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In response to NOP’s call for public comments regarding Standards development, I am writing to

ask NOP to enact without further delay the National Organic Standards Board (NOSB)’s April
2018 recommendation to Eliminate Incentive To Convert Native Ecosystems to Organic
Production. Specifically, I urge you to adopt the following new language submitted by NOSB:

Under Section 205.2 Terms Defined, add:

“Native Ecosystems definition: Native ecosystems can be recognized in the field as retaining
both dominant and characteristic plant species as described by established classifications of
natural vegetation. These will tend to be on lands that have not been previously cultivated,
cleared, drained or otherwise irrevocably altered. However, they could include areas that
have recovered expected plant species and structure.”

Under Section 205.200 Generaladd the following language:
“(a) A site supporting a native ecosystem cannot be certified for organic production as
provided for under this regulation for a period of 10 years from the date of conversion.”

I also urge NOP to adopt guidance language to clarify that this new provision does not apply to
wild harvested products gathered from native ecosystem without converting the ecosystem, and
that such projects which may be marketed as organic provided that the harvest con iies with
Section 205.207 Wild Crop Harvesting of the National Organic Standards.
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In addition, I provide consulting to several sustair 1

including analysis of emerging research findings in support of policy advocacy at the federal
level. Two emerging policy priorities are: (1) to establish a Department-wide recognition that
the organic method, as codified in the NOP Standards is a climate-friendly, soil-enhancing,
conservation agricultural system that merits a key role in the USDA’s Climate Smart Agriculture
and Forestry strategy and programs; and (2) to greatly expand USDA investment in organic
agricultural research and conservation technical and financial assistance for organic farmers.



As the climate crisis unfolds, farmers in our region struggle to maintain yields in the face of
increasing weather volatility, including extreme rainfalls and storms, flash droughts, and
abnormally warm winters followed by sudden spring freezes. Many seek practical information and
technical assistance on how to make their operations more resilient to climate disruption, and how
to improve soil organic carbon (SOC) sequestration and mitigate greenhouse gas (GHG)

emissions, thereby becoming part of the climate solution.
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First, while conversion of depleted cropland to best organic practices can sequester 500 b ,0C
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result in a loss of 2,000 lb or more of SOC and biomass C per acre-year for at least several ears.
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frame of “market niche” and not the broader perspective of “resource conserving system.”

Second, in addition to sequestering carbon, native ecosystems provide a wide range of other

ecosystems services to farms and surrounding communities. Forests, prairies, and other natural
areas mitigate local microclimate and contribute to climate resilience; protect and improve water
and air quality; build the functional diversity of the landscape by providing habitat for wile. 2,
pollinators, natural enemies of insect pests, and other beneficial organisms; and improve ¢ lity
of life through aesthetic and recreational value. It is for these reasons that NOP standards re.
organic producers to protect natural resources including woodlands, wetlands, and wildlife, a

to enhance biodiversity. Thus, the existing incentive to convert native ecosystems to organic
production constitutes a violation of the spirit and letter of the NOP standards themselves.



Third, organic food customers expect their purchases to support environmental stewardship, an
expectation that increasingly includes carbon sequestration and GHG mitigation as the climate
crisis unfolds. Therefore, NOP must protect the integrity of the USDA Organic la” >l by eliminating
the incentive to destroy native habitat for organic production.

Finally, when some producers are allowed to market products harvested from 1ewly converted
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this can be clarified with a brief Guidance document.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Mark Schonbeck
Consultant in Sustainable Agriculture



