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Betty’s Bits

however, we had to wade through the new
S.O.E. ruling, as did the inspectors, as did you.
I AM SO HAPPY to be back. Ireally missed all ~ Let’s hope 2025 is less confusing for all of us.
of you. Itis part-time, but I am grateful. I hope = Bear Bear likes me being home with him, but

to be answering the phone as soon as I get not how he feels about me leaving him alone for
caught up. a few hours. I tease him — because he is a big
bad wolf!!!

I am grateful for my fantastic staff for their
efforts to maintain GOA. Remember — old age ain’t for sissies!

I am honored by Larry and his gracious wife for ~ Thank all of you for your loyalty through this
visiting — thank you both! hot summer.

I am sorry for the time it took us here at GOA; Betty

We’re all still here.



Organic Vision is published quarterly, when possible, for the benefit
of our members and associates. The editor is happy to hear com-
ments and suggestions: Phil Fry; 5042 Chelsea Dr.; Newark, CA
94560; pfryohio@gmail.com

2024 HOLIDAY CLOSING SCHEDULE FOR GOA

Thu 28 - 29 Nov Thanksgiving

Tue 24 — 25 Dec Christmas Holiday

Tue 31 Dec - 1 Jan 2025 New Years Holiday

NEWS FROM GOA AND BEYOND

USDA Invests Nearly $121 Million in Specialty,
Organic Crops
By Journal-Courier
Sep 29, 2024

The U.S. Department of Agriculture is investing nearly $121
million to advance research and Extension activities that aim
to solve key challenges facing specialty crop and organic
agriculture producers

The investment includes $70.4 million to support specialty
crop production research across the United States and $50.5
million to support farmers and ranchers who grow and market
high-quality organic food, fiber, and organic products.

Specialty crops are defined in the Farm Bill as fruits and
vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and horticulture and nursery
crops, including floriculture. This investment is part of the
National Institute of Food and Agriculture’s Specialty Crop
Research Initiative.

“We know specialty and organic crops add nutrition to our
diets and value to sustainable agriculture systems,” said
Chavonda Jacobs-Young, USDA chief scientist and
undersecretary for research, education and economics. “These
crops also play a vital role preserving cultural heritage and
enhancing economic opportunities across local, regional and
global food systems, making them great competitive funding
investments that target some of the most difficult challenges
facing specialty crop and organic producers nationwide.”

National Institute of Food and Agriculture specialty crops
production investment builds on USDA’s recently announced
$82.3 million in grant funding through the Agricultural
Marketing Service to enhance the competitiveness of
specialty crops and support the industry’s producers. The
funding was awarded through USDA’s Specialty Crop Block
Grant Program and the Specialty Crop Multi-State Grant
Program.

“Organic agriculture plays a crucial role in promoting
sustainable and healthy food systems that benefit people and
the planet,” USDA National Institute of Food and Agriculture
Director Manjit Misra said. “NIFA’s investments in organic
research and Extension programs help ensure farmers can

meet growing demand for organic products, which provide
valuable economic opportunities for growers and more
choices for consumers.”

Read More: https://is.gd/HhCDUG

Old Ladies Against Underwater Garbage

We are a group of old ladies, aged 64-85 and counting, who
swim in the freshwater ponds of Cape Cod collecting trash.
We are serious about our mission, but as you can maybe tell
by our name, we don't take ourselves too seriously.

In 2017, Old Ladies Against Underwater Garbage, OLAUG,
was formed. We have been cleaning up ponds on Cape Cod
from Falmouth to Chatham ever since. Gathering small teams
of swimmers, ages 64 to 85, we sweep along the shallows,
diving down to pick up beer cans, golf balls, fishing lures,
waterlogged dog toys, hats, jackets, shoes, and occasionally a
tire, cell phone, or box of spent fireworks.

Whatever we heave up from the bottom, we hand to the
Garbage Collector who paddles a canoe or kayak. One
swimmer goes ahead looking for snapping turtles and guides
the swimmers around them. Our affection and respect for the
fish, turtles, and plants that live in the ponds are what
motivates us. Well, that and cookies.

Web: olaug-ma.com Email: OLAUG.MA@gmail.com

Read More: https://is.gd/FdpO6u

Response to Criticisms of Regenerative Grazing

Dr. André Leu, Regeneration International Director
24 Sep 2024




There have been criticisms about regenerative grazing
systems and their ability to sequester greenhouse gases to
assist our climate change efforts. These criticisms stem from
academics steeped in the current industrial agriculture
systems.

They are part of the push to blame livestock farming for
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and for policies that will
close it down or severely reduce it and replace the products
with fake meat, eggs, and milk made from ultra-processed
food from industrial agriculture. They see nature-based
systems such as regenerative grazing as a threat to this policy
and thus the repeated attacks.

Industrial agriculture is an existential threat to all life on this
planet. These systems are responsible for 80% of the forest
destruction, up to 50% of greenhouse gases, the loss of soil
organic matter, the pollution of our waterways and soils with
fertilizers and toxic pesticides, the dead zones in the Gulf of
Mexico, Mediterranean, Baltic and other seas, the loss of
biodiversity through large scale monocultures, the crash of
insects, amphibian, birds and other species due to the
widespread contamination of pesticides, endocrine disruptors
and forever chemicals, the continuous loss of millions of
farmers, and the chronic disease epidemic from toxic
pesticide-laden ultra-processed food that is empty of
nutrients. These degenerative toxic systems are pushed as
necessary to feed the world. The fact is that there are more
food-insecure people now than at any time in history.
Industrial agriculture is an abject failure.

We started Regeneration International because agriculture
needs to move from the toxic, destructive, chemical-based
industrial systems to nature-based systems that use the living
sciences of agroecology. Agriculture needs to be regenerated.

One of the significant problems with the papers and articles
criticizing regenerative agriculture is their lack of a correct
definition. We started the international regenerative
agriculture movement in 2015. Before that, hardly anyone
had heard about it. It was an exceptionally rarely used term.

We have made the definition very clear in numerous
publications and on our website: Regenerative systems [are

those which] improve the environment, soil, plants, animal

welfare, health, and communities.

Agricultural systems that use Degenerative Practices and
inputs that damage the environment, soil, health, genes, and
communities and involve animal cruelty are not regenerative.

Synthetic toxic pesticides, synthetic water-soluble fertilizers,
genetically modified organisms, confined animal feeding
operations, exploitive marketing and wage systems,
destructive tillage systems, overgrazing, and clearing high-
value ecosystems are examples of degenerative practices.

These systems are, by definition, the opposite of regenerative.

Consequently, the examples given in some of these papers of
“regenerative grazing” systems that are not improving soil
organic matter and, therefore, not removing CO2 are invalid.
By definition, these systems are degenerative — the opposite
of regenerative. This invalidates these papers and their
academic authors. They should be retracted from scientific
journals for promoting falsified data.

Methane Reduction

The push by critics to reduce the numbers of livestock is
based on their erroneous calculations of methane emissions;
they use an incorrect method to calculate the Greenhouse Gas
(GHG) contributions to climate change. Most publications
will quote them as a percentage of anthropogenic GHGs, not
in their measured contributions to trapping infrared (heat)
energy as a cause of climate change. The extra trapped heat
energy fuels the extreme weather events that we are seeing—
floods, storms, droughts, and fires.

The study which has the most comprehensive datasets and
solid methodology, states that CO2 is the main anthropogenic
GHG as it amplifies the GHG effect of water vapor and
clouds, the primary GHGs.

CO2 is responsible for 20% of the total GHG heat-energy
increase. Water vapor and clouds are responsible for 75%. All
the other anthropogenic GHGs are responsible for 5%. The
contribution of methane, at most, is a 1.6% increase in GHG
heat energy. (1)

Most methane emissions come from leaking gas, oil wells,
and permafrost melting. Ruminants are only a percentage.
The bulk of this comes from Confined Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFOs).

While the output of methane and other greenhouse gases is
considerable for concentrated animal feeding operations
(CAFOs) and intensive industrial livestock production
systems, this is not true for regenerative grazing livestock
practices on pasture. Many quality studies show that these
practices sequester more greenhouse gases than they emit,
making them greenhouse gas negative.

In ranch ecosystems, much of the methane emitted by animals
on pasture is degraded by soil and water-based
methanotrophic (methane-eating) microorganisms. These
organisms do not exist in CAFOs and intensive livestock
systems, so 100 percent of their emissions go into the
atmosphere. Furthermore, methane is a short-lived
greenhouse gas with a half-life of 12 years. It decays into
CO2. This CO2 is sequestered into the soil by photosynthesis
in correctly managed grazing systems. This does not happen
in CAFOs and industrial animal production systems.



Regenerative Grazing

Many systems, known by different names, fall under the
heading of regenerative grazing, such as AMP grazing, cell
grazing, mob grazing, rotational grazing, and Holistic
Planned Grazing.

Allan Savory is the primary pioneer of regenerative grazing.
He developed the Holistic Planned Grazing process that is
used today and inspired many of the other regenerative
grazing systems. This process, which uses livestock grazing
to regenerate biodiversity, has proven consistently successful
on every arable continent for over half a century.

Allan realized that this was the solution to regenerating
rangelands. While overgrazing was caused by letting animals
graze for too long and returning them before the ecosystem
had time to recover, many animals grazing briefly, provided
that the vegetation had enough time to recover, mimicked
natural grazing by herding animal systems and increased
biodiversity. Even a low stocking density of animals that
continuously eat their preferred species can kill plants
because they never have the opportunity to recover.

Allan has repeatedly stated that scaling up Holistic Planned
Grazing of grasslands can sequester enough CO2 to reverse
climate change. He has been criticized by academics
entrenched in industrial agriculture paradigms, who say this is
impossible. Emerging peer-reviewed publications show that
Allan is correct. Research by Richard Teague and his
colleagues shows that changing livestock systems can
significantly increase soil organic carbon (SOC) levels. They
achieved an average of 11 tons of CO2-eq per hectare per
year (11,000 pounds per acre), which, if scaled up across
grazing lands, would sequester 37 gigatons (Gt) annually,
resulting in reverse emissions.

In a later study, researchers found similar results and
recommended the widespread adoption of regenerative
agriculture practices not just for increasing SOC; they also
found considerable ecological and biodiversity benefits.

Read More: https://is.gd/cKHQnn
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The Story of Energy Transfer’s $300 Million Lawsuit,
and Why It Matters

by Greenpeace USA
6 Jun 2024

In February 2025, Greenpeace USA is scheduled to go to trial
in North Dakota. We are being sued by Energy Transfer — the
operator of the Dakota Access Pipeline — for nearly $300
million related to the 2016 protests at Standing Rock. A loss

in this trial could threaten to put Greenpeace on the sidelines
of the fight for climate justice right at the moment when we
need to fight even harder for a green and peaceful future.

The stakes are high, and not just for Greenpeace USA as an
organization. This trial is testing out dangerous legal tactics
that, if successful, could be widely applied against protesters,
and indeed, anyone who speaks out or criticizes a deep-
pocketed corporation.

No matter what happens, Greenpeace is not going away. But
this legal threat is very real, and we see it as our duty to fight
this lawsuit not just for ourselves, but for future activists who
might be similarly targeted.

The Criminalization of Ordinary Advocacy

Put quite simply, the current lawsuit accuses Greenpeace of
things we did not do and attempts to criminalize ordinary
public advocacy. A bad ruling in this case could have dire
repercussions for anyone who attends a protest or who dares
to speak up and criticize a powerful, deep-pocketed
corporation.

You can read more about the dangerous arguments that ET is
making here (see “6 Reasons Why Energy Transfer’s Lawsuit
Against Greenpeace Is Outrageous” — https://is.gd/gBoDQE).
But the big picture is that this lawsuit is an attack on two
elements of ordinary, garden variety public advocacy — free
speech and protest. Public advocacy like this should enjoy the
strongest First Amendment protections, but the lawsuit
rewrites the history of Standing Rock, twists it into a sinister
caricature of itself, and then hangs an intimidating price tag
of nearly $300 million on it.

When it comes to SLAPP (Strategic lawsuits against public
participation: an intimidation lawsuit) suits like this one, the
process itself is the punishment. The burden of time and
money to defend constitutionally protected activities from
such mischaracterizations is far too high for ordinary citizens
and community organizations. As a result, many will decide
to keep quiet rather than risk a ruinous judgment

Read More: https://is.gd/f7VNuL

Booker Introduces Bill to
Eliminate Toxics from School Lunches and
Expand Support for Regenerative Farmers

18 Sep 2024

WASHINGTON, D.C. — Today, U.S. Senator Cory Booker
(D-NJ) introduced the Safe School Meals Act (SSMA),
legislation to protect children from harmful toxics in school



meals. The bill would place limits on heavy metals, ban
certain pesticide residues, trigger the safety reassessment of
food additives including artificial food dyes that have been
linked with health harms, and ban the use of PFAS,
phthalates, and bisphenols in school meal food packaging.
The bill would also increase the funding available for schools
to purchase safe school meals.

In 2022, an advocacy group tested 43 public school lunches
from 15 states for harmful toxics. The results of this sample
were alarming: 95% of the items had detectable levels of
glyphosate, which is a carcinogenic pesticide that has been
linked to kidney, liver, hormonal, and gut disruption; 74%
contained at least one other pesticide; 100% tested positive
for the presence of heavy metals.

While toxics are ubiquitous in the food system, the school
meals program should be held to a higher standard. Organic
and other regenerative farmers have been growing safe,
nutrient-dense food for decades, and numerous manufacturers
already avoid toxic ingredients and packaging materials. This
bill would support these responsible growers and
manufacturers by connecting them to the $17 billion National
School Lunch Program. The SSMA would make certification
to sell into the school meal program free for small producers
and manufacturers. It would also provide grants to
manufacturers to switch to toxic-free packaging and grants to
producers to remediate their soil and water. The bill would
also expand National Organic Cost Share Certification to all
eligible farms and lift the cap to cover 100% of certification
costs, up to $3,000.

“Kids in America consume far too many harmful substances
in their food,” said Senator Booker. “School meals should be
a child’s safest source of nourishment, not another source of
toxic exposure. The Safe School Meals Act would protect our
children by getting dangerous chemical food additives, heavy
metals, and pesticide and chemical residues out of school
meals while creating a significant new market opportunity for
organic and regenerative farmers.”

“Students learn better when they are properly nourished. This
bill ties directly into our department vision of providing
nutritious meals students enjoy eating in a safe, friendly
environment,” said Kristin Hilleman, Director of Food &
Nutrition Services, Capistrano Unified School District which
serves 43,000 students.

“Most organic and small farms have not traditionally had
access to school food purchasing programs,” said Kate
Mendenhall, Executive Director of Organic Farmers
Association. “OFA applauds Senator Booker for introducing
the Safe School Meals Act, which recognizes the efforts
organic farmers put toward producing safe, clean, nutritious
products. This legislation would open new markets for
organic foods and help make organic certification affordable
for small farmers.”

"Metabolism is the driver of health, but toxins destroy our
metabolism. We can’t fix kids’ health until we fix the food,”
said Dr. Robert Lustig, M.D., neuroendocrinologist, professor
of pediatrics at the University of California, San Francisco
(UCSF).

"Children need real food to grow, learn, and be successful in
school. This bill protects our children from harmful exposure
at school," said Amanda Harvey, Director of Nutrition
Services, Fresno Unified School District, serving 73,000
students.

The Safe School Meals Act (SSMA) would protect school
children by:

1 Directing the FDA to set safe limits for heavy metals in
school meals. The limits would be based on a threshold of
reasonable certainty of no harm to school-age children from
aggregate exposure. If the agencies fail to set these limits
within 2 years, the limits will automatically be set to non-
detectable until the agencies can determine a safe level of
exposure.

2 Banning glyphosate, paraquat, and organophosphate
pesticide residues in school meals. Certified organic farms
would automatically meet this requirement.

3 Banning PFAS, phthalates, lead, and bisphenols in food
packaging in school meals.

4 Directing FDA to reevaluate food additives with known
carcinogenic, reproductive, or developmental health harms,
such as artificial food dyes, and ban their use in school meals
prior to the completion of FDA’s analysis.

Endorsing groups include the American Federation of
Teachers, the Michael J. Fox Foundation, the Alliance of
Nurses for Healthy Environments, the Organic Farmers
Association, Center for Environmental Health, Healthy
Schools Now, EAT Real, Unleaded Kids, Environmental
Working Group, and Food Fight

Read More: https://is.gd/aNuVIA
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The Largest Retailer Of Organic Foods In The US Isn't
Whole Foods

Emery Pearson

15 Sep 2024

When you think of buying organic foods, Whole Foods might
be the first name that comes to mind. However, the title of the
largest retailer of organic foods in the United States doesn't

actually belong to the upscale grocery chain. Surprisingly, it's



Costco that holds this distinction. The company has steadily
risen to the top by offering a wide variety of organic products
at competitive prices, making organic foods accessible to
millions of American households. This shift underscores the
changing landscape of organic food retail, where affordability
and bulk purchasing are key as more and more shoppers seek
out certified organic food.

Costco's dominance in organic food sales has continued to
grow since it surpassed Whole Foods back in 2015. By 2024,
Costco's organic food sales reached over $6 billion, making it
the largest organic grocer in the U.S. Despite organic
products being a smaller portion of their overall sales,
Costco's approach of offering organic options at competitive
prices has driven their success in this market. The company's
investment in organic farming, including lending money to
farmers to boost supply, continues to support this growth.
This demand is so strong that it's reported one out of every
ten dollars spent on organic food in the U.S. is spent at
Costco.

Costco's appealing organic strategy

While Costco's organic offerings are often celebrated for their
affordability, the company's approach to organic food goes
beyond just pricing. Costco has embraced organic food as
part of a broader lifestyle and sustainable farming philosophy
that resonates with members. The company has made
significant investments in building partnerships with organic
growers, working to understand the intricacies of organic
farming, and striving for efficiency and consistency in its
offerings. By doing so, Costco has managed to deliver quality
organic products at prices that are considerably lower than
those at Whole Foods. Costco's strategy also includes offering
cage-free eggs and other sustainable products that align with
their values and the expectations of their customer base.

While Whole Foods remains a popular choice for organic
foods, its reputation has been clouded by controversies, such
as the criticisms surrounding its Responsibly Grown program.
Additionally, with higher prices, some shoppers may be
considering alternatives. It's worth noting that Whole Foods
has a notably high customer turnover rate, with a significant
portion of shoppers not returning after their first visit. These
factors, coupled with the increasing appeal of affordable
organic options elsewhere, might be contributing to a shift in
consumer preferences. With Costco offering similar, if not
better, organic products at a fraction of the price, it's no
surprise that many shoppers are choosing the warehouse giant
over the upscale grocery chain.

Read More: https://is.gd/xpWiz0
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Dangerous Levels of Lead Identified in Cinnamon

An investigation by Consumer Reports has identified 12
cinnamon products that pose a health risk.

Don Rauf
13 Sep 2024

A new investigation by the nonprofit Consumer Reports has
found that some cinnamon powders may contain unhealthy
amounts of lead.

The findings come after the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) issued a series of alerts over several
months urging people to dispose of or stop using 17 specific
ground cinnamon products due to excessive lead content.

Food safety scientists with Consumers Reports recently tested
36 ground cinnamon items and spice blends made with
cinnamon, such as garam masala and five-spice powder, and
found that one-third contained lead levels so high that “you
should never use them.”

Toss the Riskiest Products

Twelve ground cinnamon powders and spice blends tested by

Consumer Reports had lead levels above 1 part per million, a

level that New York state uses to indicate products that should
be recalled.

Consumer Reports urges shoppers to check their pantry and
throw out any cinnamon products from the following brands
that they and the FDA identified as having too much lead:

Paras Cinnamon Powder

EGN Cinnamon Powder

Mimi’s Products Ground Cinnamon
Bowl & Basket Ground Cinnamon
Rani Brand Ground Cinnamon
Zara Foods Cinnamon Powder
Three Rivers Cinnamon Stick Powder
Yu Yee Brand Five Spice Powder
BaiLiFeng Five Spice Powder
Spicy King Five Spices Powder
Badia Cinnamon Powder

Deep Cinnamon Powder

Scientists also recommended several brands with low lead
levels that are “okay to use” and six choices with very low
levels that are “best to use.” Those rated “best” are:

Sadaf Seven Spice
365 Whole Foods Market Ground Cinnamon
Loisa Organic Cinnamon



Morton & Bassett San Francisco 100% Ground Cinnamon
Sadaf Cinnamon Powder
365 Whole Foods Market Organic Ground Cinnamon

“Most of the samples [with elevated lead] came from small
markets and international food stores,” says Dr. Rogers.
“Consider sticking with mainstream brands.”

Additionally, cinnamon is not the only type of product posing
a lead threat. Concerning amounts of the heavy metal have
been discovered in chocolate chips and brownie mixes,
turmeric, and other spices.

Overall, Rogers advises shoppers to not be overly worried,
but to keep up with the latest research and make smart
choices.

Read More: https://is.gd/K2QgaX
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Who’s Buying Nebraska?
Philly organic farm is 2nd-biggest buyer of Nebraska
farmland.

The Flatwater Free Press analysis shows that seven of the top
10 land buyers in Nebraska are headquartered outside the
state.

Yanqi Xu and Evelyn Mejia
13 Sep 2024

ADAMS COUNTY — At first glance, the sight of this south-
central Nebraska farm is not much different from its
counterparts in the corn belt. But the corn here grows on a
natural diet of animal manure. No synthetic fertilizer. No
pesticides, either. The crop stands alongside alfalfa and trees
in the corners of the fields.

Here, farm employees grow both field corn and popcorn.
They find the location a good fit for hard red winter wheat
that’s made into organic bread. The land, all 9,000 acres of it,
is farmed organically by a Philadelphia-based, multi-state
company called Belltown Farms.

Belltown now owns about half of the land it farms near
Holstein, a small town outside Hastings. That purchase and
four others in southwest Nebraska — at a price tag of $41
million — made the out-of-state corporate farm the second-
largest buyer of Nebraska’s increasingly expensive farmland
by money spent between 2018 and 2022.

Belltown’s total Nebraska farmland portfolio now stands at
nearly 19,000 acres, about two thirds of the total farmland the
company operates across the country, with other locations in

[llinois, Michigan, Texas, and New York.

Belltown is, in one way, very much like other recent top
buyers of Nebraska farmland.

Those buyers were mostly corporate farms, multinational
corporations, and out-of-state investors, as detailed in the
Flatwater Free Press series “Who’s Buying Nebraska?”

Flatwater analyzed land sales made in the open market
between 2018 and 2022 from data originally gathered by a
University of Nebraska-Lincoln College of Journalism and
Mass Communications data journalism class.

The analysis found seven of the top 10 buyers of ag land by
money spent during that period were organizations
headquartered outside Nebraska, including a North Carolina
investment firm, the Silicon Valley social media giant
Facebook, and the Utah-based Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints, commonly known as the Mormon Church.
(View the full list here. https://flatwaterfreepress.org/whos-
buying-nebraska-top-farmland-buyers-by-money-and-land/)

But Belltown stands out for its differences, too. While other
big farmland investment companies sometimes lease out their
land, Belltown directly operates its farms. And Belltown
raises organic crops only, while proving false the stereotype
that organic farmers are small, quirky, and unable to turn a
profit.

“We are not interested in using land that’s going to be turned
into fuel. We want to raise food for people or for animals,”
said Brian Halweil, Head of Impact and Sales at Belltown
Farms.

Belltown bought the Holstein-area farm from the Granstrom
family, who operated an organic farm until Johnny Granstrom
retired. The farm has been organic since the 1990s.

Before that, Belltown had begun converting its four other
farms in Nebraska into organic. All but one of Belltown’s
Nebraska locations are certified organic, with that one, in
Wauneta, expected to be certified later this year.

A relative newcomer, Belltown now makes up a significant
portion of the state’s organic sector. It’s one of the biggest
organic grain producers in the state, according to the USDA
Organic Integrity Database.

Nebraska reported a little over 113,000 acres of organic
cropland in 2021, according to the latest U.S. Department of
Agriculture survey.

And the value of the Belltown land is pricey — and still
rising. That land and related infrastructure is now worth $46
million, according to a Flatwater Free Press analysis of data
provided by the Nebraska Department of Revenue.



Dave Hutchinson, owner of a 5,000-acre grass-fed buffalo
and beef ranch in the Sandhills, describes Belltown’s organic
operation with one word: huge.

“If you have (19,000) acres, you just lost a lot of individual
farmers and ranchers,” said Hutchinson.

While lamenting the loss of family farms and the more
tailored approach to managing, Hutchinson said he’s glad to
see organic operations reducing chemicals in agricultural
production.

Halweil doesn’t think the company is competing with average
farm families in pursuing Nebraska farmland. The company
came against mostly bidders who were already of significant
size and looking to expand, Halweil said.

Read More: https://is.gd/qQvwvk
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EPA Not Protecting Public from Neonic Exposure,
Analysis Suggests

Shannon Kelleher
3 Oct 2024

Rodent studies given to US regulators by insecticide makers
close to 20 years ago revealed the chemicals could be harmful
to the animals’ brain development — data worrisome for
humans exposed to the popular pesticides but not properly
accounted for by regulators, according to a new research
report published this week.

Statistically significant shrinkage of brain tissue was seen in
the offspring of rats exposed to high doses of five types of
neonics — acetamiprid, clothianidin, imidacloprid, thiacloprid,
and thiamethoxam, the paper states. The authors said the
impacts on the brain appeared similar to the effects of
nicotine, which they said is known to disrupt mammalian
neurological development.

In most cases, the companies submitting the studies did not
submit data for all dosage levels, leading the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to assume negative effects were
only seen at the high dose, according to the study.

“We found numerous deficiencies in the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA)’s regulatory oversight and data
analyses,” the authors state in the paper, published in the
journal Frontiers in Toxicology. The industry studies, which
the EPA used to determine what neonic exposure levels are
considered safe for humans, were not publicly available and
were obtained through a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
request.

“Consistently, effects were found at the high dose and EPA
did not demand data for the lower doses, therefore leaving it
unclear how little of a substance it takes to actually cause
adverse effects such as reduced size of certain brain regions,”
said Bill Freese, the science director for the environmental
advocacy group Center for Food Safety and an author of the
study.

The study found that the EPA consistently made
determinations about what levels of neonic exposure were
“safe” for humans without enough data to support its
conclusions. For example, a 2001 study submitted to the
agency by the pesticide manufacturer Bayer found effects on
fetal brain development when pregnant rats were exposed to
high doses of the pesticide imidacloprid. The EPA asked the
company for mid- and low-dose data, then set a limit for
imidacloprid at the mid-dose level even though it never
received data showing that exposure at this level was safe.

“EPA needs to more rigorously demand data from registrants
when they fail to submit,” said Freese. “They’re making a
decision to say these lower levels cause no harm, even though
they have no data to back that.”

Since two of the neonics, imidacloprid and thiacloprid, break
down into so-called metabolites that are as potent as nicotine,
“one might expect to see neurodevelopmental impacts of
exposure to their parent chemicals at low exposure levels,”
the authors write.

The findings come as the EPA proposes reevaluating
occupational exposures to three neonics, clothianidin,
imidacloprid, and thiamethoxam, by 2025, as the agency
carries out its standard registration review of neonics as a
class. The EPA identified additional risks to workers while
treating the seeds with the chemicals and cleaning seed
treatment equipment, “even when the use of maximum
personal protective equipment is considered.”

“These compounds have been approved for decades and now
EPA is saying, ‘maybe we underestimated the risk,”” says
Freese.

Read More: https://is.gd/FTSDjc
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Mass Die-Off in Bats Across US Linked to Over 1,000
Human Infant Deaths

Jess Cockerill
9 Sep 2024

Bats are more important to our lives than we might realize.



In 2006, people found bats in New York's Howe Cave that
had a peculiar, fuzzy white substance growing on their snouts.

This was the first sighting of white-nose syndrome, a fungal
disease that has devastated bat populations across the US.

"Bats have gained a bad reputation as being something to
fear, especially after reports of a possible linkage with the
origins [of] COVID-19," says the study's author Eyal Frank,
an ecological economist at the University of Chicago.

Now, a new study has found more than 1,000 human infant
deaths resulted from the loss of bats in North America —
which led to increased pesticide use, a grim reminder of how
vital this much-maligned mammal is to our wellbeing.

Frank used quasi-experimental, observational methods to
explore how, in the wake of a mass die-off of bats due to
WNS, pesticide use increased along with infant mortality.

Insect-cating bats keep crop pest numbers in check, so with
bat mortality rates from WNS averaging above 70 percent in
the US since the disease was first detected in 2006, farmers
were forced to compensate by turning to chemical solutions
to protect crops.

Frank addressed both the economic and health costs of this
shift, comparing the impacts of pesticide use in counties
where WNS caused mass bat die-offs, with counties that were
seemingly unaffected.

Counties affected by bat die-offs, he found, increased
pesticide use by around 31 percent. Meanwhile, crop sales
revenue dropped by nearly 29 percent.

He estimates the combined cost to farmers in communities
affected by bat die-offs was US $26.9 billion between 2006
and 2017.

And in those same counties, infant mortality rates due to
internal causes of death rose by 8 percent. That translates to
around 1,334 additional infant deaths, which Frank shows
were likely a result of the increased use of pesticides in WNS-
affected counties.

"When bats are no longer there to do their job in controlling
insects, the costs to society are very large — but the cost of
conserving bat populations is likely smaller," says Frank.

"More broadly, this study shows that wildlife adds value to
society, and we need to better understand that value in order
to inform policies to protect them."

Read More: https://is.gd/To0ab2
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In Montana, a Threatened Swath of Old Growth Fuels
a Longstanding Debate

In the remote, heavily logged Yaak Valley, an unlikely stand of
old growth sits at the center of a debate about what a forest is
for—and how best to protect it

Laura Yale
3 Oct 2024

‘When Rick Bass first found himself in the area referred to as
Unit 72 by the United States Forest Service, he felt desperate
and unanchored.

He was walking up what was once an overgrown logging
road but had recently been clear-cut into a 200-foot-wide strip
of barren land. Roughly one million board feet of sellable
timber had been removed, and only a few of the largest larch
remained. The Forest Service had cleared the area as a
firebreak in response to the Davis fire, ignited by lightning in
July 2018 in the remote, rugged Yaak Valley, which is situated
within the Kootenai National Forest in northwest Montana.

Blowdown lined the edges of the firebreak. Trees once
insulated from the elements were newly exposed and didn’t
have the roots to sustain full-force winds.

Bass, a 66-year-old writer and conservationist, crossed a thick
section of fallen old spruce, balancing himself on the larger
trunks. After living in the Yaak Valley for nearly four decades,
he’s sturdy, and no stranger to bushwhacking. Finally, he
stepped out of the hot, dry clear-cut and through a cool,
emerald-green portal. As far as recorded history could reveal,
the forest he was entering—Unit 72—had never been logged.

Blanketed with ferns and dripping with moss, the forest
looked like it was plucked from the Pacific Northwest and
moved 350 miles inland. It’s one of the few remaining echoes
of an ancient rainforest that tens of millions of years ago
spread from the Washington coast into Montana. Grizzlies,
lynx, and wolverines sniff and scratch through 800-year-old
larch and some of the largest western hemlock, western red
cedar, and Engelmann spruce in the valley. The area is one of
only six habitats in the lower 48 states considered large and
intact enough to support a grizzly bear population.

Relief washed over Bass. Then he saw long strips of flagging,
and blue and orange paint slathered across some of the larger
tree trunks. The Forest Service, it seemed, planned to log here
too, in the old growth.

His first reaction was rage, but he had learned over the years
that wrath was not an effective tool in the fight to protect
these trees, which were too important to risk. They had



survived centuries of wildfire, drought, pests, and logging
that decimated other forests in the region.

Now they’re engulfed in discord, their fate to be decided by
humans who can’t agree whether to actively manage the area
through clear-cutting or to leave it alone.

In 2017, the USFS staff responsible for the Kootenai National
Forest (KNF) proposed a sweeping 95,000-acre forest-
management plan, called the Black Ram project, to “improve
resilience and resistance to insects, disease, and fire.” Unit 72
would be effectively clear-cut. In the words of the KNF
supervisors, they would “restart the stand” to improve the
forest’s “ability to adjust to climate change.” This sparked an
impassioned battle—on the ground and in federal court—
between environmental advocates, local and federal
governments, and other stakeholders. After seven years of
disagreements, Unit 72 has yet to be logged, but it hasn’t been
permanently protected, either.

With wildfire season becoming longer and more intense
across the U.S. and Canada, people are desperate for answers,
and the debate of how best to mitigate such fires rages on.
Many at the Forest Service and in the timber industry argue
that forest-clearing projects similar to the Black Ram are the
answer. But it’s unclear whether these measures, which have
gained popularity in the past decade, are always undertaken
with the sincere goal of mitigating wildfire. Many
conservationists believe that the Forest Service and the timber
industry are capitalizing on the public’s fear, and that painting
these projects—many of which include cutting down old
growth—as restorative is merely a convenient way to justify

logging.

A hefty volume could be filled with the years’ worth of court
documents, scientific studies, and letters to the editor
generated by the different sides of the Black Ram dispute. But
let’s begin with the one thing everyone agreed on—that the
Forest Service has mismanaged public forests for more than a
century. A hundred years of fire suppression and immense
amounts of logging have left our forests vulnerable to
wildfire, insect infestation, and disease, all of which are
compounded by a changing climate.

There’s good research—and people—on both sides of the
Black Ram debate. The more important question is, who and
what are we protecting these forests for?

Rick Bass wasn’t always an environmentalist. Before he
moved to the Yaak Valley, he was a geologist. Born and raised
in Texas, Bass fell in love with the West when he went to
Utah for college. He studied geology and wildlife science,
and after graduating in 1979 began working for an
independent oil and gas prospector in the southeast, mapping
potential drilling sites on private land. He loved that the job
required him to become intimately familiar with landscapes,
and that he could spend his mornings writing before clocking

in for the day.

At 29, a powerful nostalgia drew him back to the mountains.
An avid hunter who enjoyed quiet places, he drove north and
then west until he found a place with huge swaths of
wilderness and very few people. There, in a small writing
cabin on a marsh in the Yaak Valley, he launched his prolific
writing career. He was called a “literary titan” by The New
York Times, and his work, which includes fiction, memoir,
and essays, often focuses on his own backyard.

“It’s an incredibly unique landscape, and it really stimulates
your mind,” Bass says. “The more you learn of it, the more
amazed you are by the elegance and complexity, the story of
the ecosystem.” But while his relationship with the land
inspired his writing, it also distracted him from it.

When Bass moved to the Yaak in 1987, he quickly realized
how aggressively the valley was being logged. Even then, the
area felt like “the last of the last,” a fragment of an intact
ecosystem. “I thought I just needed to write a couple of
essays and this oversight—the lack of any protected areas in
the Yaak—would be corrected in short order,” he says. He
soon became one of the Yaak’s leading wilderness activists.

In the late eighties, the meetings were toxic, he recalls.
People would intentionally intimidate him, and dismiss any
ideas that might be considered conservation oriented. But his
experience hunting and working in an extractive industry
gave him some credibility with the locals, because it placed
him outside a recognizable environmentalist box. “There was
some value in the fact that it wasn’t just the traditional choir
preaching at them,” he says.

In 1987, logging in the U.S. reached its absolute peak on
public land. For context, 2.9 billion board feet were harvested
in national forests in 2023, the most in 25 years. But in 1987,
that number was 12.7 billion board feet, an amount most
people, even the Forest Service itself, understood was
unsustainable. It was enough lumber to build roughly 800,000
single-family homes.

The year 1987 also saw an increase in public environmental
outrage, with numerous tree-sits, blockades, and protests in
Washington, California, and Oregon. Bass was just beginning
his advocacy work, and he was unaware of larger efforts to
protect forests and old growth. He was simply one of a
handful of people who’d imagined a different future for the
Yaak.

During those early years of advocacy, he spent countless
hours making phone calls, passing out flyers, writing letters
to elected officials, and trying to get even just a couple dozen
folks to show up for meetings. He would wake up early to
write and then get pulled into activism work. When hunting
season came around in the fall, he’d retreat into the woods for
a few months in search of personal restoration.



As Bass writes in The Book of Yaak, published in 1996,
“There is a rhythm that we must all find, in loving and
fighting for a place—the integration of advocacy into your
‘other,’ peaceful life. I do not think it will always seem like a
balanced or even pleasant rthythm.”

Thirty-seven years have passed since Bass moved to the
Yaak. He’s now executive director of the Yaak Valley Forest
Council, a grassroots nonprofit he and a handful of other
locals founded in 1997. Since then the YVFC has repaired
and restored many critical riparian habitats in the Yaak with
its Headwaters Restoration project. Conservation education is
a key part of the organization’s work, as well.

“Our real battle has been the slow, intergenerational work of
encouraging people to feel comfortable talking about the
value of wild country. The Yaak is an incredibly special
ecosystem—a place worth protecting not for its recreational
or timber values, but for its unique and seething biodiversity,”
Bass says.

Perhaps most important, the YVFC has successfully
defended, at least for the short term, thousands of acres of
forest.

Bass is fluent in science, policy, and law—Ilanguages he and
others repeatedly used to try and obtain lasting protection for
the Yaak Valley’s forests. When the Black Ram proposal
came around, Bass thought that perhaps he should try
something different. “I wanted to bring in people who could
be moved by beauty, which is everybody,” he says. He’d fight
the battle with art. This time, he thought, maybe he could find
a way to amplify the voices of the trees themselves.

Read More: https://is.ed/mJ4RUR

How a Vermont Cheesemaker Helps Local Farms
Thrive

By paying top dollar for milk and sourcing within 15 miles of
its creamery, Jasper Hill supports an entire community.

By Jake Price
4 Sep 2024

Every Friday at around 6 p.m., farmers in Greensboro,

Vermont, descend on Tom Hill's barn to help out with the
Friday evening milking session. As udders are emptied and
beers popped open, they catch up on each other’s families and
talk about the joys and struggles of the vocation they share.

The weekly gathering is a community tradition. The bonds
between these farmers, formed over many decades and
spanning multiple generations, have become even more
precious as farms consolidate or close—farm numbers have
been declining since the 1970s, and that transformation of
rural life continues. This tight-knit community holds on with
determination, cherishing its camaraderie.

Many here have benefited from their collaboration with
cheesemakers Mateo and Andy Kehler, founders of
Greensboro’s Jasper Hill Farm. The Kehlers pay their
suppliers nearly twice the global market rate for milk, and
they source exclusively from within a 15-mile radius of the
creamery. This commitment both sustains local agriculture
and reinvigorates the community by fostering an
interconnected local economy.

The Kehlers’ business model has proven remarkably
successful: 82 cents of every dollar of profit stays within
Vermont, with 62 cents staying in Greensboro itself, making
it one of the most financially rewarding places to be a farmer
in the United States.

Tom Hill might not still be in business if it weren’t for Jasper
Hill. Other dairy farmers are in the same situation. Knowing
that Jasper Hill pays a fair price for their milk, some farmers
have relocated to Greensboro specifically to work with them.

Chet and Renee Baker, for instance, moved here from
Richmond, Vermont, so they could be within Jasper Hill’s 15-
mile radius. "[They] understand the importance of a small
farm [and its] impact in the community,” says Renee. She and
her husband now supply milk to Jasper Hill

Read More: https://is.gd/f8tP7D

ED From our Members

We would like to hear from our members. Are there changes you would like to see in your newsletter? Please send us your
stories about organic farming on your farm so we can share them with all the GOA members


https://is.gd/mJ4RUR
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GOA Bowling team: Cubs. Left to right Hillary Miller, Megan Nicholl, Dawson Miller, Morgan Miller and Hailee Price.



