy milks, and
it will suspend things that normally won't
suspend, like vitamins, minerals, cocoa.

A lot of people don't know that cocoa
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doesn't suspend and melt by itself. If you mix
it up, it will fall to the bottom.

Go ahead, next slide and I'll
finish up and just talk about where we use high
acyl gellan gum. These dairy beverages, the
plant beverages, yogurt, dressing, sauces, and
then there's some personal care products also
that use it. Once again, thank you so much for
your time. We appreciate the opportunity to
comment, and please refer to our written comments
for anything further.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We appreciate the
comments. Thank you so much. Questions from the
Board?

All right. Thank you, David.

MR. MEYER: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
David Chapman, followed by Sol Pinkham and then
Edward Maltby. Dave Chapman, the floor is yours.

There we go, all right.
MR. CHAPMAN: I'm working on 1it.

Thank vyou, Nate. Okay. Hello. I am Dave
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Chapman. I'm a farmer and co-director of the
Real Organic Project. Real Organic was created
as a response to the failures of the National
Organic Program. As most of you know, we are an
add-on label to the USDA organic program. We
certify over 1,000 U.S. farms, and we have a
joint venture with the German-based certifier
Naturland.

Naturland, which is also an add-on,
certifies over 140,000 farms around the world.
Our standards are simple, affirming what has been
laid out in the Organic Food Production Act. I'm
here today to call on the NOSB to push for the
end of hydroponics being certified as organic, in
keeping with the 2010 recommendation.

This is not a settled issue. We hope
that the USDA will Jjoin the world organic
movement 1in rejecting hydroponic. In the last
year, the USDA has given billions of dollars to
support so-called climate-smart agriculture.
Only a tiny amount of that money went to organic

production. All the rest went to what is now
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being called regenerative agriculture.

Regenerative is rapidly coming to be
defined by the largest food and ag companies on
the planet. It is the same companies that have
caused so much of the environmental and climate
destruction, and they are the same companies that
organic is meant to be an alternative to.

They are now 1insisting that our
movement 1s not regenerative, Dbecause NOP's
organic certification is no longer based on soil
health or pasture-raised livestock, and they are
right. You can be running a certified organic
hydro operation with no regard to the complex
interactions between plants and living soil.

Such hydro producers are no longer
small outliers. Such companies are now the
biggest players in certified organic berries and
tomatoes. Peppers and greens are coming fast.
Three years ago the director of marketing for a
very large conventional hydro tomato company,
which has a small organic spinoff, stood in front

of you in the Pittsburgh meeting and mocked my
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earlier comments on the magic of soil and the
soul of organic, calling them "bits of marketing
fluff."

Soil is a bit of marketing fluff?
Really? Where 1s our outrage. The NOP has a
wound that won't heal. The hydroponic issue 1is
not going away. A large majority of American

organic farmers do not believe hydroponics should

be certified as organic. But public trust in
organic will go away if we don't fix this. It
was laboriously built up over many years. Please

don't let that happen.

Let us acknowledge that a mistake has
been made. The organic brand is too precious to
squander. Our movement is too important. Please
dig in and fight for what is right. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Questions from the Board for Dave? I
have a -- please go ahead, Brian.

(Simultaneous speaking.)

MEMBER CALDWELL: Okay, here we go.

All right. Thanks, Dave. I'm feeling like you
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guys might be a source of some of this
information, but 1if vyou have any scientific
studies that are 1like 1life cycle studies of
energy use or carbon impacts from conventional
versus hydroponic operations or even, you know,
hydroponic versus organic, which is I think
there's much less likelihood that there will be
research on that.

But anyways, 1f you have any of that,

if you could forward them to us, it would be
great to look at that.

MR. CHAPMAN: Yeah, great Brian. I've
seen such a study from Cornell about wvertical,
vertical farming, the vertical grains, and it
wasn't good for vertical grains in comparison.
There must be stuff about hydroponic production,
but I have not seen that study. If I find it, I
will send it to you.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Okay, sounds good.
Thank you very much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I have a quick

question for you Dave, and then we'll go to Jerry
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and Nate. I think there's another commenter
today who made the same statement you just made,
that Dbasically the conventional regenerative
folks are coming for organic, Dbecause we have
hydroponics.

I'm trying to figure out, I've never
heard that. I've only ever heard that our
tillage is the reason that they're saying that,
and I think hydroponics would be the opposite of
tilling. So I feel like if anything, it would be
an asset to their perception of what regenerative
is. Do vyou, I mean who's saying this, the
"they"? Who is the they?

MR. CHAPMAN: Well, the nastiest big
voice I know of 1is Syngenta, 1in terms of
attacking organic while defending regenerative
and they've been very upfront about it.

(Simultaneous speaking.)

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: -—-attacking it
because of organic, because of hydroponic? I
think that's --

MR. CHAPMAN: No, no, no. They're
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attacking it because they believe that the world
will starve if we go organic.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Sure, sure. So
when you say that we're losing consumer and, you
know, sort of the culture debate with
regenerative, you said it's because of
hydroponic. Who is saying that?

MR. CHAPMAN: I don't mean only
because of hydroponic "they." But I believe that
that 1s part of it Dbecause it's very hard if
you're in a public discussion with such a group
to say well organic 1is all about soil health,
when it clearly isn't, not USDA's organic. It's
just not. We've got a billion dollars by the
claim of the hydroponic 1lobby of stuff being
certified as organic that is hydroponic. There's
no soil involved.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: One follow-up to
that, do you -- I address this to a few folks.
Do you have any data on economic harm because of
hydroponics? Is there anywhere we can go to say

so, so many dollars left soil-based farms over to
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hydroponics. You know, I think when we talk
about dairy, which is a big crisis, when we talk
about any farmers struggling in our space, we
want to be very clear about what that source data
is so we can hunt it up and understand it.

MR. CHAPMAN: Yeah.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Could you point to
that data?

MR. CHAPMAN: I can tell vyou my
thoughts about it Nate, which is the nature of
this conversation and I have really been in it
from the beginning, 1is that it's impossible to
say what the impact is Dbecause the major
hydroponic producers publicly insist that they're
not hydroponic.

And you know that the biggest berry
producer and the biggest tomato producer who are
growing hydroponically say we are not growing
hydroponically. We're growing in containers, and

that immediately Dbecomes a very complicated
conversation for somebody who doesn't really know

a lot about this subject.
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So I don't think any data at all, and
I don't think there could be because where would
you get the numbers? Who would you say well this
is hydroponic?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I would think that
the farmers would be similar to the dairy space,
self-reporting their loss of market share and
folks 1like, you know, more regional organizations
like say MOFGA or Montana Organic Association,
anyone who's very close to the farmers would be
able to have a beat on that. If you're able to
get that for me, that would be great.

MR. CHAPMAN: I can give you that
right -- I can give you one good one right now,
which is that there's a growers coop in Vermont
called Deep Root, and they reported to me that
they lost a half million dollar tomato contract
with Whole Foods. They were given about two
weeks' notice, and they switched to Mexican
hydroponic.

And this was back in the early days.

This was about 2015 or 2016. But that was a
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definite example of a significant shift in the
marketplace. For Vermont, half a million dollars
is a lot of dollars.
CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Sure, absolutely.
Nate, please go ahead.

MEMBER LEWIS: Hey Dave, good to see

you. Thanks for comments. It's good to go out
and interact with the community again. Just
wanted to -- I'm not sure 1if you were kind of

following the certification, but my wife and I
got real organic certified at our farm, and just
wanted to throw that out there, acknowledging
that 1t really does seemingly hinge on the

traceability and transparency elements that NOP

provides.

So anyway, I Just wanted to share
that. But you know, my question was about the
crops you had identified, and I was -- you were

going a little quickly and I was taking notes as
primarily the hydroponic. Tomatoes and berries I
know are the capstone, but then you had a couple

of other ones that are not far behind I think is
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what you said. If you could repeat those, that
would be great.

MR. CHAPMAN: Sure. What I said is I
think coming fast, coming soon.

MEMBER LEWIS: Oh coming fast, yeah,
yeah.

MR. CHAPMAN: Yeah. It's growing
rapidly, greens and peppers.

MEMBER LEWIS: Greens and peppers.
Okay, thanks.

MR. CHAPMAN: I do know of several
pretty large-scale hydroponic greens operations
that are certified as organic, and these are, you
know, the classic pond system where you float
across and three or four weeks later you harvest
from the other edge of the pond. And vyeah,
they're growing quickly and dramatically. I
think that they're going to be a major market
force soon.

And peppers, well from the beginning,
we've been importing hydroponic peppers from

Holland, but I'm seeing a lot coming in from
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Mexico now too.

MEMBER LEWIS: Great.

MR. CHAPMAN: By the way, nice-looking
-- are those blueberries behind you?

MEMBER LEWIS: Yeah. Well, this is
eastern Washington, where yeah, I guess we grow
over half the organic blueberries in the country
and they're all soil grown.

MR. CHAPMAN: Yeah, yeah. They look
great.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: One final question
for you Dave. Given the outcome of the lawsuit
with USDA, essentially allowing certification of
hydroponic operations to go forward, what
constructively would you say NOSB can be doing to
try to keep going forward with the system we
have, and shaping the world we want to be in as
best we can?

MR. CHAPMAN: Well, it would be very
wonderful if you, if you pushed the NOP to act on
the current recommendation, which is the 2010

recommendation. And that grants that hydroponic
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absolutely cannot be certified as organic. I
think if you urge them to action on that one,
that would be marvelous and, you know, very
meaningful.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And possibly a
discussion for later, but with the outcome of the
lawsuit, we're looking at hydroponics will be
certified, and that's from the very clear line,
to work with the clay we're given, not to mix my
metaphors. Is there a certain, a certain avenue
when we think about writing standards for
greenhouse and container production, or should we
be looking at other questions?

I think your qgquestion about Mexican
tomatoes coming in raises a big question about
trade in general. Can we think bigger than just
standards to protect markets, and is there some
way that has a bigger lever than just eliminating
hydroponics within our standards?

MR. CHAPMAN: Well, one point of
clarification. The lawsuit, the outcome of the

lawsuit did not rule that hydroponics are
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qualified for certification. It ruled that the
court would not challenge the USDA on this. They
wouldn't challenge the USDA decision, not that
hydroponics clearly met the rules of the Organic
Food Production Act.

It was published in a way that they're
making clear it was not a precedent. But if the
USDA changed their mind, then the law would not
disagree with that decision at all. In terms of
trade, it will be interesting to see when the new
trade deal 1is negotiated with the EU. There's
been considerable energy saying that EU will not

respect America's hydro allowance in a trade
agreement. That will be a new ball game also.

I don't know what will come of that,
but of course Mexico is a big question, yeah.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Franklin has a
question for you.

MEMBER QUARCOO: Yeah, I'm curious.
How do you compare hydroponics to conventional
agriculture in terms of the impact that it has on

the environment, energy, footprints and all of
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that?

A second part of that question is do
you think that hydroponics is a viable option,
just that you don't want it labeled as organic?
Is it a food production practice that you think
contributes significantly to agriculture, and
when you compare that with conventional?

Do vyou have issues Jjust with the
labeling as organic? Would you be okay with it
as a method of producing food if it was not
labeled organic?

MR. CHAPMAN: That's a lot of
question. So I think that hydroponic that is
unsprayed 1is really much better than hydroponic
that is.

I think that hydroponic 1is a very
viable way of producing food. I would rather see
organic production in the ground. I think that
would be better for everybody, but hydroponics
certainly works financially in this world, and it
can be pretty reasonable about avoiding

pesticides.
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So it's not that it
necessarily involves a lot of pesticides. In
terms of energy, it does not do well compared to
field production. So if we're looking at carbon
footprint, it's not a big winner. I'm not trying
to shut down hydroponic. As I say, I think I
said it.

But I will say some of my best friends
are hydroponic producers, and some of them are
very large-scale hydroponic producers. I have
common friends with Jerry on your Board from his
hydroponic past. We're not trying to get rid of

hydroponics. That would be crazy. That's like

trying to get rid of beer. It's not going
anywhere. It's a major, major world food
industry.

But it should not be called organic,
and only in America is it certified as organic.
It's not allowed anywhere else, and I Dbelieve
that it seriously undermines our ability to take
America from one percent organic land to 30

percent where it ought to be or 50 percent,
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because it's pretty hard to build a movement

that's standing on such a shaky foundation.
CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other

questions for Dave? Jerry, please go ahead.

MR. CHAPMAN: Hi Jerry. You're muted,

Jerry.

(Pause.)

MEMBER D'AMORE: Thank you for that
and good afternoon to you. I've put my hand up

and down at least ten times during vyour
conversation here, and I took it down finally
because I found that I really did not have a
question. I had a strong, strong desire to
debate and so that generates a question, which is
will you be in Atlanta?

MR. CHAPMAN: I am not planning to be
in Atlanta, although I would love to come and
have a conversation with you. Your boss says hi,
you know, we have friends.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Oh my God. That
takes me back 40 years.

MR. CHAPMAN: I know.
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(Simultaneous speaking.)

MEMBER D'AMORE: Yes sir. Okay, well
I -- yeah. The only thing that prompted me to
raise my hand the first time was the statement
that you made, that you couldn't find a lot of
information on hydroponic production. I was
going to volunteer to help you out of that
dilemma, but anyway.

MR. CHAPMAN: That's good, that's
good. You know, there's so much information of
course out there, you know, studying hydroponics
has not been my, and the energy input and output,
has not been my mission in life. But I agree
with you, that there's a ton of research, has to
be.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Yeah. Okay. Well
again, if we were given another 30 seconds, it
would take three hours. So I'll say thank you
for your contribution.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: All right. Thank
you Dave for your comments.

MR. CHAPMAN: Thank you, Nate.
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CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Next up, we're
going to have a little quick switch. Next up is
going to be Matt Begley, followed -- and then

Edward Maltby and Sandra Remilien. So Matt, if
you want to go.

MR. BEGLEY: Hi. Yes, thanks. My
name is Matt Begley. I am a materials review
specialist at OEFFA. I'd just like to address
some of the concerns that we have regarding the
phosphoric acid listing at 603 (a) and sanitizers
in general.

We would like to see a broad review of
sanitizers. There 1is some inconsistency among
certifiers as to when or whether to review
inactive ingredients, when the active ingredients
are on the National List.

Some of these inactives are addressed
in technical reports, but their inclusion in
these products, which 1s needed to create
effective products, can create difficulty for
operations to find approved sanitizers.

We have experienced that our farmers
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do not always considered milk bulk tanks to be
part of the milking equipment, and different
sanitizers are used for bulk tanks and milking
equipment and lines. This has led to bulk tanks
often not getting rinsed, even when used with
products that would require one under NOP
regulations.

An industry sales rep informed us that

chlorine materials are incompatible to bulk tank
cooling plates over the long term, and parasitic
acid can taint the flavor and smell of the milk.

Farmers are in a bind because the effective
sanitizers require rinsing under NOP rules that
based on their labeling cannot be rinsed under
PMO rules.

There are few options for farmers to
remain 1in compliance with their state milk
inspectors, as well as the NOP. Phosphoric acid
is the preferred choice for sanitizing bulk tanks
in many cases 1in rinsing, and 1is potentially
counteractive to the sanitizing process and may

be in direct violation of the product's labeling.
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We have two EPA-registered phosphoric
acid sanitizers 1in use Dby our operations, at
least two that clearly indicate to let air dry
before use of equipment. They contain only
phosphoric acid as the active ingredient and
inactive ingredients which are not on the
National List. Therefore, we would require these
operations to rinse these products before contact
with milk.

Phosphoric acid alone may satisfy NOP
requirements for a sanitizer, but it may not
properly sanitize the milking equipment without
the presence of these inactive ingredients. We
would like to see discussion around the use of
phosphoric acid-based and other sanitizers that
could be approved for use without a rinse based
on current formulations to meet NOP and PMO
compliance.

Most or all certifiers would allow
milking powder wastewater to be applied to
organic fields due to limited rural options for

wastewater disposal, usually via manure lagoon or
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septic tank and sometimes directly through
irrigation. Does the annotation at 603(a) (25)
allow rinsed phosphoric acid to be applied to
land?

One solution would be to clarify that
products with phosphoric acid as the active
ingredient are allowed without a rinse. Then it
would not wind up 1in wastewater and no land
contact would occur. We want to ensure that our
daily operations are able to continue producing a
safe, high quality product.

We would appreciate further discussion
on phosphoric acid and other sanitizers so they
may be reviewed in light of industry practices
and provide a path for dairy operations to meet
their multiple compliance obligations. Thank
you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Questions for Matt from the Board?

All right. Thank you, Matt. Next up
we have Ed Maltby, followed by Mike Dill and then

Jackie DeMinter.
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MR. MALTBY: Hi, good afternoon. Not
quite good evening, but you stayed the course
well, and I'm glad that Dave doesn't want to get
rid of beer. And I'd like to thank the Board for
their patience today, and for the incredible work
they do in ensuring the integrity of the organic
seal.

The NOSB, as an independent body, is
an important and invaluable part of the process
that consumers and producers count on, to ensure
that their voice is heard, that regulations are
practical and workable on the farm, and that
decisions made reflect the intent and law of the
Organic Foods Production Act.

I agree with Dave and many, many
others, that organic certification is soil-based.

I also think that NOSB members need greater
support for their work. NOSB membership is time-
consuming and often requires -- —reduces not
unlimited resource members to hire labor to work
their farms or other jobs during their service.

The Board members work throughout the
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year on committees plus research, and in order to
guarantee that serving on the NOSB 1is not
effectively restricted to those with full-time
salaries, and recognizing the restrictions of
FACA regulation, USDA needs to explore any
opportunity that these expenses can be reimbursed
or prepaid in some situations.

Looking back into organic integrity
and the ability for one type of practice, which
is certified organic, ruining the reputation of
product, we have only to go to look at organic
dairy and to see what happened when factory farms
like Aurora Dairy and those in Texas were able to
undercut the whole market and reduce certified
organic milk, which didn't match any of the
certification criteria and definitely didn't meet
consumer expectations.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I will ask not to
name folks in particular. Speak broadly.

MR. MALTBY: Okay. My apologies for
that. It's a well-known company, but and to come

back to the in-person meetings, when I first
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attended the in-person meetings, I was not very
forthcoming and I learned how to be a policy nerd
at those meetings. I had some great mentoring
there, and from the point of view of cost, no
meeting I ever went to cost $2,000.

I know some cheap motels out near the
airport in D.C., and can always go to a Subway to
get a sandwich. So I think that when we look at
that issue, look at how -- if I can just finish
this sentence -- look at how, you know, access is
not universal.

Even 1in Vermont, you don't Thave
universal. So in some cases it's very difficult
for producers, especially those at the age that
I'm at, to adapt to speaking into the camera
poised on the end of the computer screen. So if
we're talking about equality in representation,
we need to have both sets of attendance at
meetings. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We appreciate your
comments, and any questions from the Board?

Ed, on organic dairy, real quick I
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have a question for vyou. It seems that we have
put a lot of eggs in the baskets of standards, in
the basket of standards. They were hoping that
the grazing rule will fix our oversupply problem.
We're hoping that animal welfare, the origin of
livestock, will fix the welfare problem, or will
fix the oversupply problem.
At what point do we start 1looking
bigger, and start figuring out that if we looked
30 years ago, 1f organic had looked at small,
conventional dairyland and as friends and
neighbors, as opposed to as rivals or not good
enough, we would have seen that dairy is prone to
oversupply, that it seems that there's Jjust
incessant whiplash in this market without
something like a quota, say, that Canada has.
How do we start looking at driving
more demand, rather than Jjust constricting
supply, as a way to keep farmers on the land?
And we can have both. It's not an
either/or, but what 1s that means of driving

demand and how do we get it so that organic milk
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makes up half of America's milk market, or that
we see we have growing opportunities? How do we
get it so that the Farm Bill requires that ten
percent of all school milk is certified organic?
How do we build our coalitions to be more broad
than just saying standards are going to save us?

MR. MALTBY: Well, this Committee
maybe has gone on for longer than anticipated,
but I have been known to talk to four or five
hours about these answers to the many problems
out there.

From the point of view of --
conventional dairy 1is heavily subsidized and
that's why we're putting together a request to
the Congress to have a safety net program for
organic dairy, that will guarantee a minimum
price.

At this point, organic dairy 1is
heavily consolidated, as are the processing
restrictions. When you look at the pasture rule,
then you have got the origin of livestock. The

origin of 1livestock and the intent within the
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original rule was that it would take three years

to transition. You had enough initiative to
build the organic herd that would take one year
to transition. That could have been phased out
or should have been phased out.

But what happened, what you had was a
massive growth in 2015, because the origin of
livestock rule was not implemented equally across
the country. So 1it's again consistency of
standards, consistency of implementation and
enforcement, you know. The SOE does address some
of that enforcement when you come to risk
analysis on large-scale dairies.

I would challenge any of the
certifiers as to whether they have inspectors
that qualify enough to go out and inspect a
10,000 cow dairy and get a good balance of what
comes in, what goes out, where it comes from, you
know, is it pasture-based? So I think what has
happened is that the standards --

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: And I apologize

for time, Ed. How do we increase demand?
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MR. MALTBY: How do we 1increase
demand? By highlighting the qualities of organic
milk, and organic milk 1s going to Dbe more
expensive because it costs more to produce. It
doesn't mean the producer is not going to get
more.

We should also look at more
regionality in organic milk, so that you can cut
down the cost and the carbon footprint of
trucking milk from the southwest all the way up
to the tip of Maine.

So it's ensuring that the integrity,
integrity, integrity of the organic certification
is held out there, without any opportunity for
somebody to undermine it as they have done in the
past.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Well, we
appreciate your comments today. Thank you.

MR. MALTBY: Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Mike Dill, followed by Jackie DeMinter and then

Sal Pinkham.
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MR. DILL: Hello. My name 1is Mike
Dill, and I'm representing the Organic Produce
Wholesalers Coalition. OPWC 1s comprised of
certified organic Dbusinesses that distribute
fresh organic produce to retailers, restaurants,

food buying clubs and processors.

My comments today are on the proposal
for organic as climate-smart agriculture,
oversight improvements to deter fraud and the
petition for potassium sorbate.

OPWC agrees with the intent of the
climate-smart ag proposal, which is to quote in
the packet, "sends a clear signal to the greater
USDA that certified organic production should be
automatically considered climate-smart, and
therefore eligible for any and all funding
opportunities and support through USDA programs."

The letter in the Board's proposal
will serve as the official statement from the
collective organic community that organic 1is
climate-smart. Therefore, we feel it is

important that the letter (1) be accurate, and
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(2) incorporate feedback from the organic
community.

Unfortunately, this is not what we see
in the proposal. We do not find that any
stakeholder feedback following the fall meeting
was incorporated into the draft shared for this
meeting. What's even more concerning to us 1is
the lack of acknowledging that the community's
feedback is the letter still contains multiple
false and misleading responses.

For instance, the response to the
Question No. 2 1in the letter asks what USDA
should prioritize to demonstrate the efficacy of
organic farming as climate-smart agriculture.

The written response states "Climate benefits of

zero synthetic fertilizer use. The NOP
standards prohibit crop production using
synthetic fertilizers, herbicides and
pesticides."

As mentioned in our written comments,
it's common to see organic production described

in popular articles as being pesticide-free or
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not using any synthetic inputs. But we in this
virtual room are familiar with the National List.
OPWC asserts that the NOSB, the body required by
federal law to review and approve the synthetic
material, synthetic materials allowed in organic
production should not perpetuate this
misconception.

On oversight improvements to deter
fraud, a/k/a the GPS discussion, we're not
opposed to the idea, simply because of the new
FISMA traceability rule, that it contains a
similar requirement for many specialty crops.
However, we note that FISMA has included field
level identification as a way to react or respond
to a food outbreak event.

Therefore, we agree with some
commenters who question how this will proactively
deter fraud better than we're able to now under
current systems, and we look forward to learning
more about this in Atlanta.

Then finally, we are unclear why a

discussion document for the petition of potassium

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

295

sorbate was issued prior to the release of the TR
that has specified and are specific to the use
being petitioned.

This material does show some promise
for controlling pests and that heavily impacts
the crop and deserves a fair trial. We ask that
the Crop Subcommittee review the updated TR dated
March 8th, 2023, and then update the discussion
document.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Amy has a question for you.

MEMBER BRUCH: Hi Mike, thanks for
attending today. I actually have several, but
I'm going to reduce it to one. But I wanted to
ask a little bit more on the potassium sorbate,
just the last piece that you mentioned. You said
it does -- this product potentially does show
some promise for fighting disease and insects.

I did read the article that vyou
included about from the Cornell Cooperative
Extension. We have the petition. We have also

the technical report that's available. Is there
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any other research that you can point to that can
help substantiate that idea, that there's promise
here for being a solution? For this petition
source.

MR. DILL: Yeah, yeah. For, I mean
for other resources, no. I think what we want to
really find out is, or kind of clarify some of
these speculative statements that were in there,
such as folic acid should inhibit the growth of
soil bacteria. There's a lot of shoulds and
coulds and then a 1little bit more about, you
know, the fact that it contains urea.

So I think we -- we want to have a
little bit more time with this, and we spent, you

know, the bulk of our review time going off of
the old information, you know, the TR from what
was 1it, like 2002. And then it wasn't until we
were at the stage where comments were -- we were
presenting them to our whole coalition and
getting all the member feedback and we got that.

So everyone approved them and then we

looked Dback and then saw them for the new
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petition. So we didn't have a chance to
incorporate any of that information or really
review it. So what we really wanted, you know,
to give this a fair trial, not dismiss it based
off of old information, because I mean powdery
mildew, if anyone's grown, you know, cucumbers or
pumpkins, squash, anything, vyou've dealt with
powdery mildew. I guarantee it.

So I think knowing that there's a
potential for this to work against powdery
mildew, Jjust that alone, vyou know, 1is worth
looking into, you know. We'd love to have more
tools in the toolbox, but again only if those are
compatible with organic systems and they meet all
the requirements.

We don't -- we don't want every tool
in the toolbox but, you know, if something meets
requirements and it's a great alternative to what
we have right now, then I think we should
consider it, or at least look into it.

MEMBER BRUCH: Thank you, Mike.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Other questions
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for Mike from the Board?

I've got a couple for you, Mike. From
your written comments, you had singled out one of
our members' statement of "voting with their
heart." I was wondering what is a good enough
threshold to describe how we incessantly canvass
our constituents every day, live with our
constituents every day, and how would you like us
to better orate and articulate whom we spoke with
before we vote? It seems like we'd like to get
this right.

MR. DILL: Yes. Well, it's a heavy
question, but I think what I have seen as being
missing from, vyou know, the last several NOSB
meetings, you know, before your time, Nate, 1is
that we don't hear a lot anymore about the
stakeholder or the groups that the chairs
represent.

So you know, when we're talking about
say climate-smart agriculture proposal, I would
love to  hear, you know, a lot from the

environmental groups and the consumer interest
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groups on what they're, they're hearing. Or you
know like, you know, I don't want to give out any
examples.

But it Jjust seems 1like, vyou know,
hearing that let's say Jerry for instance, you
know. He wrote all of the comments and this 1is
what he feels is the consensus amongst the crop
producers or the wholesalers or the handlers. So
just to really get a sense that this vote
represents the group that you're representing,
you know, the seat that you hold on the Board.

And you know, and I guess I apologize
for using that exact quote. But I think that
helps illustrate the point that that could have
been an opportunity to say like my vote, my heart
is here, but this is what this means to the group
that I'm representing. And they could be the
same, you know, or it could have, you know, the
vote with my heart factored into this decision.

But to set that vote solely on like
myself, this is what I feel and my heart is

telling me, even though I've read countless, you
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know, thousands of comments and pages and pages
from stakeholders.

That's what I'd like to see a little
bit more of is, you know, the handlers feel this.

The retailers feel this. The crop producers,
this is their feedback and then we debate that
and hear like okay, well you know, this group
said this, this is important to these
stakeholders. How do we come to consensus or 1is
there a middle path or how do we get to that
vote.

So I don't know if that's the best way
to describe that, but so to answer your question,
that's the best I got.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Brian, please go
ahead.

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah, thanks Mike.
Just a quick follow-up to that. Do you think
that the consumer is by far the biggest numerical
group of stakeholders?

MR. DILL: I mean by number I would

say yes but I, you know, they're not the ones
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that are all responding here. So that's, I mean
that's a really interesting question.

MEMBER CALDWELL: So I represent the,
you know, consumer and public interest, and there
are a lot of responses from consumers in our
written comments. Just putting out a 1little
perspective there.

MR. DILL: Sure, and I'm not trying to
suggest that one outweighs the other, if that's
what you're kind of asking. So but this Board
represents, you know, 20 to 30 thousand certified
operations, $60 billion industry, you know, and
millions and millions of consumers. So it is a
balance, but that's why we'd like to just see a
little bit more, you know, kind of clear.

Like if you were sharing out Brian,
you could say, you know, I focused a little bit
more on the consumers. Not necessarily the
certified operations or the farmers, but this is
what the consumers were telling me. These were
the comments that stuck out to me from consumers,

because you're probably all going to read the
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same comments on the topic, but then you could
summarize your group; someone else could
summarize their group.

That would be helpful for us, to hear
a little bit more about what you're hearing from
different constituents, from different groups.

(Simultaneous speaking.)

MEMBER CALDWELL: Yeah. We try to
read a bunch, as many comments as we can. But we
can't get through them.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Mike? Mindee, please go ahead.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank you so much,
Mike, and I apologize because there was one
section of your comments that I need to re-read.

But just in case, I'll have the opportunity to
ask you a question. Were you suggesting that a
TR template should be developed solely for the
excluded methods questions, a separate template?

MR. DILL: It's been a while since
I've thought about that one. Not, not specific.

If I recall, it's not specific to excluded
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methods, but that would be included into the
regular TR.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Okay, great. I Jjust
wanted to make sure I didn't misread you there.
I appreciate your responses today. Thank you so
much.

MR. DILL: ©No problem.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Any other
questions for Mike?

All right. We appreciate vyour
comments. Thank you all. Next up, we have
Jackie DeMinter, followed by Sal Pinkham and then
Colehour Bondera. Jackie. Jackie, you're there.

The floor is yours.

MS. DeMINTER: Can you hear me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can. Please go
ahead.

MS. DeMINTER: Wonderful. Good
afternoon. My name is Jackie DeMinter. I am the
certification policy manager at MOSA. Thank you
for the opportunity to comment. MOSA certifies

almost 1,900 organic operations throughout the

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

304

U.S., including over 700 crop, 1livestock, 875
crops and 325 handling operations.

I am commenting today primarily on the
discussion document for technical reports. We
use technical reports to gain a deeper
understanding of materials on the National List,
and to review why some materials didn't make the
cut.

The current format is easy to follow
and we find all the information, information
sections very helpful to understand the material.

We also use TRs to support our decision-making
on materials, and think they're especially
helpful in the decision that's tricky to make.

We regularly reference the petitioned
substances database. Being able to follow a
material through the process is a very helpful
understanding to have, and a consolidation of the
petition technical reports, all the NOSB work in
the final decision and place for each material
and scope 1is considered as extremely useful.

We appreciate this easily accessible
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resource. A similar approach to review of
excluded methods would seem as if it could work,
and also be very helpful information to have. We
would appreciate the resource. Thank you for the
work you have put into developing and maintaining
the excluded methods chart.

We include chart in our excluded
methods form and use it as a reference in MOSA
decision-making. In one circumstance, a client
indicated they wused an induced mutagenesis
process and assumed that it was prohibited.

However, after a more careful review
of the chart's exclusions from induced
mutagenesis, additional follow-up with the
manufacturer and discussion with  OMRI, we
determined that the type of induced mutagenesis
used was chemical, and therefore not currently
prohibited.

Thank you again for maintaining this
very helpful resource. We support wusing a
technical report approach to gather additional

information on excluded methods when deemed
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appropriate. We also submitted a letter on
sunset materials, including information about our
client's use, and answers to the stakeholder
questions relevant to our work as a certification
agency.

Finally, we want to be a wvoice of
support for continuing all public comments
virtually. The elimination of public comments at
the in-person meeting has not seemed to reduce
the effectiveness of the overall meeting
proceedings. We appreciate that the NOP has the
same period of time to consider all public
comments before discussion begins.

Thank you again for all of the work
you do and for the opportunity to comment.
Please let us know if you have any questions.

CHAIR POWELL-PAILM: Questions for
Jackie? Questions for Jackie? Thank you for
your comments, Jackie. Questions for Jackie from
the Board? Mindee, please go ahead.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Hi Jackie. Thank you

so much for all of your hard work. I was
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wondering in the question with the person who was
using the induced mutagenesis, if they gave you
any idea of how long it would take and like what
the implications are, because I have a maybe
vague understanding of seed development, and like
that it could have a very big implications though
we might need a long lead time to change those
things, because the seed varieties take a while.

If you don't have perspective, that's
totally fine, don't worry. I was just 1if you
did.

MS. DeMINTER: I don't think we do
have additional perspective, and I would have to
dig back into that documentation. But the point
that I wanted to make being that the way the NOP
or NOSB is included those exclusions right in the
excluded method chart was very helpful as we dug
into that topic, into the actual process that
they were using, because at face wvalue, it seems
like it was prohibited.

MEMBER JEFFERY: Thank you.

CHATIR POWELL-PALM: Jackie, I Jjust
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want to grab on that little nugget you left us
with on virtual comments. You represent a really
big group of farmers.

MOSA has a ton of farmers who have a
lot of input and lot of stake in these meetings,
and I think you hit on something that's very,
very interesting to this equity question, giving
everyone the same amount of time between when we
hear the question or the comment and when we
vote.

I think that is not to be undersold,
that 1f you're in the ears of the Board five
minutes before they voted because you've got an
extra two grand to get over to the meeting, that
does elevate your position just in the memory of
how folks are processing. So I think that is a
really important point, and I really appreciate
you bringing it up.

MS. DeMINTER: Yes, thank you Nate.
Very important consideration.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Other questions

for Jackie?
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All right, Jackie. We appreciate your
time today. Thank you for your comments.

MS. DeMINTER: Thank you very much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Next up we have
Sal Pinkham, followed by Colehour Bondera and
then Kristen Adams. We are getting to the end of
the wire folks, so bear with us. Sal, the floor
is all yours.

MS. PINKHAM: Thank you. Can you hear

me?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Yes.

MS. PINKHAM: Wonderful. Hi, my name
is Sal Pinkham. I'm the certification program

manager, OEFFA Certification, and I'll comment on
two topics today.

First, consistent location
identification. We appreciate the Committee's
continued efforts at fraud prevention, but this
proposal raises logistical and equity concerns.
OEFFA OSPs do require lots of locations for all
organic and transitioning fields, and locations

for all conventional fields. Usually locations

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

310

are street addresses.

OEFFA farmers 1in our organic work
group do not mind sharing GSP coordinates, noting
they already provide this information to Farm
Service Agency. We encourage interdepartmental
collaboration at USDA, so that they are not
required to double report this data.

However, we also certify hundreds of
plain community farmers who engage less
frequently with FSA and utilize technology
selectively 1in accordance with their religious
beliefs and culture. It would be a heavy 1lift
for us to collect GPS coordinates from farms in
this community.

It's common to have 20 or more fields
in an OSP, and taking time during inspection to
locate the exact center to verify or provide GPS
coordinates would greatly increase time spent
inspecting. Field boundaries would be more
useful for fraud prevention, especially for large
fields or fields with pollinator, habitat or

other buffers, but walking all the boundaries of
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every field would be even more time-consuming.

OEFFA does require inspectors to visit
each certified or requested field every year, but
specifically seeking the center of the field
would distract from important tasks like
assessing buffer adequacy, crop management and
soil health. OEFFA contracts with several
inspectors who are consultants in the plain
community, who add unique qualities and
perspective to our inspector pool.

However, plain inspectors do not
typically use GPS technology, and it would be
exclusionary to require GPS use at inspection.
Certifiers who work with plain inspectors would
face an extra logistical Dburden, to avoid
assigning them new operations or operations with
new fields.

And 1if previous land use affidavits
must include GPS coordinates, operators in the
plain community face a greater barrier,
particularly if they acquire land from others in

the plain community who also do not wuse GPS
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technology. Our written comments include
additional logistical and practical concerns.

Second, we again urge NOSB to activate
the latent agenda item field and greenhouse
container production. Because aeroponic,
hydroponic and crops grown to maturity in
containers do not comply with OFPA, and because
there 1s significant inconsistency in the way
these forms of production are being handled by
organic certifiers, we urge the Board to call for
a moratorium on the certification of new
hydroponic and aeroponic operations, and crops
grown to maturity in containers, until we can
utilize our existing NOSB and rulemaking process
to move forward with greater consistency.

The future of organic integrity
depends on how we handle this topic, not to
mention our assertion that organic is climate-
smart. It's hard to say you take care of the
earth when you eliminate it from your growing
system.

Thank vyou NOSB members for your
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service, your efforts to protect organic
integrity, and the opportunity to offer comments
today.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Questions for Sal
from the Board?

I've got a couple for you. As a proud
former OEFFA organic inspector, I like how you
noted that we do visit every field every year.
We'll -- I'1ll definitely make sure about wording.

We are not proposing middle of fields. We are
proposing that we have any idea on paper anywhere
where fields are. Given those hand-drawn maps
that we accept, I'm really as an inspector
completely at the mercy of the farmer, to show me
which field is which.

There's not consistent data to show
that we have an idea, especially as a certifier
but definitely as USDA, where all these fields
are, where they are and consistently how we track
them. When we think about perfect being the
enemy of the good, if we have three, even ten

plain community inspectors, should we Dbase a
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policy on those three out of maybe 300 inspectors
in the country? Why don't you answer those two
first?

MS. PINKHAM: Great, thank vyou. I
want to tackle the second one first, because it's
interesting to me from an equity perspective. We
heard a comment recently, I think it was from
Wolf and Associates, about how essentiality 1is
determined for materials, and that just having a
few people using a thing or launching a thing
shouldn't prevent us from accepting that material
in organic production.

I think a parallel can be drawn here,
that we don't want to be excluding groups from
inspections or certification or organic
production more broadly. I think it's really
important for not necessarily to shoot down any
proposal to use technology, because some people
don't use it, but to really consider the impacts
of such a proposal.

And in our written comments which are

much more detailed than what I said today, OEFFA
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did not say we absolutely will not collect GPS
coordinates. We said we have some concerns about
how this will be wused and how 1t will be
collected, and we think it will have a
disproportionate impact on the farmers that we
certify and on also the certifier that does work
with a higher proportion of plain community
inspectors than most certifiers do.

To your first question, or your first
point was about the center of the field, yeah.
So the -- oh, and the hand-drawn maps, which are
troublesome and delightful in equal measure. So
OEFFA does require an address 1if possible for
every field. We require like how many acres is
it, how far is it from your main farm, how do we
get to it?

If we run 1into a concern where we
can't find a field, we do require more
information from the operation until we can
independently locate it. Yes, hand-drawn maps
are sometimes not as good as GPS maps, but

sometimes they're much more detailed and they
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actually help you understand where fields are
relative to each other, and how the farm operates
as a whole.

So from the principle that organic is
a —-- okay, here are our standards. Show us how
you meet -- I think we should continue to accept
hand-drawn maps and field addresses --

(Simultaneous speaking.)

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I'm sorry not --
love a good hand-drawn map. Not meaning to get
rid of them at all, but when that's the only
thing you have. It seems like we are just -- we
have a short ability to be able to have good data
on where are all these fields? If there's a
massive spray event, something happens where we
have a big contamination event or we have a
really big question about a given county,
understanding where these fields that we certify
are located seems to be a point of improvement,
that we don't really have.

And I guess this will be my final

question for you. Can OEFFA tell me exactly
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where every field is?

MS. PINKHAM: We currently do track
every field and every OSP. We have an ability to
find it. It's true that if there were a spray
event such as the spraying for eastern equine
encephalitis that happened in Indiana a year or
two ago, we did get in touch with all of the
farms in that area who may have been impacted by
that spraying event.

We know county level and city level
and zip codes of where the farms are located, and
we know the distance from the main farm. We have
street addresses. We don't currently track all
of those street addresses in our database,
because of the time commitment it would take to
track it relative to the perceived benefits.

We're open to changing that if we can
be convinced that it's sufficiently worthwhile.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: I appreciate you
accepting so many questions from me all at once.

I'm going to hand it over to Jerry real quick.

MS. PINKHAM: Jerry, you're muted.
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CHAIR POWELL-PALM: You're muted.

MEMBER D'AMORE: My question of you
Nate, was are you going to hand it over real
quick, or are you going to make Jerry be real
quick? I'd like to note that there's been 12
mentions Jjust today of hydroponic growing in
containers, and I'd like to also then note that
it's very gratifying that nobody's yelling at
anybody.

I sort of like the idea that we're
talking, and so I have a very specific question
of you, if I may. Were you to get information
that the, you  know, the low profile NFT
hydroponic that's been in existence here for 40
years, 50 years that I know, because I've been
involved in it, which is the production of head
lettuce, were you to have a definitive study that
showed you that for each acre of that system that
was under cultivation, you could give Dback 25
acres of field production, would it take a little
bit of the sting away from what hydroponics does

or doesn't do for the field?

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

319

So that's the -- or for soil. So
that's the first one, and what I just mentioned
is a study that was done by Rutgers and given to
me in 1979, saying this is what you've got. And
if you can take -- and then I think you can take
this wvertical farming to some mathematical
extremes, where that could be as much as a factor
of 200.

Is it -- would it take -- would it
just give a different view of this soil-bound
piece and how good one 1is to the soil, if
literally you could give back 25 acres for every
one you put under cover?

MS. PINKHAM: So Jjust to be really
clear, I do not personally, nor does OEFFA as a
certifier or as a membership organization, have a
problem with hydroponic production. The quibble
that we have, and it's a significant one, is that
under the Organic Foods Production Act, soil is a
mandatory component of an organic production
system, and it's written into the regulations in

several parts.
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It's impossible for us as a certifier
to hold all farms to a consistent standard, which
is the whole point of our certification program,
if some of them are growing in soil and some of
them are not, because there aren't standards.
Which is why we're asking for the field and
greenhouse container production to get back on
the agenda, so that we as the community can
really move forward, figure out what our
container-growing standards are.

Maybe ultimately the result will be
let's change OFPA and let's change the
regulations to cover hydroponics. But currently
they don't allow for it, and the fact that it is
being certified leads to a great deal of
inconsistency in the marketplace.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Thank you so much for
that comment. I'd like to make one more
observation, which 1s that, you know, the
National List is part of that same document, and
if National List is a 1list that gives tools

founded on exceptions to people to do what we
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hope they can do. I'm just wondering if that,
you know, did that go stagnant somewhere back in,
you know, 20 years ago?

Are we no longer willing to say hey,
this has value and we're going to -- we are going
to give you those tools through the National List
to engage. That -- it's Jjust another one of the
points where I think that there's more room, and
by the way you can read things differently and
I'm not going to tell you that I've read, I've
read things better than you have at all. But,
and that's going back to OFPA.

But in terms of just having a mind
that's open enough to say there's that -- that we

organics are founded on a system that allows us
to have exceptions, can't we be that generous
going forward too?

MS. PINKHAM: I really appreciate
where you're coming from with this, and I think
it's very important that -- I mean speaking with
my certifier hat on, because I have to make

actual policy decisions when somebody applies for
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certification to say can my farm comply? I
cannot in good conscience, based on the actual
wording in the regulations or the law, certify a
hydroponic operation because 1it's simply not
supported.

That's not to say that we as an
industry can't have an open-minded conversation
about well, what is organic really about? We
care about the planet, we care about people, we
care about food, let's move it forward. But
under -- as it currently exists, it's very clear
that the law and the regulations do not support
it, and until we as an industry are conversing
about it with the fact that it is, I don't think
we can move forward productively about we might
incorporate other types of farming into the
organic umbrella.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Well again, thank you
very much. As I said in the beginning, I had 12
reasons why I wanted to at least mention it, and
founded in the fact that all 12 of them were

well-reasoned responses or deliveries. You just
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made the 13th, so thank you very much.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you so much,
Sal. Folks, we have five commenters left, and I
just want to give a huge shout out to all of you
for sticking with us. These have been some of
the best conversations I've heard while during my
time on the Board. So I really appreciate your
grace for letting us go a little bit over.

So we'll try to keep moving along
here. So thank you again Sal. Next up we have
Colehour Bondera, followed by Kristen Adams and
then Emily Musgrave. Colehour, please go ahead.

MR. BONDERA: Okay, am I good?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Yes, we can hear
you.

MR. BONDERA: You guys can hear me
fine? Okay. Hello. My name's Colehour Bondera,
a former NOSB member and a long-time small scale
diversified Dbeetle organic, certified organic
farm, Kanalani Ohana Farm in Kona, Hawaii. Today
I'll provide some thoughts about overall organic

integrity, and specifically Handling Subcommittee

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

324

procedures and Crop Subcommittee's consideration
of plastic mulches.

Organic farmers are looking out for
the whole system that they live in, and moreso
the whole ecosystem where located. This is not
only my thought, but it's also what OFPA
requires. The USDA via NOP, via NOSB reviewed
system has cycles. In our context, it's called a
sunset.

Since everything permitted for use in
organic must be fully reviewed every five years,
do we agree at a serious level to allow things to
remain on the National Organic List, or must we
seek constant improvement? Everything cannot and
should not be organic without oversight.

Our responsibility is to ensure that
the activities remain as healthy to the
ecosystem, to the farm, to ourselves, to soil
microbes, to consumers, etcetera as possible.

Therefore, we must monitor and limit
and be careful with all inputs which are

permitted. Within the Handling Subcommittee,
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there are two 1items that deserve attention.
First that 205.606 states that up to five percent
non-organic processing ingredients can be used if
organic is not available.

Since these ingredients are available
in organic form, close that loophole. Do not
permit these unneeded exceptions.

Second 1is that the chemicals and
chemical change via ion exchange resins, so I've
listened throughout today and I know that
different testimony has said different things,
they might affect food products. These resins
must each be carefully reviewed to be included in
organic product, and not permitted via a blanket
allowance of ion exchange in organic processes.

Keep organic what 1it's meant to be.
Do not permit synthetic ingredients which result
from chemical change via their inclusion. Each
item must be reviewed and not put under a blanket
or simply because allowed via FDA approval. This
is similar to frankly my college days with inert

ingredients in pesticide formulation.
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They're often not inert. Just because
the EPA said that they were okay, it doesn't mean
it's true. We need to look at full formulation.

Next 1is that the Crop Subcommittee
will again be dealing with the topic of plastic
mulch. This has gone on for much too long for
me. When our family moved to our already-
certified organic farm over 21 years ago, I was
disturbed to see that the previous farmers had
been using plastic mulch.

Upon review at that time, I found out

that it was still permitted. As is common, full
cleanup had not been done, which is why we found
remnants of plastic sheets on our farm. Why?
Frankly, this type of experience was a strong
motivation for me to serve on the NOSB. Why
could or would people who care about Pele, a wise
earth goddess, think about Mother Earth, even
consider to use and leave plastic mulch?

I don't comprehend it. While on the
NOSB I was surprised in 2011 and 2015 when

relisting of plastic mulches was passed by NOSB

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

327

vote because of continued dependency. Decades
passed, and there seems to be a (audio
interruption). I guess I'll just wrap up and say

please uphold the integrity of organic, and vote
to let plastic mulch leave organic with the
setting sun. Thank you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Any questions for Colehour?

All right; We appreciate you. Next
up we have Kristen Adams, followed by Emily
Musgrave, Bradley McNeil and then we'll follow
the day with James Riddle. Kristen.

MS. ADAMS: Hi, thank vyou for vyour
time. My name is Kristen Adams. I'm affiliated
with MOSA Certified Organic. So MOSA certifies
about 1,930 producers, 55 -- we also work with 55

contract inspectors and represent a staff of 40
employees.

I will let you know my thoughts today
are very candid at this late hour. I have been
listening and have some specific things that I'd

like to respond to.
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But before we get into the off the
book conversation, I definitely Just want to
thank Jenny and her staff for their work on SOE,
the federal registry notice, that 80 page
document, provided amazing comments and a
foundation for MOSA to be able to start
interpreting the rule and changing our forms,
updating our OSPs, our inspection reports, and

get communication out to our <clients really

quickly.

So all of that work has already been
done. It's been a hot minute or two since SOE
dropped. So now we can actually like move into

implementation periods, and start working with
the ACA groups and working collaboratively to
make sure that we're all aligned.

A couple of notes that I wanted to
share from our clients. They are asking for
harmonized paperwork. So I think it was, let's
see, Carolyn who had a question about how could
we increase producer confidence in USDA? If we

think about like some of the burdens in organic,
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first of all like field production system could
be considered a burden.

The second largest burden or possibly
the first major obstacle to overcome 1s the
paperwork. So if we recognize that our farmers
and our producers, our handlers are investing
time, resources into that paperwork, let's like
make that as applicable across the USDA system as
possible. Let's value it as much as possible,
and reduce the need for redundant paperwork from
one agency to another agency.

Let's 1like formally honor the work
that they're putting into their paperwork, by
giving it increased value. One stop shopping,
folks.

I think that there are a number of
initiatives that have rolled out recently that
have the potential to compete with each other
unintentionally. So let's also make sure that
these initiatives to increase organic acreage,
bring folks into the transitional world and

increase market access are harmonized from one
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agency to another.

So that again looks 1like some sort of
standardized paperwork, which I cannot believe
I'm saying out loud. Several months ago I was
like no, don't take MOSA's individual voice away.

(Audio interruption.) Sorry I didn't get to my
hydroponic comments.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: That's okay. I
have -- I have a quick question for you, but I'm
going to let everyone go first real quick. Oh,
Jerry, go ahead.

MEMBER D'AMORE: I'd love to hear your
hydroponic question.

MS. ADAMS: It's maybe not a question,

but a comment. MOSA does certify hydroponic
operations. We Dbelieve that we do so in
compliance with the standards. We also believe

that in this day and age, we need creative,
flexible solutions that bring as many people to
the organic table as possible.

We need all of the elements at the

table. We talk a lot about soil, what is soil
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without water, etcetera, etcetera. So one of the
ways for us to start really having full
conversations about how hydroponics can offer a
solution, they're not the answer to everything,
is to invite hydroponics formally, comfortably,
publicly to the organic table.

MEMBER D'AMORE: I'm glad I asked the
question. Thank you.

CHATR POWELL-PALM: I am too. A great
answer. So Kristen, I realize that it's late,
but I'm going to take advantage of the fact that
you're in candid mode. Does MOSA, when you say
harmonized documents, are you saying universal
OSP?

MS. ADAMS: Yes. Nate, thank you very
much. I dare to say yes. Harmonizing, either a

harmonized OSP or some form of 1like addendums

that work together, that just reduce
redundancies. It also probably looks like cross-
training and collaboration across agencies. So

it's not Jjust about the paperwork; it's about

understanding each of the silos and how they all

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

332

work together.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: So in the creation
of that universal 0OSP, do you think it should be
private companies building them and then pitching
them to the USDA, or do you think -- who do you
think should make this universal OSP and how do
you think it should be stewarded?

MS. ADAMS: Well, I have been recently
like honored enough to be in some conversations
that are talking about 1like full stakeholder
engagement. So one example is like ACA. There's
a couple of working groups about increasing
access to government funding, technology,
innovations in inspections, and those folks are
saying who else Dbesides ACA or accredited
certifiers needs to be part of this conversation?

So I think there's a number of
solutions. I don't have a magic answer for you.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: No, no. Yeah,
great starting point. Any other questions for
Kristen from the Board? Thank vyou, really

appreciate you. Next up we have Emily Musgrave,
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followed by Bradley McNeil and then we're closing

the day with James Riddle. Emily, the floor is

yours.

MS. MUSGRAVE: Great. Can you hear me
okay?

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: We can.

MS. MUSGRAVE: Great. Good afternoon.
My name 1s Emily Musgrave. I'm the organic
regulatory manager at Driscoll's. As always, I

would like to thank the NOSB for their tremendous
commitment by serving on the Board.

My comments focus on the continued
allowance of plastic mulch and covers, and I will
state that Driscoll supports the relisting of
elemental sulfur, liquid fish products, lime
sulfur and sulfurous acid on the National List as
well.

Additionally, I am a volunteer member
of the International Fresh Produce Association's
Organics Committee, and Driscoll supports the
comments made by IFPA. Driscoll supports the

continued listing of plastic mulch and covers on
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the National List, as they are an essential tool
for organic cultural control of weeds and
disease. There are numerous agronomic benefits
of plastic mulch including reducing nitrogen loss
from the beds, and limiting the amount of water
infiltration during extended rainy seasons.
During the cooler months, plastic
mulch also promotes plant growth and soil microbe
activity by keeping the soil warmer. The color
of the plastic mulch is also important. Darker
colored mulch allows for an earlier crop, because
increased microbial activity from warmer soil
temperatures helps convert more readily available
nutrients that the plants can uptake quicker.
Conversely, using white or silver
plastic mulch helps reduce the soil temperature
in the warmer summer months, when excess heat can
stunt or stress strawberry plants, also helping
to conserve water and moisture during hot
temperatures. Another benefit of plastic mulch
is that it keeps the berries and plants from

having direct contact with the soil, reducing
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fruit rot and other fungal pathogens, because the
fruit and leaves rest on a clean, dry surface of
the mulch rather than the moist soil surface.

Plastic mulch is currently not widely
recycled. However, Driscoll's 1is working on
recycling pilots in California and Baja that have
had some success. The widespread practice of
recycling plastic mulch throughout the industry
is years away.

But there is hope on the horizon.
There's 1increased interest and investment from
growers, shippers, some manufacturers and
distributors to make the recycling of plastic
mulch possible on a larger scale. NGOs and
foundations also want to solve this issue.

Because of these increasing pressures
from the organic industry, as well as consumers
to reduce plastics in the organic supply chain,
we anticipate industry coalitions will form to
develop solutions needed to drive the increased
adoption of plastic mulch recycling.

Driscoll's will continue to partner
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with leaders on this issue, to develop innovative
ways to accept push the recycling of plastic
mulch forward to  become an industry-wide
practice. In the meantime, the loss of plastic
mulch as a tool would be catastrophic for the
organic berry industry, and we urge the NOSB to
relist it.

Driscoll's thanks the National Organic
Standards Board for the opportunity to comment,
and their commitment to protecting the integrity
of the program.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Thank you for your
comments. Wood has a question for you.

MEMBER TURNER: Thanks, Emily. Why do
you think the -- why do you think it's years away
that we're going to be able to recover plastic
mulch? And we've been having this conversation
for as long as I can remember. I think I talked
about ag plastics 15 years ago at least, and it's
been long. I'm sure it's longer than that.

And so I Jjust can't -- if it's 15

years from now, that feels like that's too long.
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So I don't, I don't know where we are on this.
So I'm curious specifically for a big grower like
Driscoll's, you know, what is the impetus, what
is the role, what is the push that vyour
organization is really doing to kind of drive
this?

Talk to me more about the details of
where the Dbarriers are and sort of what's
actually happening. Is it dirty plastics? Is
that the issue? Is it something else? Like
what's going on?

MS. MUSGRAVE: Great question. So a
few things. So I said years, and actually really
much, much less. Like we're thinking less, you
said 15 vyears. When I've talked to our R&D
folks, it's maybe more like three to four years
to become widely for the recycling of plastic
mulch to be something industry-wide.

So the biggest -- even like two years
ago, the biggest reason we have talked to -- I
think Driscoll's talked to over 50 recycling

companies in the U.S., and this was like two and

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1716 14TH ST., N.W., STE 200
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009-4309 www.nealrgross.com



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

338

a half years ago, and they all would not take it,
would not take the plastic mulch simply because
it was too contaminated, right, with dirt and
soil.

So I think what is -- literally this
was about two years ago I think I commented to
the Board. It was like nobody is taking the --
there's like nobody is taking the plastic mulch
to recycle it because of the contamination. So
what I have literally seen in just the past two
years, recycling companies are now -—-

I think they're making it into 1like
low grade, like making twist ties or low grade
other things. They're somehow able with the
technology, things are coming through where they
are able to do something to recycle the plastic
mulch, even though it's still contaminated with
dirt and soil. So it's getting there. We're,
like I said, we're piloting with some processors
and recycling companies, and it was successful
this year.

They have recycled plastic mulch. I
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have heard from R&D folks, you know, we're making
progress 1in actually recycling some of the
plastic mulch used in strawberries in California
and Baja this year and last year that was not
getting recycled at all. Years before, those
went straight to the landfill, and now a
percentage with these partners 1s getting
recycled.

So I think Driscoll's, on our scale of
piloting, we just want to push that pilot program
upward, and then we're hoping -- well, when I
talked with our R&D folks they're wondering, you
know, with it industry-wide, if it can be not 15
years. We're talking about maybe, vyou know,
within the next three to five years could be
possibly, you know, more widespread recycling.

MEMBER TURNER: Thanks, great answer
Emily. ©Need your muscle, need you guys' muscle
on this big time.

MS. MUSGRAVE: We're on it.

CHAIR POWELL-PALM: Jerry has a

question for you, yeah.
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MEMBER D'AMORE: Yes. I'd like to
follow on what Wood Jjust started and concluded
for his topic, by sharing with you that I and
others on the Board have had a frustration with
the knowledge that no matter how hard we work, if
we were to get something done in the organic
world, what would we have accomplished?

We would have accomplished, you know,
getting rid of three percent of plastics. So my
question would be you as the organic person and
talking about your R&D, can we assume that where
you're going with all of that would have a
conventional component too? Because that would
be wonderful. It would be wonderful just to hear
that.

MS. MUSGRAVE: Absolutely. So I think

none of our -- nobody, I mean none of the
growers, conventional, organic, nobody wants to
be seeing plastic mulch going to the landfills.
So I absolutely think we will be trying this with
both organic and conventional growers, and if we

can get conventional plastic mulch being recycled
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too, I mean yeah, definitely the case. That's a
great question.

MEMBER D'AMORE: Thank you.

MS. MUSGRA