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PETITION FOR REMOVAL OF YEAST (NONSYNTHETIC)
(AUTOLYSATE, BAKERS, BREWERS, NUTRITIONAL AND SMOKED)
FROM SECTION 205.605(a) OF THE NATIONAL LIST
AND INCLUSION OF YEAST (NONSYNTHETIC)
(AUTOLYSATE, BAKERS, BREWERS, NUTRITIONAL AND SMOKED)
IN SECTION 205.606,

AS “NONORGANICALLY PRODUCED AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
ALLOWED AS INGREDIENTS

IN OR ON PROCESSED PRODUCTS LABELED AS ‘ORGANIC*”

ITEM A

As stated in the title above, this petition is to add yeast (nonsynthetic) (autolysate, bakers, brewers, nutritional,
and smoked) to the National List, Section 205.606, as “nonorganically produced agricultural products allowed
as ingredients in or on processed products labeled as ‘organic.’”

ITEM B
1. Substance’s common name. Autolysate, bakers, brewers, nutritional and smoked yeast.
2. Manufacturer’s name, address and telephone number. Numerous manufacturers.
3. Intended or current use of substance. Agricultural ingredient.
4, List of handling activities for which substance will be used. Food processing.
5. Source of the substance and a detailed description of its manufacturing or processing

procedures from the basic components to the final product.

Production methods for yeast are widely known and explained in standard reference works. Yeast is
already listed on the National List under Section 205.605(a) as a nonsynthetic nonagricultural
(nonorganic) substance. TAP reviews were conducted in 1995 for each of the five types of yeast.



10.

11.

12.

Summary of any available previous reviews by State or private certification
programs or other organizations of the petitioned substance.
Not applicable. Yeast is already listed on Section 205.605(a). TAP reviews are in place.

Information regarding EPA, FDA, and State regulatory authority registrations,
including registration numbers.

FDA lists the following registration numbers for yeast.
Yeast, autolysate, 977046-75-5

Yeast Extract, autolyzed, 977082-78-2

Yeast — Malt Sprout Extract, 977011-55-4

Yeasts, 977030-39-0

Yeasts, Dried, 977009-36-1

Chemical Abstract Service (CAS) numbers. Yeasts do not have CAS numbers. The

Numbers shown in #7 above are the FDA’s numerical codes in lieu of CAS numbers.

Physical properties and chemical mode of action. Not applicable for this petition.

Yeast is used in food processing.

Safety information. Not applicable for this petition. Yeast is already on National List.

Research information. Not applicable for this petition. Yeast is already on National

List.

Petition justification statement. (Items of information in NOSB “Recommendation for the
Establishment of Commercial Availability Criteria,” April 20, 2006.)

Why conventional yeast should be permitted in organic products. Yeast is a very necessary
ingredient in the production of many types of foods. This is why yeast was one of the first
ingredients to be proposed for the National List following the enactment of the Organic Foods
Production Act of 1990 (OFPA). At the time the National List was first developed, yeast was placed
on the National List as a “nonagricultural substance.” This was an error in classifying yeast, because
at the time the NOSB did not recognize that under OFPA yeast would qualify as an “agricultural
product.”

At the present time most manufacturers of foods requiring yeast use conventional yeast since it is
listed on Section 205.605(a). Because yeast is carried on the National List as a “nonagricultural
substance,” organic yeast is not recognized as an “organic” ingredient because yeast is not classified
as an “agricultural product” that is eligible to be organic. This has prevented the yeast industry from
producing and marketing organic yeast.

Current industry information on the supply of organic yeast is not available. The yeast industry
believes it could make organic yeast commercially available to meet the needs of many but not all
manufacturers. When organic yeast is commercially available, then under Section 205.301(b),
manufacturers should be required to use it in their products labeled “organic.” It is important to note
that because yeast has not been classified as an “agricultural product,” the yeast industry has not yet
had the opportunity to supply organic yeast to the full potential market of food manufacturers. Thus
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it has no hard information on the size of this market and the industry’s ability to provide organic
yeast to this market on a consistent basis.

Aim of this petition. This petition is to retain yeast on the National List, while reclassifying yeast
from a “nonagricultural substance” under Section 205.605(a) to an “agricultural product” under
Section 205.606.  After this reclassification of conventional yeast on the National List as an
“agricultural product,” manufacturers would continue to be able to use conventional yeast, but only
if organic yeast was not commercially available.

Please refer to the extensive letter accompanying this petition for full and detailed information in
support of this petition.

13. Commercial Confidential Information Statement. Not applicable for this petition.

Completed and attached:
Forms for “Evaluation Criteria for Substances Added to the National List”
¢ Category 1. Adverse impacts on humans or the environment? (one page)
¢ Category 2. Is the substance essential for organic production? (one page)
¢ Category 3. Is the substance compatible with organic production practices? (one page)



EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR SUBSTANCES ADDED TO THE NATIONAL LIST

Category 1. Adverse impacts on humans or the environment?  Substance Yeast

, Question Yes | No N ' Dacumentation

a i : ] ; (TAP; petition; regulatory agenc
1. Are there adverse effects on Yeast
environment from manufacture, use, or Not
disposal? Synthetic
[§205.600 b.2]
2. Is there environmental contamination X TAP —reviews for all 5 types of yeast
during manufacture, use, misuse, or
disposal? [§6518 m.3]

3. Is the substance harmful to the X TAP —reviews for all 5 types of yeast
environment?

[§6517c(1)(A)({); 6517(c)(2)(A) i]

4. Does the substance contain List 1, 2, Not used in
or 3 inerts? production
[§6517 c (1)(B)(ii); 205.601(m) 2]
5. Is there potential for detrimental X TAP —reviews for all 5 types of yeast
chemical interaction with other
materials used?

[§6518 m.1]

6. Are there adverse biological and Food
chemical interactions in agro- ingredient
ecosystem? [§6518 m.5] .
7. Are there detrimental physiological Food
effects on soil organisms, crops, or ingredient
livestock? [§6518 m.5]
8. Is there a toxic or other adverse X TAP —reviews for all 5 types of yeast
action of the material or its breakdown
products?

[§6518 m.2]

9. Is there undesirable persistence or X TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast
concentration of the material or
breakdown products in environment?
[§6518 m.2]

10. Is there any harmful effect on X TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast
human health?

[§6517 c (1)(A)(i); 6517 ¢ (2)(A) i;
§6518 m.4]

11. Is there an adverse effect on human Not
health as defined by applicable Federal synthetic
regulations? [205.600 b.3]
12. Is the substance GRAS when used X Dried yeasts and dried torula yeast,21 CFR § 172.896
according to FDA’s good Bakers yeast glycan, 21 CFR § 172.898
manufacturing practices? [§205.600 Bakers yeast protein, 21 CFR § 172.325

b.5] Bakers yeast extract. 21 CFR § 184.1983

13. Does the substance contain residues Not

of heavy metals or other contaminants synthetic
in excess of FDA tolerances? {§205.600
b.5]

jothen). .

'If the substance under review is for crops or livestock production, all of the questions from 205.600 (b) are N/A—not applicable.



Category 2. Is the Substance Essential for Organic Production?

Substance

Yeast

Question

ai¥fes

. No «

N/AL -

. Dooumenlauon 4
(T AP petition; re ulalo” fagency; other)

1. Is the substance formulated or
manufactured by a chemical process?
[6502 (21)]

NOSB found all 5 types of yeast to be non—synthetlc
(See NOSB minutes, Oct. 31-Nov. 4, 1995, p. 13.) They are
listed in Sec. 205.605(a) as nonsynthetic.

2. Is the substance formulated or
manufactured by a process that
chemically changes a substance
extracted from naturally occurring
plant, animal, or mineral, sources?
[6502 (21)]

Same

3. Is the substance created by
naturally occurring biological
processes? [6502 (21)]

Same

4, Is there a natural source of the
substance? [§205.600 b.1]

Not
synthetic

S. Is there an organic substitute?
[§205.600 b.1]

Not
synthetic

6. Is the substance essential for
handling of organically produced
agricultural products? [§205.600 b.6]

Not
synthetic

7. Is there a wholly natural substitute
product?

[§6517 ¢ (N(A)D]

While organic yeast is available for some uses, market remains
to be developed.

8. Is the substance used in handling,
not synthetic, but not organically
produced?

[§6517 ¢ (1)(B)(iii)]

This
provision
was stricken
from OFPA.

9. Is there any alternative substance?
[§6518 m.6]

TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast

10. Is there another practice that
would make the substance
unnecessary? [§6518 m.6]

TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast

'If the substance under review is for crops or livestock production, all of the questions from 205.600 (b) are N/A—not applicable.




Category 3. Is the substance compatible with organic production practices?

Substance Yeast

Question. Yes. | No N/A!
' 1. Is the substance corhpatibie with Not
organic handling? [§205.600 b.2] synthetic
2. Is the substance consistent with X TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast

organic farming and handling?
[§6517 ¢ (1)(A)(ii); 6517 ¢

@)AXD]

3. Is the substance compatible witha | X TAP-reviews for all 5 types of yeast
system of sustainable agriculture?

[§6518 m.7]

4. Ts the nutritional quality of the food | Not
maintained with the substance? synthetic
[§205.600 b.3]

5. Is the primary use as a Not
preservative? [§205.600 b.4] synthetic
6. Is the primary use to recreate or Not
improve flavors, colors, textures, or synthetic

nutritive values lost in processing
(except when required by law, e.g.,
vitamin D in milk)? [205.600 b.4]

7. Is the substance used in Not used in
production, and does it contain an production
active synthetic ingredient in the
following categories:

a. copper and sulfur compounds;

b. toxins derived from bacteria; Same

c. pheromones, soaps, horticultural Same
oils, fish emulsions, treated seed,
vitamins and minerals?

d. livestock parasiticides and Same
medicines?
e. production aids including netting, Same

tree wraps and seals, insect traps,
sticky barriers, row covers, and
equipment cleaners?

'If the substance under review is for crops or livestock production, all of the questions from 205.600 (b) are N/A—not applicable.
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August 4, 2006

Ms. Valerie Frances

Executive Director

National Organic Standards Board
Room 4008-South

Stop 0268, Room 4008-S

1400 Independence Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20250-0268

Re: National List Petition (Enclosed) for Removal of Yeast
(Autolysate, Bakers, Brewers, Nutritional and Smoked)
From Section 205.605(a) and Inclusion on Section 205.606,

“Nonorganically Produced Agricultural Products Allowed

As Ingredients In or On Processed Products Labeled as Organic”

Dear Ms. Frances:

Accompanying this letter is a National List petition submitted by Marroquin International
Organic Commodities Services, Inc., to list yeast (autolysate, bakers, brewers, nutritional and
smoked) under Section 205.606.

The aim of this petition is simple. Yeast is currently on the National List under Section
205.605(a) as a nonsynthetic nonagricultural (nonorganic) substance. Since yeast is already on the
National List, this petition is not to place yeast on the National List. This petition is intended to
retain yeast on the National List, but remove it from its present listing under Section 205.605(a) as a
“nonagricultural substance” and list yeast under Section 205.606 as an ““agricultural product.”

The Harvey v. Johanns decision has required that nonorganic agricultural products used in
organic processed products must now be individually listed on the National List. As a result, the
Board has recently received numerous petitions to add nonorganic agricultural products as new
materials on the National List. Our petition is different from these other petitions because yeastis an
existing material on the National List. It has already had TAP reviews. In November 2005 the
Board made a “sunset” recommendation to retain yeast on the National List. Thus our petition does
not call for any new technical information on yeast.

The only issue in our petition is the legal question of whether yeast is an “agricultural
product” under the Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 (OFPA). It is our position that yeast, a
microorganism, qualifies as an “agricultural product.” Thus if the National List regulations continue
to categorize yeast as a “nonagricultural substance,” this is not consistent with OFPA. The listing of

» 303 potrero st. #18, santa cruz ca 95060-2781 « ph: 831-423-3442 « fax: 831-423-3432 «
info@marroquin-organics.com
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yeast as a “nonagricultural substance” in the National List regulations was an oversight that now
needs to be corrected by an amendment to the National List regulations.

If as a result of this petition the Board recommends amending the National List by
transferring yeast within the National List from the category of a “nonagricultural substance” under
Section 205.605(a) to an “agricultural product” under Section 205.606, manufacturers who rely on
conventional yeast will still be able to use it, unless organic yeast is “commercially available in
organic form.” To be “commercially available,” organic yeast will need to be “in an appropriate
form, quality, or quantity,” as determined by the manufacturer’s certifying agent.'

At this point we do not know to what extent organic yeast will be “commercially available”
for the organic food industry, because to date yeast has not been recognized as an “agricultural
product.” This has prevented organic yeast from being adopted by most manufacturers, so we do not
yet know what supply and demand there will be for organic yeast once this barrier is removed.

This letter will now discuss:
*  Why Yeast Qualifies as an “Agricultural Product” under OFPA
*  Why the Board’s Prior View of Mushrooms as Livestock Would Apply to Yeast as Well

*  Why This Petition Is Necessary to Enable Yeast to Become
A Normal Organic Ingredient in Processed Foods

*  Why the Board Does Not Need to Address and Resolve
Organic Yeast Compliance Questions Before It Acts on This Petition

*  Why the Definition of “Nonagricultural Substance”
In the NOP Regulations Does Not Apply to Yeast

Why Yeast Qualifies as an “Agricultural Product” under the Organic Foods Production Act

OFPA defines “livestock™ as “any cattle, sheep, goats, swine, poultry, equine animals used
for food or in the production of food, fish used for food, wild or domesticated game, or other
nonplant life.” 7 USC § 6502 (11). Since yeast is a fungus and science considers fungi to be outside
the plant kingdom, yeast is a form of “nonplant life.” Therefore, yeast falls within the OFPA
definition of “livestock.” Since yeast qualifies as “livestock,” OFPA makes yeast an “agricultural
product.” OFPA defines an “agricultural product” as “any agricultural commodity or product,
whether raw or processed, including any commodity or product derived from livestock, that is
marketed in the United States for human or livestock consumption.” 7 USC § 6502(1).

This is the first time our company has submitted a formal National List petition requesting
this change. However, Board members are already familiar with our legal position that yeast is an

! Definition of “commercially available” in National Organic Program regulations, 7 CFR § 205.2.
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“agricultural product.” On March 31, 2006, our counsel, Richard Siegel, first presented our legal
position to the Board in a detailed memorandum to Kevin O’Rell, Chair of the Board. I then traveled
to State College, Pennsylvania, to present my public comment before the Board on April 19, 2006.

At the April 19 public comment session we were most encouraged by the positive reception
that several Board members gave to our request. (See Transcript, April 19, 2006, pp. 120-130.) Itis
notable that during the discussion, no Board member spoke to disagree with our basic position that
under the definitions in OFPA, yeast would qualify as an “agricultural product.”

The following day, at the conclusion of the Board meeting, Julie Weisman, Chair of the
Handling Committee, confirmed that the committee was ‘“entertaining this approach.” She
announced that the Handling Committee would lead a working group consisting of the members of
the Handling and Materials Committees to consider our yeast proposal and develop a
recommendation for the Board prior to the next meeting, which will be held in October. (Transcript,
April 20, 2006, pp. 201-204.)

Therefore, we are filing this petition in parallel with the work that the Handling and Materials
Committees are already doing on this question in advance of the October meeting.

Why the Board’s Prior View of Mushrooms as Livestock Would Apply to Yeast as Well

Yeast is a living organism grown on a substrate that provides the yeast with the nutrients
necessary for its growth. Mushrooms likewise are fungi that are grown by feeding. The key
difference between fungi, such as mushrooms and yeast, and conventional livestock is that the food
for fungi is not provided from a distance. Instead the fungi live and grow in and on a substrate that
provides them with their food.

When the Board and the National Organic Program (NOP) first developed organic standards,
they readily accepted the mushroom as an agricultural product eligible for organic certification. At
its meeting in October 2001 the Board adopted proposed standards for organic mushroom
production. These standards include provisions, subsections (c) and (d), that expressly regulate the
materials used in the substrate.

During the Board’s discussion, it was noted that because mushrooms derived their food from
a substrate, this made mushrooms “akin to livestock” rather than plants. “Growing plants is very
different from growing mushrooms,” Dr. Eric Sideman, the scientist representative on the Board at
that time, explained to the Board.

Dr. Sideman went on to state:

Mushrooms are much more akin to livestock and they’re actually using
the substrate as a food source, as livestock use their food. And that food
has to be organic and...the medium and the substrate that the
mushrooms are growing on needs to be organic...

(Transcript, October 16, 2001, p. 64.)



Letter to Valerie Frances
August 4, 2006
Page 4

The next day, as the Board prepared to vote on the mushroom standards, Board member
Rosalie Koenig said she agreed with Dr. Sideman. She remarked, “Eric has convinced me a lot on
my thinking on mushrooms. I think I was approaching it more from looking at it as a plant
originally, even though I studied mycology.” (Transcript, October 17, 2001, p. 125.)

Turning from mushrooms to yeast, the same principle applies. Yeast is another fungus
grown on a substrate. The only difference is that historically the Board took yeast on a different path
from mushrooms. While the Board saw mushrooms from the start as an “agricultural product”
eligible for organic certification, it saw yeast primarily as a candidate for the National List, since
many organic products would require yeast and at the time there was no yeast being organically
produced.

When it first designated yeast for the National List, the Board chose to list yeast as a
“nonsynthetic” but “nonagricultural substance” instead of an “agricultural product.” We have
found in our research that in 1993 a Board member concluded that yeast should go on the National
List as one of the “non-synthetic materials that cannot be produced organically (gases, yeast,
cultures, etc.).“? This is when yeast first became “pigeon-holed” as a “nonagricultural substance.”
There was evidently no thought given at that time to whether yeast might be an “agricultural
product” under OFPA. In May 2003 the Board missed another opportunity to analyze the legal
status of yeast when it recommended listing “any food grade bacteria, fungi and other
microorganisms” under Section 205.605(a).>

This is a misclassification that can now be corrected in response to this petition. Whether or
not one believes that yeast can be produced organically, this is not the issue that the Board needs to
decide. There is simply an inconsistency because the National List regulations do not conform to
OFPA. OFPA includes yeast as an “agricultural product,” and the National List identifies yeast as a
“nonagricultural substance.” To make the regulations conform to OFPA, yeast properly belongs
under Section 205.606 of the National List as an “agricultural product.”

Why This Petition Is Necessary to Enable Yeast to Become
A Normal Organic Ingredient in Processed Foods

The misclassification of yeast on the National List as a “nonagricultural substance” hashad a
crippling effect on the adoption of organically produced yeast as a normal ingredient in organic
processed food products.

% Report to Board by Dr. Richard Theuer on behalf of the Processing, Handling and Labeling
Committee, at Board meeting in Fargo, Arkansas, September 28, 1993.

> The NOP has not yet accepted this recommendation. According to the NOP’s Petitioned
Substances Database on the NOP website, after the Board made this recommendation in May 2003,
the NOP returned it to the Board for further documentation, and the database does not indicate that
the Board has provided it.
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Yeast that is grown on an organic grain substrate and handled according to organic
requirements has been available to meet the organic ingredient needs of many if not all organic
manufacturers. Organic yeast avoids the chemicals that are used in the production of conventional
yeast: ammonia (NH?), sulfuric acid, caustic soda lye, synthetic vitamins and a synthetic anti-
foaming agent. While the wastewater from conventional yeast production must be treated before
disposal to avoid pollution, wastewater from organic yeast production is a raw material available for
further production.

In 1980 a German manufacturer, Agrano GmbH & Co. KG, in Riegel am Kaiserstuhl, a small
town near Freiburg, Germany, began its pioneering work to develop an organic production method
for yeast because of the view held in Europe that the various chemicals used in cultivating yeast
microorganisms in conventional yeast production were not compatible with organic farming or food
processing. In 1995 Agrano began commercial marketing of its Bioreal® organically produced
yeast. Our firm began importing Bioreal® in 2002.

However, while the NOP regulations, in Section 205.301(b), require organic food
manufacturers to use other commercially available organically produced ingredients in products
labeled “organic,” the National List portion of the NOP regulations create an unintended loophole
under which manufacturers of organic products are not required to use organic yeast. Manufacturers
are free to choose conventional yeast for their “organic” products, and they do, because conventional
yeast is less expensive.

The reason for this loophole is that organic yeast is not recognized as an “organic”
ingredient. This is because only an “agricultural product” is considered eligible to be certified as
“organic.” Keeping yeast classified as a “nonagricultural substance” keeps the loophole open and
permits manufacturers to avoid using organic yeast. On the other hand, if yeast were listed on the
National List as an “agricultural product” in Section 205.606, then manufacturers would be required
in general to use organic yeast, and the listing of conventional yeast on the National List would mean
that they could use conventional yeast, but only as a fallback when organic yeast would not be
“commercially available in organic form.”

Today a manufacturer desiring to use Bioreal® yeast can buy it from us. It is an organic
product certified by Oregon Tilth. Certain soups, for example, require a higher than average
percentage of yeast. Using Bioreal® as an organic ingredient enables the soup manufacturer to
count this toward the minimum 95 percent level for organic ingredients.

However, in the case of the vast majority of organic food products, the manufacturers do not
see organic yeast as an ingredient they can use to help them reach the 95 percent level. These
products use yeast only in small amounts that fit within the remaining five percent of ingredient
content that does not have to be organic. For yeast within the remaining five percent, the NOP does
not compel those manufacturers to use organic yeast. They are allowed to use conventional yeast
because it is on the National List and because the NOP does not officially recognize organic yeast as
an organic ingredient. Because conventional yeast is listed on the National List under Section
205.605(a) instead of Section 205.606, manufacturers may use conventional yeast freely in the
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remaining five percent, without first proving to their certifier that organic yeast is “not commercially
available.”

In a letter dated February 11, 2004, the NOP Program Manager, Richard Mathews, confirmed
that until yeast is reclassified as an “agricultural product,” “handlers are not required to source
organic yeast” and “a petition is required to remove yeast from Section 205.605 and to seek yeast’s
reclassification as an agricultural product.”

Why the Board Does Not Need to Address and Resolve
Organic Yeast Compliance Questions Before It Acts on This Petition

At the conclusion of the Board meeting on April 20, when Ms. Weisman announced plans for
a working group of the Handling and Materials Committees, she indicated that the working group
might be discussing more than just our position that yeast is an “agricultural product.” She said the
working group would also examine how organically produced yeast would literally comply with the
NOP organic livestock standards, in Sections 205.236 — 239. She mentioned two standards in
particular, (1) access to outdoors and pasture, and (2) organic feed. (Transcript, p. 203.)

Our petition presents just one direct question for the Board, whether conventional yeast
should be reclassified on the National List as an “agricultural product.” Our petition is a National
List petition, so it applies to conventional yeast, not organic yeast. I hope this distinction will be
clear to the Board.

In other words, while these questions about how yeast would meet organic livestock
standards are certainly interesting and potentially significant in the certification process, they are not
relevant to the petition at hand. The Board does not need to resolve any question about organic
compliance in order to approve our petition. All that the Board needs to determine is whether
conventional yeast on the National List is an “agricultural product” and therefore should be listed
under Section 205.606 instead of Section 205.605(a).

Questions about yeast complying with the organic livestock standards will arise when an
organic yeast producer actually applies to an Accredited Certifying Agent for certification under the
livestock production standards. Then it will be the certifying agent’s role to determine whether yeast
production will meet those standards. We would be happy to engage in further dialogue with the
Board on these questions, but for purposes of having our petition acted on at the October 2006
meeting, we hope these questions on organic compliance will not distract the Board from directly
considering our simple petition to amend the National List.

Why the Definition of “Nonagricultural Substance”
In the NOP Regulations Does Not Apply to Yeast

Ms. Weisman, in her remarks at the April 20 Board meeting, further observed that the NOP
regulations, Section 205.2, contain a definition of “nonagricultural substance” that identifies “a
mineral or a bacterial culture” as examples of a “nonagricultural substance.”
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In case this comes up in the Board’s discussion, we would like to explain that this definition
making a “bacterial culture” a “nonagricultural substance™ has nothing to do with yeast. While yeast
is a microorganism, yeast is not a “bacterial culture.” This is an important distinction.

The current systems of biological classification make a strong differentiation between
bacteria, on the one hand, and fungi, such as yeast, on the other. Bacteria are prokaryotes, meaning
that they do not have either a nucleus or an internal membrane-bounded structure. Fungi are
eukaryotes, meaning that they have both a nucleus and a membrane-bounded structure. Biologists
regard this as a “profound distinction.” Therefore, when one speaks of a “bacterial culture,” this
refers to a type of microorganism that is separate and distinct from fungi such as yeast.

Therefore, the Board does not have to review the policy in the existing NOP regulations that
“bacterial cultures” are “nonagricultural” before it acts on our petition concerning yeast. Our
concern is that if the Board were to widen its discussion at this time to deal with “bacterial cultures,”
this might prevent the Board from acting promptly on our pending petition for yeast, which can and
should stand alone.

* * * * * * *

In closing, Marroquin International Organic Commodities Services appreciates the support
and assistance of the Board and looks forward to having this petition considered at the next meeting
of the Board. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely yours,

Marroguin International Organic
Copimodities Services, Inc.

)Vﬂm%
ace oquin, President

Enclosure
cc: Members of National Organic Standards Bogrd

* See “Classification, Biological,” McGraw-Hill Encyclopedia of Science and Technology, 9" ed.,
2002, Vol. 4, p. 219.



