
September 30, 2020 
 
Ms. Michelle Arsenault 
Advisory Committee Specialist 
National Organic Standards Board  
USDA-AMS-NOP 
1400 Independence Ave. SW 
Room 2648-S Mail Stop 0268 
Washington, DC 20250-0268 
 
 
 
RE: Docket Number: AMS-NOP-20-0041; Notice of Meeting of the National Organic 
Standards Board 
 
 
Dear Ms. Arsenault, 
 
Opening paragraph identifying yourself and organic operation; how you currently manage pests; 
the importance of mating disruption to your organic production. State whether you use current 
materials at peril of being delisted by the NOSB (mating disruption; soap-based algicides/de-
mossers; insecticidal soap; vitamin D3 rodenticide; aquatic plant extracts; lignin sulfate; ozone; 
carnauba wax; sanitizers). 
 
The Pacific Northwest region is the epicenter for organic pome fruit production in the United 
States.  Over 18 million boxes of organic apples are now harvested from more than 28,500 acres 
in Washington state, amounting to over 90 percent of the fresh organic apple crop in the United 
States. There is also a significant volume of organic pears and cherries grown in our region, with 
more than 6,200 acres planted across the Pacific Northwest. 
 
I am deeply concerned with the NOSB’s consideration of de-listing of list-4 inert ingredients 
critical to the proper functioning of pheromone mating disruption dispensers. Loss of mating 
disruption as a principal control tactic for control of the codling moth would be catastrophic to 
the organic tree fruit industry here in the Pacific Northwest and in every apple and pear 
producing state in the U.S.A.  
 
The codling moth is the number one pest of apple and pear everywhere these fruits are grown in 
the world. Without mating disruption, organic apple and pear production becomes far less viable, 
and will result in serious declines in organic pome fruit production. Along with codling moth 
there are a variety of other pests that we use the pheromone dispensers to help us control. We 
also use these dispensers as a gauge to tell us when it is time to apply a material to control a 
problem pest. Thus, keeping the List 4 inerts on the National List until you have a verified 
alternative strategy voted on is so critically import to all of us organic farmers that rely on this in 
our day-to-day organic farming operations. 
 



It is incumbent upon the NOSB to understand the potential impacts of their decisions. Has the 
board been in contact with pheromone dispenser suppliers to know whether pheromone 
dispensers will be viable without list-4 inerts as dispenser components? Does the board 
understand how loss of effective mating disruption will impact organic pome fruit production? If 
the NOSB knew that this decision could lead to the loss of 50% of organic pome fruit production 
within the next 5 years, and even steeper decline in years 5-10, would they continue down this 
road? 
 
Discuss concern with loss of any other material mentioned at the end of the 1st paragraph, above. 
Suggestions, below: 
 
I would also like to stress my utmost concern regarding the Sanitizer Panel is going to happen 
outside the normal process of the NOSB meetings platform. There is truly no reason to move 
these materials into a process that is outside of the normal Sunset Review process. Each of these 
sanitizers/disinfectants are used in a variety of ways and at different stages of our farming 
operation. It is our duty as producers to implement the Food Safety Modernization Act (FSMA). 
Sanitizers are critical tools in meeting these obligations, and to do so in a way that ensures we 
are managing against development of microbial resistance, both on our farms and in the packing 
houses that we send our fruit to. 
 
Thank the board for considering your concerns; sign the letter; you can upload your own letter at 
the following url: 
 
https://beta.regulations.gov/commenton/AMS-NOP-20-0041-0001 
 
Or get the letter to Dave Epstein at the NHC prior to Oct 1. He’ll submit it for you. 
 
 


