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U p  until now the regulatory e nvironment in  the organic sector has not really differentiated between the industrial 

scale production of food and  smal l  business or regional organics. Certifiers like Biogro and Assure Quality a n d  other 

smal ler independent certifiers have served most regional organic food producers wel l .  

However I agree that a more a rigorous and national regulatory system would create a consistency for the export 

i ndustry and for those who produce food on industrial scale farms and the industry distributors. Once again I th ink 

you need to make this  differentiation between two sectors; industrial/ processed and smal l  business clearer i n  

your proposal. 

You do not mention Reta i ler  Certification? Would this also remain an option for certification? If so, in the i nterests 

of i ntegrity, I suggest that any retai ler who does not stock 80% certified organic foods cannot c laim organ ic  status 

as an certified organic retai ler. This p rotects those authentic organic businesses from being destroyed by the 

competitive al l  serving supermarket industry. 

4. Do you agree that this is a good opportunity to change the way organics are currently regulated i n  New Zealand?

In your opinion, what needs to change? Please explain why 

This is an  industry motivated ca l l  for regulation change. So when al lud ing to a good opportunity you are a l l ud ing to 

the opportunity of creating an  organic brand for NZ. 

However" a mandatory organic national standard" is long overdue. The risk is that MPI wil l follow suit with the 

USDA to meet with those specific regulatory regimes as requested by the trading partners. How you define Organic 

could either complement the trading partner's requirements or create a distinct NZ organic brand. I believe this is a 

good opportun ity to do the latter. 

With the increasing number of large scale farms and the increasing domination of supermarket on our food 

landscape and their role in the organic sector, I would l i ke MPI  to consider that the opportunity is also right for more 

rigorous regulation of these industries in particular to ensure the organic brand is not harmed or rendered down as 

is the case in the USA. 

With your focus on export i n  the section I would like to remind you that the regional smal l  scale local organic 

producer who is of significance culturally needs to be considered separately in  any regulations and therefore be 

subject to a reduced regime of regulation. 

5. Do you think that the appropriate objectives for a new organic regime have been identified? What would you

suggest a new regime should achieve? Please explain why. 

You r  organic regime particularly suits an industry driven market consisting of industrial production, trade and  

export. 

Confidence: Yes consumers wi l l  need assurance in organic certification in order to have confidence. Usual ly 

confidence corresponds with knowledge a nd understanding. Shoppers need i nformation and education about 

Organics. Consider promotion of NZ organics on a national and regional level. 

Integrity: When does MP I  expect the place of origin regu lation to take effect? This is a n  example of how to 

u ndermine consumer confidence. 

What regulatory regimes wi l l  MPI have in  place to closely monitor the industry distributors of organics with the a im 

to avoid any further food scandals  involving the tactics of  supermarkets and their suppl iers? 

I agree that the organic export industry could be at risk if you bl indly follow the USDA for eg. How would you focus 

on enabl ing trade affect the content of the regulations? Do we adopt the USDA model and lose the opportunity to 

create our  own NZ Organic Certification brand? How much compromise are you wi l l ing to make? Which industries 

in NZ are you listening to? You can use the USDA as an example of what not to do. What regulations wi l l  be enforce 

to ensure that the criteria for organic certification cannot be watered down as has happened in the USA by 

i ndustries marketing organic products? 
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I consider that the existing certifying system has served smal l  producers and retailers satisfactorily and the voluntary 

aspect of this certification has been adequate. I also th ink that the any confusion between the uses of the terms 

organic or certified organic comes down to education. I f  a product is certified organic it should have met requ i red 

standards and if not certified there is no guarantee it is organic. I oppose the suggestion that the word Organic be 

regulated as is the case by the USDA. I would l ike to suggest that MP I  consider as an objective making the difference 

between the two clear to consumers as opposed to regulating the word in its enti rety. Establishing a NZ Organic 

Certification brand by way of a national regulatory system should also be an objective. 

6. Do you think that a standard setting out requirements for production methods would be best su ited to organic

production? Please explain why. 

Yes the production methods are important. But I am not sure you wi l l  be able to incorporate any of the organic 

philosophy in this commercial context. It is important that the legislation and regulations finally drawn up enhance 

the NZ organic certification and have integrity. Your definition of Organic could be put to the test if you consult 

with the wrong industry representatives are pressured by trade agreements. There is a wealth of knowledge in the 

existing organic sector. 

7. Do you think that the correct options have been identified? Are there a lternative option(s) that should be

considered? Please describe. 

I agree with 1c the Mandatory standard for all organic producers. But I suggest two level of this regime. One being 

for industry and reta ilers and the other for the small producers /food artisans who sell d irect to the publ ic .  The 

scope of the business should be reflected in the fees. Regional or locally focussed certification systems exist now, so 

perhaps use existing certifying business for the small business? Certification should also be marketed in such way 

that it is a desirable outcome for producers and encourage more organic production of foods rather than just 

regulation. 

8. Are there positive or negative impacts of any options that are not described? Please describe any impacts that

we've missed. 

Over regulation of smal l  producers and associated fees would be unwelcome. From my market business 

perspective I oppose the regulation of the word Organic, the emphasis should be on the Certified Organic as 

legitimate. But I appreciate the fact that the climate of integrity and authenticity is not always as tangible in a 

supermarket. 

9. If a standard became mandatory for a l l  organic operators, what would be the positive and/or negative impacts

on you or your business? 

It would mean some producers would have to substantiate their organic claims or change ingredients and 

labels. Yet organic cosmetic claims can continue - this is odd. 

Supermarket can sell more processed organics - this is a tragedy for consumers. 

10. To what extent do you support or oppose the use of a logo to help distinguish organic products from non

organic products? Please explain why. 

A logo that clearly says NZ is a good idea. But you should use the words Certified Organic. 

11. Do you think that the correct options have been identified? Are there alternative option(s) that should be

considered? Please describe. 

I support the preferred option 2A on the understanding that the word organic is not regulated for commercial 

incentive and that the Certified Organic is set as the national standard. 

12. Are there positive or negative impacts of any options that are not described in the above section? Please

describe any impacts that we've missed. 
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There should not be any exemptions. By al lowing exemptions you are undermining those who choose to be  

certified organic. Smal l  business and farmers market organic producers who you mention as being likely candidates 

for exemptions a re either a l ready certified or would choose to be if they wanted to claim to be organic. I f  they were 

not organic and they use the word they would be subject to scrutiny by their customers and also by the operators of 

the markets. The scale of any false claims is tiny compared to the misleading labels found on supermarket shelves. 

You need to get a perspective here. This is a fundamentally d ifferent sales climate to a supermarket. By a l lowing 

exemptions you assist the supermarket industry to discredit competition which it does routinely. (Post USDA 

regulation of the word organic has resulted in numerous growers in the USA choosing to go 'Beyond Organic'. This 

means they do not have confidence in the certification process which has watered down regulations to meet 

industrial industry standards. They can't call themselves organic as the word is regulated but they a re authentical ly 

organic. It does not stop them growing organic they simply brand their produce with other terms. 

I agree that sma l l  businesses should be subject to a reduction of compliance cost and the audits should a l so reflect 

their size. 

13. If ongoing verification (with l imited exemptions) was used to check compliance, what would be the positive

and/or negative impacts on you or your business? Reduced compliance costs and regulatory audits which reflect 

the size of the business would be more acceptable. 

14. If some businesses were not requ i red to be verified on an ongoing basis, what do you think the criteria for

exemption could be? For example, method of sale, annual turnover, and volume sold others ... 

No exemptions. But perhaps consider farmers market participants and gate sales as being a criteria for reduction of 

compliance costs? 

15. To what extent do you support this combination? Please explain why. I don't, my reasons are stated above.

16. What changes or  impacts would this combination of options involve for you and/or your organisation? If you

went ahead with exemptions we would self-monitor our non-certified organic growers and producers as we do now. 

So, no d ifference . 

17. What would be your preferred combination of options? This can include any l isted options and any other

possible option not listed. No combination. Mandatory with reduced compl iance costs for small and farmer's 

market business. 

18. Have the powers required to implement a new regime been correctly identified? Are there any other

components you think would be necessary? No 

19. Do you have any comments on the range of proposed compliance and enforcement tools? No

20.  Do you have any other comments about the proposed legislative settings? No

21. What evidence should be examined to inform further analysis of this proposal?

22. If you have any other comments or suggestions please let us know.

Please tell us a bit about yourself Understanding who you are wi l l  help us best understand your feedback and  

address any concerns you may have. 

• Please select a l l  those that a pply to you. Are you ... D a business YES ...

a. How many employees do you have? YES 2 D 0 5 D 6 10 D 10 20 D 20+

b. What activities, if any, does your business carry out i n  relation to organic products? YES D produce organics YES

D sell organics in New Zealand D process organics D export organics D store organics D import organics D 

provide contracted services in relation to organics D other (please specify) Supports organic growers via farmers 

markets 
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c. What kind of products do you deal with? (please select a l l  that apply)YES 0 certified organic products 0
uncertified organic products 0 non-organic products 0 non-organic products, but I intend to deal  with organie 

products in  the future 

d .  What type of products do you currently handle? (Select a l l  that apply) 0 Processed food and non-a lcoholic 

beverages (organic), D Processed food and non-alcoholic beverages (non-organic), D Live animals and/or animal  

products (organic), D Live an imals and/or animal  products (non-organic), YES D Plant products (including fresh fruit 

and vegetables) (organic), D Plant products ( including fresh fruit and vegetables) (non-organic), D Wine (organic), 

0 Wine (non-organic), D Other (please specify product and organic status) e. Do you sell organic products ... YES D 

directly to consumers (e.g. farmers markets, gate sales) FARMERS MARKETSD to a retai ler or distributor (e.g. 

special ity shops, supermarkets) D to a foreign customer (e.g. exports) D other (please specify) and/or D a 

consumer ... 

a .  Do you purchase organic products? YES ALL TH E TI M ED Yes, a l l  the time D Yes, sometimes D No 

b.  To what extent do you consider the certification status of organic products that you buy and use? Quite

important 

24 • Would New Zea land benefit from new organic regulation? Min istry for Primary Industries and/or D other ... YES 

a .  Please tell u s  who you are o r  who you represent (e.g. industry group, supermarket, service provider) I 

manage and own a 10 year old farmers market in  Canterbury, a certified organic property and previously 

owned an organic grocery for 3 years 

b. What is your interest in organics? I would like to see more productive and diverse use of land by way of

organic growers and producers supplying farmers markets. I would like organics to be more about the fresh

and local as opposed to the processed and imported exported.

c. Is there anything else you'd l i ke to tell us that could help us understand your feedback? For example: size of

your business, key m arkets, experience related to the organic sector. 

Thanks 

Barb Warren 
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The whole concept of organic production has been stym ied by lack of education a n d  appropriate 

research i n  NZ in p a rticular. The initiative at Lincoln U n iversity back i n  1976 to establish the Biological 

H usbandry U n it [BHU] and associated teaching up to Post G rad uate level has furnished the organ i c  

systems with quite a lot ofthe leading people now i n  the Orga nic ind ustry. I t  would b e  interest ing to know 

how many now involved do in fact have a contact with orga n ics through the BH U? Today despite t h e  

proven success o f  certified organic as a viable economic and environmental system inspirational c o urses 

a re becoming less a n d  less available a n d  of course expensive. 

Certification is also expensive but results in a system that is environmentally benign. Should certified 

organic land therefore sti l l  have to go through the time a n d  expense of further investigations which are 

becoming mandatory as less holistic loca l environmental la n d  management controls a re i m p lem ented ? 

Once again, well done in getting these issues before the people and for Government interest in a N ational  

Organic Sta n d a rd .  I look forward to Government adding to this with a statement s imi lar  to that for 

pest el im ination. 

NEW ZEALAND CERTI F IED ORGAN I C  BY 2050 [hopefully well before that].  

Good luck with yo u r  o n  going work, be strong as you wil l  need to be so. BOB. 
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