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Washington, DC 20250

Re: Docket Number AMS-TM-06-0198; TM-05-14
Dear Mr. Matthews:

The Accredited Certifiers Association (ACA), reprring 41 USDA accredited certifying
agencies, is providing the following comments relgag the Proposed Access to Pasture Rule.

The ACA would like to thank the National Organi@Bram for the publication of this proposed
rule. We appreciate the effort expended on thegdahte Program to publish this rule. We hope
the review of public comments will be expedited arfinal Rule published soon. ACA requests
that while NOP is analyzing public comments, retiingflanguage, and following through the
legislative process to produce a Final Rule, thatNational Organic Program continues
vigorous enforcement of the current Rule.

The ACA is providing the following general commentge have also supplied our suggested
language revisions, including the addition of sal’aew definitions, at the end of this document.

1. Many of our recommended language revisions aredoas®ur belief that the Proposed Rule
contains excessively prescriptive regulations ilitresult in additional burdensome
paperwork requirements for both producers andfaation agencies. This proposed rule
does not follow our current rule in its relianceand reference to the Organic System Plan.
The Organic System Plan must be agreed upon bgettiier and the producer and forms
the basis of the operation management and verditaf the management. The organic
system plan defines how a producer will comply wiité regulations, and along with well-
trained certifiers, can ensure best practices @r@aed no matter the geographic location
and the unique idiosyncrasies of each individuarapon. The NOP should return to an
Organic System Plan as the basis of the natiotaknd forego this prescriptive type of rule.

USDA-accredited certifying agents working together to ensure the integrity of
organic certification in the United States



Accredited Certifiers Association Comments
Docket Number AMS-TM-06-0198; TM-05-14

In addition, the inclusion in the Proposed Rul@etailed calculation requirements for dry
matter intake does not recognize that there maseberal methods of calculation that will
arrive at the same outcome. Producers should h@isdpvith guidance and resources for
assistance with the calculation, but the informmagbould not be contained in the Final Rule.

. The ACA also believes that the revisions containeitie Access to Pasture Proposed Rule
pertaining to §205.236 Origin of Livestock mustdmeitted from a Final Access to Pasture
Rule. The proposed two-track system is discriminyaémd there needs to be a more careful
consideration of issues related to source andsstdtreplacement livestock. We request that
the provisions of the current rule remain in plad& urge the NOP to work diligently to
publish a proposed rule on Origin of Livestock asrsas possible that will clearly prohibit
the continuous transition of conventional animalslairy replacements. ACA is willing to
assist the NOP by providing suggested languagenjerovement of §205.236.

. The ACA does not support the requirement of comtirs year-round management on
pasture for ruminants. This requirement would resutlamage to soil and water quality and
is detrimental to the health of livestock, duehte variation in weather conditions. We very
strongly support the requirement that ruminantsmbeaged on pasture during tir@zing
season (we have provided a definition gfazing season in our detailed comments), and have
also identified allowances for temporary confinemen

. The ACA believes that as written the Proposed Rueld eliminate the production of grain-
fed organic beef. We believe that there must ballawance for this type of production;
indeed it is currently being done by many orgaiviedtock producers. We believe an
exemption from the 30% DMI requirement during timeshing period, not to exceed 120
days, should be permitted.

. The ACA welcomes the clarification in §205.237 l(a)estock Feed regarding the
requirement that all agricultural ingredients icls@additives and supplements must be
produced and handled organically.

ACA requests an implementation time frame&fionths from the publication date of the
Final Rule. The extended implementation time iseseary since accredited certifying agents
will be required to revise their quality systemluding organic system plans, inspector
forms, and review and evaluation documentation.elimil also be necessary to provide
producers with information on the requirements, enidnplement the requirements through
the various certification cycles of producers.

Again, thank you for the publication of this propdsule and the opportunity to provide our
comments.

Sincerely,
{)O:hur_m_ﬂau

Patricia Kane
Coordinator
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The following are ACA’s specific recommendations ffevision of the Proposed Pasture Rule.
Underlinedtext is recommended addition to Proposed Ruléke®tuttext is recommended for
removal from Proposed Rule.

§205.2 Termsdefined.

ACA recommends several revisions of existing débns and the inclusion of additional
definitions that we believe will provide clarifieah for various rule sections.

ACA recommends inclusion of a definition fGtass of animal. The termclass of animal is used
in the rule, and our definition provides claritgeeding what “class” refers to.

Class of animal. The segment of a herd or flock of livestock tharsk a similar stage of
life or production. As examples, for dairy animalalves, youngstock, lactating animals,
dry stock; for slaughter stock: calves, youngstattickers, finishing stock; for poultry:
chicks, pullets, broilers, layers.

ACA recommends thabd be deleted from th€rop definition. We believe that this will lead to
the certification of organic sod for use in lawAs.long agpastureis included in the Crop
definition the intent is covered.

Crop. Pastures;sed@over crops, green manure crops, catch cropsamayglant or part of a
plant intended to be marketed as an agricultuiayet, fed to livestock, or used in the field
to manage nutrients and soil fertility.

ACA recommends the inclusion of definitions f@ry matter demand andDry matter intake.

Dry matter demand. The expected dry matter intake for a class ahahi

Dry matter intake. Total pounds of all feed, devoid of all moistuzensumed by a class of
animals in a 24 hour period.

ACA recommends the revision of §205.239 Livestookrlg Conditions, which eliminates the
termsDry lot andFeedlot, thus the definitions are no longer required.

ACA recommends deleting the definition®fowing Season and the inclusion of a definition of
Grazing Season as it can be better defined to take into accountellity of grazing seasons in
different areas. Because of the vast differencesinmatic conditions across livestock production
areas, the growing season can not merely be definéabt and first frosts. The proposed
definition does not account for areas, such asaritbt climates, where part of the time period
between frosts is actually a time of limited orgrowth which is not suitable for grazing, or
areas that experience intense periods of rairatieatinsuitable for grazing because of likely
damage to pasture stands and soil and water qualgysuggest that wherever the word
“growing” is used in the proposed rule, that thedvigrazing” be substituted.
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Grazing Season. The grazing season is when standing forage thaides nutritive value is
available for ruminants to graze. The grazing seasay vary due to weather conditions.
Due to weather, season, or climate the grazingbsaasy or may not be continuous.

ACA recommends revision of thaclement weather definition. Having the bar for inclement
weather so high that the trigger is potential ahideath or permanent damage is not only
anathema to the good animal husbandry practicpsodiucers but also ignores the animal
welfare concerns of consumers and citizens. Wela#eve that lower production yields or
growth rates should not constitute physical hamd, lzave included this clarification in the
definition.

I nclement weather. Weather that is violent, or characterized by terapures (high or low),
that can-killercause-permanephysical harm to a given species of livestockdBobion
yields or growth rates lower than the maximum aghidde do not qualify as physical harm.

ACA recommends deleting the definitiglling frost as this is unnecessary with the deletion of
Growing Season.

ACA recommends revision of thevestock definition by deleting references to “bees” aniglif
used for food”, until such time as a Final Rulemacted establishing standards for the organic
production of such species and systems.

Livestock. Any beg cattle, sheep, goats, swine, poultry, equine alsimsed for food
or in the production of food, fiber, feed, or otlagricultural-based consumer produets: fish
used-forfood; wild or domesticated game; or other nonplant life.

ACA recommends deleting the definition$dcrificial pasture. The use of sacrificial pastures is
a pasture management practice that intends toaseng/estock access to pasture during wet
periods and the non-grazing season and can begmeted on some operations that have the
proper soil resources, environmental conditiond, @artess for livestock. However, not all
operations have soils suitable to be used durirtgcaraditions. A sacrificial pasture should not
be a mandatory requirement.

ACA recommends the inclusion of a definition faiage of Life since the term is used in the
Proposed Rule.

Stage of Life. A discrete time period in an animal’s life whiclytgres specific management
practices different than during other periods; sagltalves, chicks, etc. Lactation, breeding
and other recurring events are not a stage of life.

ACA recommend the inclusion of a definition féard / feeding pad. We suggest the addition of

a definition for an area where livestock can be éercised and be provided with outdoor
access during the non-grazing season which wilgeopriate for both locations that do not
need shelter in the non grazing season and foe tloasitions that do need the use of barns and
other shelter. We also recognize that livestock mesgd supplemental feeding during the grazing
season and this definition for a yard/permanerdifegpad meets all the requirements of good
manure handling and land management. The yardffgqguid will often be the most efficient
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and environmentally sound way to provide a cosgiaife way to feed livestock a balanced
ration.

Yard / feeding pad. An improved area for feeding, exercising, and oatdaccess for livestock
during the non grazing season and a high traffea avhere animals may receive supplemental
feeding during the grazing season.

§205.236 Origin of Livestock

ACA General Comments. ACA believes that the Origin of Livestock sectidroald remain as

it is in the current rule. While comments on thestson could be considered, no changes should
be made until formal rulemaking for Origin of Litesk is undertaken. We do not agree with the
new language proposed by the NOP as it does neidera balanced playing field. This
requirement should not be implemented.

ACA submitted comments to the NOP in October, 2088arding the Origin of Livestock issue
and we stated at that time that ACA members supperintent of the regulatory language as
stated in the Federal Register, Dec. 12, 2000 ge @570, which is very clear regarding two
primary concerns:

¢ that the allowance for conversion of non-organiicreats should be permitted only for
initial herd conversion, to provide fair acces®tganic production to all who wish to
convert.

e after initial conversion, it is consistent with sumer expectations and basic organic
principles to require organic management of youmgals, produced either on or off the
dairy farm.

We believe that the May 14, 2003 National Orgartian8ards Board Recommendation for
regulatory change is a good basis for revision28f5236 Origin of Livestock, updated to
include the revised language from Congress remawie@0/20 feed allowance. It should be
revised to include the following objectives:

a) The allowance for conversion of non organic aninbalan organic dairy herd must be a
one-time event per certified operation, and

b) Uniform standards for replacement animals, botbeiciiand purchased, must be adopted
that are applied fairly to all operations, regasdlef how or when the operation
converted to organic production.

Provided the conversion of animals to organicristhy limited to a one-time event per certified
operation, the sale of certified transitioned daimymals as replacement animals to other
certified operations could be permitted. Thereoisaern this provision could be abused, but if
the regulation is clear that operators may notinoatly transition animals, and this point is
enforced through the accreditation process, webelihis could be implemented fairly.
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205.237 Livestock Feed

ACA believes that an organic livestock productigatem should be a pasture-based system and
there are many ways to manage pasture while emslivestock maximize grazing time and
nutrition uptake. The inclusion in the proposectrod a specific calculation formula for dry
matter is one example of a measuring tool. Thexarany different methods available to
determine this number. We believe that the inclusibthe formula in the rule is overly
prescriptive. We recommend that this calculatidong with additional resources to determine
dry matter, be supplied to aca’s and operatorsarfdarm of guidance. We also believe that the
requirement to document the feed ration on a mgrgasis is overly burdensome. ACA further
proposes to allow an exemption from the 30% DMburegment for ruminant slaughter stock
that are grain finished, not to exceed 120 daysPI$fould specifically request information from
organic beef producers regarding the best mechawigm@rmit this while supporting the intent
of the pasture requirement.

The ACA supports the clarification in §205.237 [(a)estock Feed regarding the requirement
that all agricultural ingredients in such additieesl supplements must be produced and handled
organically.

We recommend that the Proposed Rule sections 820&)21 — 4) be removed and replaced
with additional language, as the Proposed Ruledage is overly prescriptive and does not
allow for alternative DMI calculation methods. Iddition, we propose the addition of new
section (d).

ACA convened an Access to Pasture Working Groypesenting not only the majority of
certifiers actively certifying dairy and livestodperations, but also widely differing
geographical areas, and diverse farm plans. Dulisgussion of the requirement for 30% DMI
within our Working Group, our members were equaflit between those supporting the
inclusion of the 30% DMI requirement and those reocending elimination of the specific
percentage dry matter figure from the proposed fiherefore, we are presenting two
recommendations regarding the 30% DMI.

General Commentsin support of inclusion of the 30% DMI requirement:

Members supporting the inclusion of a 30% DMI reguient believe that this will, along with
the definitions ofyrazing season andstage of life provide an effective enforcement tool to
determine compliance with the NOP. We believe ithatalready required that organic livestock
operations provide their certifiers with completéormation on rations for all livestock groups;
feed raised, sold and purchased; and that, bast#te@rovided information (confirmed by audit
trail and inspection) certifiers should have thpeastise to determine whether or not 30% DMI is
provided to the various livestock groups duringdh&zing season of the particular area, which
should not be less than 120 days. It is believatrtrany dairy farmers currently utilize some
form of a dry matter calculation in developing thfeleding program, and that this will not be a
burden. However, it is important that the certdienaintain the responsibilities for verification of
dry matter requirements and calculation of dry ergttovision for their clients, and provide the
resources to their clients to enable them to cateudry matter requirements and provision as
needed.
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We also note that a large number of dairy farmensfdifferent regions of the country are in
support of this metric as an achievable baselitofigh no metric is perfect, we believe that it
IS necessary to have at least one objective measutdo determine the percentage of intake
from pasture. Otherwise, reliance on visual indpeabdf operations to determine ability to
provide pasture will not in itself be sufficientyerify that animals are actually receiving a
significant portion of their diet from pasture. Amls can be well fed in the barn before being
turned out to fields which then do not appear orsrgd or overstocked. If a farm is deemed
noncompliant by slightly failing to meet the 30%ju&ement, then the farmer has the
opportunity to rebut the noncompliance by amendhegorganic system plan so that there is
adequate improvement in subsequent seasons. Byactmgphe animals’ rations when they are
on pasture, to rations when they are not on pastusdl not be difficult for certifiers to make
an accurate estimate of the difference, the pesigenf the diet that comes from grazing.

General Commentsin support of removing the 30% DMI requirement:

Members supporting the elimination of the 30% DEduirement believe that enforcement of
the 30% DMI requirement will be problematic andlwkely result in many noncompliance
notices due to producers falling slightly below 8@% level of DMI. In addition, we believe that
the basis for the dry matter calculation appeatseton estimated variables that rely on
assumptions about such numbers as animal weigththeramount of dry matter in feed.
Certifiers will have a difficult time proving thain operation did not meet the requirement
because any nutritionist, consultant or lawyer amipulate animal weights and dry matter
content of feed.

Members supporting the elimination of the 30% DEduirement from the proposed rule
believe that the following tools will enable ceeif determination of compliance with the
concept of a pasture based rule:
1. the definition ofgrazing season
2. the requirement of daily grazing during the grazegson [revised §205.239(a)(2)]
3. specific requirements for temporarily denying a mant animal access to pasture [revised
§205.239(c)]
4. requirement to include pasture management in thanic system plan [§205.237(d)]
5. evidence at inspection of a grazing system to oelgates, laneways, paddocks, watering
system, etc., being incorporated into the orgaystesn plan.
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The following table provides our recommendationsg®5.237.

A.

Recommendation in support of theinclusion
of the 30% DMI requirement

B.

Recommendation in support of removing the
30% DM requirement

The ACA supports the clarification B205.237 (a)
Livestock Feed regarding the requirement that all
agricultural ingredients in such additives and
supplements must be produced and handled
organically.

The ACA supports the clarification B205.237 (a)
Livestock Feed regarding the requirement that all
agricultural ingredients in such additives and
supplements must be produced and handled
organically.

§205.237(b) The producer of an organic operation
must not:
(1- 7) No changes
(8) Prevent—withhold;restrain,-or-otherwiseiest!
ruminant animals from actively obtaining feed
grazed from pasture during the-growm@zing
season, except for conditions as described unde
205.239(c).

§205.237(b) The producer of an organic operation
must not:

(1- 7) No changes

(8) Preventwithhold;restrain-or-otherwiserestr

ruminant animals from accessing pasture during

the grazing season(s), except as provided for in

r 8 205.239(b) or (c). The grazing season(s) must ri

be less than 120 days per year total. Due to
weather, season or climate, the grazing season
may or may not be continuous.

§205.237 (c) The producer of an organic livestock
operation must, for all ruminant livestock on the
operation, demonstrate through auditable records
the organic system plan, a functioning manageme
plan for pasture that meets all requirements of §§
205.200 - 205.239.

[The above section was moved from §205.240.]

§205.237 (c) The producer of an organic livestock
operation must, for all ruminant livestock on the
inperation, demonstrate through auditable records i

nthe organic system plan, a functioning managemer

plan for pasture that meets all requirements of §§
205.200 - 205.239. Producers shall:

During thegrazing season, producers shall provide
not more than 70 percent of a ruminant's dry matt
demand from feed other than pasture grazed. Th
shall be calculated as an average over the entire
grazing season for each type and class of animal.
The grazing season must be no less than 120 day
per year. Due to weather, season or climate, the
grazing season may or may not be continuous.

ide
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A.
Recommendation in support of the inclusion of
the 30% DM requirement

B.
Recommendation in support of removing the 30%
DMI requirement

§205.237(c)(1) Except that, ruminant slaughter sto
that are typically grain finished may be exemptifr

£I8205.237(c)(1) Describe the total feed ration for eac

species and class of animal. The description must

the 30% pasture DMI requirement during the
finishing period, not to exceed 120 days, but mus
not be denied access to pasture during that perio

|5

include:

(i) All feed produced on-farm;

(ii) All feed purchased from off-farm sources;
(iii) The percentage of each feed type, including
pasture, in the total ration; and,

(iv) A list of all feed supplements and additives.

§205.237(c)(2) Grazing season must be described
the operation’s organic system plan and be appro

i18205.237(c)(2)_Document the amount of each type ¢
visebd actually fed to each species and class ofanin

by the certifier as being representative of thectip
grazing season duration for the particular area.

§205.237 (d) Producers shall as part of the Organi

System Plan:
(1) Describe the total feed ration for each type an

~
g

§205.237 (d) The organic system plan required in
section 8205.201 must include a description ofuras
management, including: frequency and duration of

class of animal;
(2) Document changes that are made to all ration

grazing, planting, watering, harvesting, shade and
5 water sources, and other attributes as applicable.

throughout the year in response to seasonal grazi
changes;

(3) Provide sufficient documentation to certifiéns
verify that the feeding requirements of 205.237(c)

are being met.

ng

nf
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§205.238 Livestock health care practice standard.

ACA recommends one change to this section forfaation that producers may use non
synthetic substances listed on §205.604, as wéfleasynthetic substances listed on §205.603 of
the National List.

(b) When preventive practices and veterinary bialogre inadequate to prevent sickness, a
producer may administer nonsynthetic substancesd®o they are not prohibited under
8205.604. In additiom producer may administer synthetic medicatiénevided, That,
such medications are allowed under §205.603. Raiees allowed under §205.603
may be used on:

No additional changes.

§205.239 Livestock living conditions.

ACA supports the concept of this standard to ideiitrestock living conditions that
accommodate the health and natural behavior cdinimaals. However, we believe that there are
many areas of this standard that are overly piabee, appear in other parts of the rule, and will
result in an increase in paperwork on the partrofipcers. Much of this information is covered
in the Organic System Plan.

In §205.239(a) our suggested deletion is consistent with thetdelén §205.237(b)(8) as this
text is overly prescriptive. We have added: asablatto the species, its stage of life, and the
environmento the overall section requirements, as this woealdain to all sections.

In section (a)(1) we recommend deletionrwioors and outdoors as this is overly prescriptive
and in winter it is likely water is not availablatdoors. Clean drinking water should be
provided.

In section (a)(2), again we do not support contirsugear round management on pasture, due to
varying climatic conditions and animal welfare cerrcs. We do believe a daily requirement for
grazing is consistent with the intent of the rule.

As section (a)(3) was written, it would appear fatducers would beequired to provide

bedding to animals. As this is a variable relatveach operation and species, we have amended
this withas necessary. We have removed the various types of beddindherg tmay be other

types available, and if not included, may be undexs as not being required to comply with
§205.237.

In §205.239(b) we recommend thation ruminant be deleted, aall livestock should be permitted

to be denied access to the outdoors for these timmsli We also recommend the addition of (5)
and (6) relating to preventive healthcare proceslarel discrete management situations such as
weaning, branding, shearing, milking and shippihigromals.

In §205.239(c) we recommend that this section be clarified thaséhallowances for denial to
access to pasture dareaddition to the section (b) allowances for denial to acteske outdoors.
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In section (c)(1) we have removte various life stages reference, as the definition of stage of
life specifies that lactation is not a stage & .IWWe do support the specific reference that
lactation is not an illness or injury.

In section (c)(2) we believe the requirement fepacific time frame prior to parturition is

overly prescriptive, and unrealistic. In many cas@soducer does not know when one week
prior to parturition would be, and thus would netib compliance with the requirement. The
general intent ofor brief periods will permit more flexibility and reduce noncompiize issues.

In section (c)(3) we recommend the additiordafy to describe the newborns to clarify that this
pertains to dairy stock and not meat stock. Tha ti&iry will also address sheep and goat
newborns used for dairy production.

We recommend the deletion of (c)(4 and 5) as thase been included in §205.239(b)(6).

In section (c)(6) [renumbered to (4)] we suppos ititent to clarify the allowance of denial to
access to pasture for milking, but we believe theret a need t reiterate the 30% DMI
requirement. We recommend addimeet the requirements of 8205.237(c).

We recommend the deletion of sectg#05.239(d) as the section is overly prescriptive, and in
some specific type of production, i.e. rangelamatpction of livestock, the requirement for
shade could not be met. We have addressed thdoreddan water in section §205.239(a)(1).

We recommend combining sections (e) and (f) tcdheenew §205.239(d), however we
recommend the deletion of the specific requiremegdarding the use of fences and buffer
zones. These requirements are overly prescripgive in addition many producers participate in
soil and water conservation programs which addiesse issues. In addition, fencing of water
sources in western areas will also eliminate wedifom accessing the water source.

ACA recommends the deletion of 8205.240 the Paftuaetice Standard, with the exception of
the £' paragraph, which we have moved to §205.237(c)b@lieve that all of these issues are
addressed in the Organic System Plan and livegtlack As pasture is now defined as a crop,
producers would be required to detail their pastna@agement practices in the Organic System
Plan. The detail presented in this section wouldhbee useful as a guidance document for
producers. Again, the inclusion of a mandatoryifia@ pasture will eliminate some producers
from organic production and does not preserveasall water quality.
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ACA’s specific recommendation for 8205.239 Livestdiving Conditions follow.

§205.239(a) The producer of an organic livestock operationtegsablish and maintain year-
round livestock living conditions which accommodtte health and natural behavior of
animals, including those listed in paragraphs {a}{fiough (a)(3) of this section. Further,
producers shall not prevent-withhold,-restrainpthierwise-restricanimals from being outdoors,
except as otherwise provided in paragraph (b) endf(this section. Producers shall also
provide as suitable to the species, its stagdeafdnd the environment

(1) Year-round access for all animals to the outsloshade, shelter, exercise areas, fresh air,

cleanwater for drinking—{indeers—and-outeis) and direct sunlight—suitable-te-the-species, its
stage-of-life-the-climate,and-the-environment.

(2) For all ruminants—eentinrteus-ye@mund management on pasture, and daily grazing during
the grazing seasa@xcept as otherwise provided in paragraph (chisfgection—fer

G)—G#a%mg—tme&glmu{—the—gmwmg—seasen— and

(3) Appropriate clean, dry bedding when necessaflyen-haystraw,-ground-cobs—or-otbep

matter typically fed to the animal species is uaethedding, it must comply with the feed
requirements of § 205.237.

(4) No revisions

§205.239 (b) The producer of an organic livestock operation neayporarily deny-a-hen
ruminantanimal access to the outdoors because of:

(1) Inclement weather;

(2) The animal’s stage of life;

(3) Conditions under which the health, safety, etlweing of the animal could be jeopardized,;
oF

(4) Risk to soil or water quality;

(5) Preventive healthcare procedures; or

(6) Discrete management situations such as weabiagding, shearing, milking and shipping
of animals.

§205.239(c) In addition,the producer of an organic livestock operation nesyporarily deny a
ruminant animal pasture under the following corahs:

(1) When the animal is segregated for treatmeiiingfss or injury; {the-variouslife
stagessuch-dactation,-areis not an illness or injury);

(2) For brief periods-Ore-wegkior to parturition (birthing), parturition, ang-te-ene-week
after parturition;
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(3) In the case of daimyewborns for up to six months, after which theysirhe on pasture and
may no longer be individually housed,;

4)n-the-case-of goats-during-periods-ofinclahvecather;

(4)(®) In the case of dairy animals, for short periodsydar milking. Milking must be
scheduled in a manner to ensure suff|C|ent gratzmg to meet the reqwrements of §205 237(c)

205.239(d){e)}-The producer of an organic livestock operation nm&hage manure in a manner
that does not contribute to contamination of cr@od, or water by plant nutrients, heavy metals,
or pathogenic organisms and optimizes recyclingudfients; {f-TFhe-producerof-an-oerganic
livestock-operatiomnd must manage outdoor access areas, including yerting pads and
pastures, in a manner that does not put SOI| oervmtallty at risk; thts—melude&he—use—ef
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8205.240 Pasture Practice Standard.

ACA believes that this section should be removeth the exception of the*lparagraph which
we have included in 8205.237(c), as these requinésrage covered in the Organic System Plan
and livestock plans that are required to be subthitty the operators. Annual reviews of the
organic system plan address any changes or updates management plan of the operation.

In addition, the specificity regarding sacrificgdsture requirements is too prescriptive, and
would likely eliminate some existing operators froertification. Operators are required to
explain in the Organic System Plan how livestoekraanaged during times when pasture is not
available, or in inclement weather.
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