
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

MEETING NOTES 
 

National Sustainable Agriculture Standard  
Standards Committee Meeting, September 25-26, 2008 

 
Facilitated by Leonardo Academy 

Madison, WI 
 

The Pyle Center 
702 Langdon Street, Madison, WI 

Room 235 
 

Day 1 
9:00 Ð 9:30 am   

Standards Committee Orientation: Roles, Procedures, and Objectives 
Michael Arny, Leonardo Academy  
- Introduction 
- Presentation 

o New ANSI requirements for PINS and DSTUs 
o Role of Standards Committee 
o Role of subcommittees in guiding Standards Committee to consensus on issues 
o Role of Secretariat 
o Appeals process 
o Ongoing maintenance of standard for incorporating continuous improvement 
 

9:32 am 
Interim Standards Committee Chairperson, Jim Barrett, University of Florida, Environmental 
Horticulture Department 
- Introduced participants in room, remote access participants 
- Welcomed observers, important part of  process 
- Most of  technical work will be done in subcommittee. I t will be cri tical to bring additional 

stakeholders into the process with expertise in technical areas for the subcommittee work 
- Personal background and research areas -- general agricultural science, plant physiology, 

vegetable crops 
- Part of  process because i t is time. Floriculture/horticulture is being pressured by customers to be 

ÔsustainableÕ. Having to meet sustainabili ty requirements f rom their retailers. 
- Agenda will be discussed af ter committee member introductions 

 
9:35 Ð 11:30 am 

Introductions by Standards Committee Members and Thoughts on Positive Outcomes of 
Developing a National Standard for Sustainable Agriculture 
 
Present 
- Russell Williams, American Farm Bureau Federation Ð Here with an open mind, looking 

forward to conversing with everyone about the work ahead. Representing farms across the 
country that will be af fected by the outcome of this process. 

- James DuBois, Reiter Affiliated Companies (alternate for Brian McElroy, DriscollÕs Strawberry 
Associates) Ð Brian is Organic Business Director for DriscollÕs, marketer of  fresh berries grown 
in various geographies.  

- John Foster, Earthbound Organics Ð Senior Manager of  Organic Integri ty. Involved in organic 
inspection, consulting, and certi f ication for 15-20 years. Looking forward to discussing some of 
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the questions that he has been asking for a long time. How do you know a sustainable system 
when you see i t? This group has an opportuni ty to ask the bigger questions, rather than 
focusing on the minutiae, which is easy to do in a task like this. 

- James Knutzon, Farm Fresh Direct Ð CEO of Farm Fresh Direct. Part of producer communi ty 
for 40 years. Has been involved in a lot of  standards-setting ini tiatives and retailer sustainabili ty 
committees. This is going to be a tall  task that will require a lot of  time and effort. 

- Luke Howard, Homestead Farms Ð Organic farm (200 acres of  grain, 6 acres of  f resh market 
vegetables). Prior experience with conventional agriculture 

- Mark Yelanich, Metrolina Greenhouses Ð Director of Research at Metrolina, a third generation, 
family-owned operation in the business of  flowering plants, bedding plants, perennials. 
VeriFlora certi fi ed using draf t standard. A reasonable, well-thought out standard will be another 
tool for nursery industry and will give direction into future research into products and services 
that will help the industry become more sustainable. 

- Ronald Moore, Moore Farms / American Soybean Association Ð ASA Board of  Directors. 
Operates 1000 acres corn/soybean farm and feeder cattle operation. Looking forward to 
dialogue.  Need to develop sustainable standards that encompass conventional /commercial 
farming operations also.  

- Laura Foell , American Soybean Association (alternate to Ronald Moore) Ð Corn, soybeans, no-
ti ll  production. 

- Kenneth McCauley, National Corn Growers Association Ð Chairman of  NCGA. Representing 
members and essentially all  farms across the country. Farms 4000 acres, mostly corn, and feels 
that he is sustainable. Sees a lot of  opportuni ty here but also the potential for changing things 
drastically enough that one could not farm in an economic fashion. Practices no-till  
production; yields have consistently grown up due to improvements in soil  quali ty. Appreciates 
the dialogue and looks forward to i t. 

- Gene Kahn, General Mills Ð Global Sustainabili ty Off icer. Representing 27,000 employees 
transi tioning to a MORE sustainable company, not just sustainable. Food and agriculture is at a 
crossroads; there is signifi cant opportuni ty for improving the environmental performance of 
agriculture. Provides perspective of  building a more mainstream approach to sustainabili ty; 
wants to ensure that we donÕt build a high-end niche that is represented by this standard. Here 
to challenge notion that sustainabili ty is best expressed by creation of products, rather than 
development of  competencies and process.  

- Paul Noe, Grocery Manufacturers Association Ð VP of Regulatory Affairs. Membership includes 
leading food and beverage manufacturers. Understands great challenge we face in having to feed 
a growing population while still keeping prices affordable. Believes in a clear, achievable, 
pragmatic and measurable approach that can be implemented by producers and users. 
Increasingly interested in role of voluntary standards in promoting best practices.  

- Diane Holdorf, Kellogg Company Ð Global Director of Environmental Stewardship. Interested 
in process but particularly the content of  this standard, as a company that has been striving 
toward sustainabili ty. Sustainable ingredient supply relies on sustainable livelihood and economic 
wellbeing of  farmers. Kellogg is taking a li fe-cycle perspective and is interested in the aspect of  
traceabili ty that has been wri tten into the draf t standard and how this element further develops. 

- Colleen Kohlsaat, Levi Strauss &  Co. Ð Manager of  Environmental Sustainabili ty. Sustainabili ty 
is part of LeviÕs vision. Exploring fi rst link of  supply chain Ð fiber (cotton) production. Also 
interested in traceabili ty so that they can back up everything that is communicated to the 
consumer in the marketplace. 

- Cecil Wright, Organic Valley / CROPP Cooperative Ð VP of Sustainabili ty of CROPP 
Cooperative. Family farms in 30 states and 2 Canadian provinces. Dairy, orange juice, soy, 
eggs, meat, produce. Looking for common ground. We are all  in this together. Looking forward 
to long process. 
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- William Pool, Wegmans Food Market Ð Family-owned, privately held chain of  large grocery 
stores on East Coast. Deals locally with 850 growers, promote locally grown products. 
Traceabili ty and food safety are cri tical components of sustainabili ty. Food safety has become a 
nightmare in the produce industry Ð multiple standards, multiple audits is becoming burdensome 
to growers. Wants a common direction that we are al l headed in.  

- Ann Sorensen, American Farmland Trust Ð Directs Research Program at AFL. Focused on 
productive farmland and encouraging environmental stewardship. Works with IPM communi ty. 
Personally involved in certi fi cation ef forts, federal agreement with EPA. This process is a huge 
challenge but incredibly important. Agriculture is facing huge environmental challenges. We 
have to figure out what sustainabili ty means. The more we can lean toward performance 
metrics, and not practices, the better.  

- Sara OÕBrien, Defenders of Wildlife (alternate for Frank Casey) Ð Private lands conservation 
specialist. National conservation group focused on protecting imperiled species. A lot of 
potential in this process for defi ning sustainabili ty. An opportuni ty to create consensus for 
sustainable agriculture. Interested in ensuring that any defi ni tion of  sustainabili ty takes into 
consideration biodiversi ty and wildlife habitat. Also one of the groups that expressed concern 
about the process.  

- Eileen McLellan, Environmental Defense Fund (al ternate for Suzy Friedman) Ð EDF focuses on 
market-based environmental improvement. Also engaged in a number of 
sustainabili ty/certi fi cation process. Exci ted to be part of  the dialogue and would like to see a 
broad discussion of  the concept of  sustainabili ty and development of  a vision of what this 
means. Provides funding for farmers to transition to more sustainable production practices. 
Would like this process to develop good performance metrics that are adaptable to a range of  
farming operations.  

- Taylor Reid, Michigan Organic Food and Farm Alliance Ð Represents producers and 
consumers. Studies communi ty food and agriculture, has worked in multiple agriculture sectors 
over the years. Interested in discussing philosophy and defi ni tion of sustainabili ty and 
participating in the process. 

- Timothy Mahoney, Oxfam America Ð Nonprofi t working primarily in poor communi ties in 
U.S. and around the world. Oxfam feels i t is important that the interests of  these communi ties 
are refl ected in deliberations such as this. Concerned about food prices Ð many communi ties 
Oxfam works in spends 60% of their income on food. The food price crisis has brought to light 
how important agriculture is in these communi ties; agriculture is their main source of livelihood 
but in the end they are net food consumers. Wants to ensure that agricultural investments in 
these communi ties are implemented in a sustainable way. 

- Jeff Moyer, Rodale Institute Ð Farm Director. Not middle of the road. Rodale is 501 (c)(3) 
nonprofi t research and education organization. Operates small  family farm Ð grain and beef 
cattle. Also on National Organic Standards Board. Interested in organic production systems and 
their potential impacts on an umbrella standard that includes sustainabili ty. Also particular 
interest in TIME as a component of this process and general concerns about task at hand. 

- V Philip Rasmussen, Western SARE Ð Land grant system (Utah State Universi ty). Involved in 
sustainable agriculture research for long time; SARE includes organic and conventional growers. 
SARE has been holding stakeholder listening sessions in Western Region, concerns being voiced 
from all  corners of  the table. Hoping concerns can be addressed in this process. 

- Molly Anderson, Wallace Center at Winrock International Ð Ecologist by training, ecological 
and anthropological background. Has done research on mul tiple aspects of sustainable food 
systems. 

 
Remote 
- Frans Wielemaker, Dole Fresh Fruit International Ð Director of Organic Program. Produces 

and buys from farmers in the region, markets fruit in U.S., Europe and Japan. As a company, 
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Dole is interested in the process because i t wants to be as sustainable in i ts operations as 
possible. Would like to develop a clear and verifi able standard instead of  the various 
independent labels that are appearing in the market. Especially interested in contributing to 
development of  these standards i f the aspects of tropical agriculture can be incorporated. These 
conditions are of ten overlooked in agricultural standards.  

- Mi ke Wanless, Napa Sustainable Winegrowers Association Ð Involved in applied agriculture and 
production research for about 40 years. Operates 15 acre vineyard, has farmed up to 200 acres 
of organic vineyard and other vegetables in the past. California has developed sustainabili ty 
standards for the wine industry. Sustainabili ty standards have to be economically viable. 

- Will  Healy, Ball  Horticultural Company Ð Breeder and distributor of  flowering plants, 
worldwide operations. Ball  has long history of  interest in sustainabili ty. Working to create fully 
sustainable supply chain and wants to ensure that product is credible and considered 
ÔsustainableÕ. 

- Steve Lomax, Corn Refiners Association Ð Works with corn wet milling industry. CRA process 
2 billion bushels of  corn each year. Enthusiastic for what is bound to be a long process. Posi tive 
outcomes depend on content and intent of  the standard. The scope is ambitious. As we proceed 
through development, adoption and use of  the standard Ð which is a very large undertaking Ð we 
will be better able to determine potential positive outcomes later in process. Corporations 
generally prefer reduced regulations and standards to adhere to. However, to the extent that 
standards can increase efficiency and open up markets, that is a potential posi tive outcome and 
hopefully the result of  this process as well. 

- Krysten Hommell, Markon Cooperative (alternate for Tim York) Ð Produce purchasing, 
marketing and sales cooperative. 11 members in North America. Excited to be part of  the 
process; looking forward to developing standards that are specifi c, measurable and verifi able. 
Produce industry just came out of food safety crisis that demonstrated the importance of these 
cri teria. Also looking to develop clari ty between ÔorganicÕ and Ôsustainable.Õ 

- Annie Gardiner, Veriflora Sustainability Council  (proxy for Tom Leckman, Sierra Flower 
Trading) Ð Sierra Flower Trading is the largest distributor of  cut flowers in Canada. Sierra is one 
of many who have put draf t standard to work as part of  Verifl ora certi f ication program. Many 
potential outcomes and benefi ts Ð raising awareness of sustainabili ty issues and solutions, 
stimulating consumer purchases of  sustainable products, developing matrices for measuring 
sustainabili ty. 

- Jonathan Kaplan, Natural Resources Defense Council Ð Senior Policy Specialist. 1.2 million 
members. Work on range of issues relevant to agriculture, including renewable fuels, biofuels, 
and metrics for specialty crops. Intimidated by negotiating agreement of what is sustainable 
because there are so many groups are on the table. Would like to start with a discussion of 
scope. Intrigued by the idea of  trying to measure sustainabili ty rather than trying to negotiate 
how high the bar should be set. This might get us farther faster. 

- Laurel Marcus, California Land Stewardship Institute/Fish Friendly Farming Environmental 
Certification Program Ð Executive Director. Runs FFF, a certi f ication program that 
incorporates elements of  Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, as well as all  pesticide 
regulations, fi sh and game codes and other laws. FFF has been in place for over 10 years. Has 
expanded to over 100,000 acres and hundreds of  growers. Vineyards, fruit and nut orchards. A 
lot of  experience in standards writing, moni toring, environmental assessment.  

 
(Break – 10:30 am – 10:45 am)  
 
10:45 am  

Introductions by Standards Committee Members (continued) 
Present 
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- Ximena Franco, Asocolflores Ð Association of  Columbian flower exporters (represents 80% of 
fl ower production in Columbia). Involved in environmental and diversi ty issues for 15 years. 
Bringing experience in Florverde standards development and implementation to this process. 
Florverde encompasses a wide range of points of  view Ð producer, buyers, environmental and 
social organizations, government, and academia.  

- Casey Walsh Cady, California Department of Food and Agriculture, Office of Agriculture and 
Environmental Stewardship Ð Staf f scientist. Mission is to promote and protect agriculture, Ca 
produced 50% of nations fruits, nuts and vegetables. CDFA is embarking on an agricultural 
vision process to plot a road map for sustainabili ty and agriculture for the next 30 years. 
Interested in ensuring that sustainabili ty has a meaning in the marketplace, for growers, and 
that i t is a process of  continual improvement, not a fi nal endpoint. 

- Betsy Peterson, California Seed Association Ð CSA is a trade association, not government 
agency. 155 member companies, including breeders, producers, dealers, distributors and others in 
seed production across U.S. and internationally. Vegetables, fi eld, fl ower, turf  and native plant 
species. Utilize all  tools for production, f rom organic to biotech, in order to breed varieties that 
meet marketÕs needs. Seed industry is known for i ts varietal puri ty. Has been implementing 
certi f ication standards for 100+ years. CSA is fully engaged in this effort, but has concerns and 
questions that need to be addressed. A posi tive outcome is the opportuni ty for dialogue, 
learning stakeholdersÕ interests and developing consensus on how to move forward with the 
issues, whether in this process or another venue. 

- Thomas Redick, Global Environmental Ethics Council (as proxy for Hector Quemada, Crop 
Technology Consulting, Inc.) Ð Hector is a biology professor at Calvin College. International 
consultant to developing nations on use of biotechnology, including transgenic fl ow from crop 
to crop. Tom is counsel for US soybean growers. Sees opportuni ty for bringing technology 
neutral approaches and metrics to this process, bringing in scienti fi c evidence for reducing 
targeted impacts. Has extensive experience with ANSI processes, some work some donÕt; would 
like to see this work 

- Mi ke Moon, Just Coffee Cooperative (as proxy for Damara Luce, Coali tion of  Immokalee 
Workers) Ð CIW works to improve conditions for farm workers across industry. Personally a 
former and future organic farmer. The range of  groups and interests present at the table says 
that this is going to be a very long, exasperating process. If  we hi t the mark, this will be a great 
standard, but i t will be very hard to figure out that mark and measure how we hi t i t. Getting this 
work done is very important. However, we are trying to build the Uni ted Nations, but we are at 
a level of  the League of  Nations. We might have to try this and fail  once but thatÕs okay. A lot 
of long discussions that have to happen and CIW is happy to be a part of  them. 

- Bryan Endres, Dept. of Agricultural and Consumer Economics, University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign Ð Assistant Professor of food and agricultural law; research relates to 
agricultural production standards and retail  food labeling issues, and trade implications. Also a 
lot of  biotech research, organic research, intellectual property, direct farm marketing. 
Interested in process of setting standards, as well as everyoneÕs viewpoints on how this is going 
to come together. As an academic, does not have to represent one particular viewpoint. 

- AJ Bussan, Dept. of Horticulture, University of Wisconsin-Madison Ð Potato and Vegetable 
Cropping Systems and Storage Management Specialist. Works with Wisconsin Potato and 
Vegetable Growers Association, Midwest Food Processors Association, Healthy Grown, 
Wisconsin Fresh Market Vegetable Growers Association, and many others. Representing 
colleagues in research and extension team. Potato and vegetable growers have been asked to 
meet sustainable agriculture standards and be certi f ied for the past two years; sustainabili ty 
audits being done at producer expense, no price justi f ication for these premiums. Healthy 
Grown participants have yet to meet the anticipated market premium for their products. A 
question is how will the standards under development apply to produce being imported from 
outside U.S.? I t is not transparent how existing standards are being applied either. 
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- Douglas Johnson, Environmental Intelligence, Inc. Ð Background in landscape and horticulture, 
agriculture. Studied polarization of  worldviews in conventional and organic communi ties. 
Experience with ISO standards work is that they are technology neutral and provide a 
framework for continuous improvement. Many paths to sustainabili ty, which a continuous 
improvement f ramework can accommodate. I f we are overly specifi c on the defi ni tion of  
sustainabili ty, we will preclude the abili ty of  many people in the world to begin to work towards 
sustainable production. How to unify American agriculture? Soil, water, energy conservation 
and customer (economics); move toward appreciation for path for continual improvement for 
the full range of  producers. 

- Jim Pierce, Food Trade Sustainability Leadership Association Ð FTSLA is committed to 
advancing social and environmental responsibili ty in the food industry. Works for Oregon 
Ti l th; raises rainbow trout (and daughters). Personally very committed to organic, but is very 
committed to this process unlike other organic advocates who are uncomfortable with this 
process. Potential posi tive outcome is that sustainable agriculture standards can compliment 
organic standards. There is not a lot of biodiversity, environmentalism or fair labor practices 
written into organic standards nor do we want them there.  

- Bama Athreya, International Labor Rights Forum Ð Nonprofi t organization advocating on 
behalf of workers around the world. ILRF has partners throughout the developing world and has 
been involved in a number of  labor standards ini tiatives for past 15 years. Also involved in 
creation of  Fair Labor Association (apparel industry). Has been somewhat dismayed at the 
nature of some of the sustainabili ty conversations being had by larger environmental groups and 
the Ôlip-serviceÕ being paid to worker conditions in agricultural production. Have been much 
better received by organics movement at least regarding health and safety concerns of  workers. 
If  everyone in the market place were virtuous, there would be no need for a standard such as 
this to reward for virtue. 

- Jacques Wolbert, MPS-ECAS Ð MPS is a scheme-setting company, based in the Netherlands. 
Working on sustainable issues in agriculture, horticulture, and floriculture. Modular certi fi cation. 
Leading certi fi cation body in floriculture worldwide. Interested in developing workable standards 
for all  parties, including small growers.  

- Grace Gershuny, Organic Trade Association Ð Reluctant to get involved at fi rst but now that 
she knows that both sides are against i t, she thinks there must be something good about i t. 
Represents OTA (consultant). Long history in organic certi fi cation, organic market gardener, 
soil science, founding member of  OTA, former editor of Organic Farmer Ð The Digest of 
Sustainable Agriculture, staf f of NOSP from 1994-1999. Has been working on questions about 
organics and sustainabili ty for decades; consultant on policy and regulatory matters. What is the 
real need and purpose for creating this standard? Is there a market demand for this label? What 
are the principles on which i t can be based? I t is very important that these are delineated and 
agreed upon. Posi tive outcomes Ð more sustainable agriculture being practiced equals less soil  
degradation, fewer toxics, more earthworms, happier farmers, healthier consumers. 

- Stan Pohmer, Pohmer Consulting Ð Works nationally and internationally in horticulture, 
fl oriculture and other perishable product industries. Posi tive outcomes of  this process Ð 
identi fi cation of  process and pathways to make current sustainable practices MORE sustainable 
and expanding this to more industries. Standards should be based on science performance and 
results. Concerned about impacts of  sustainabili ty cri teria imposed on economic viabili ty of 
producers. 

- Linda Brown, Scientific Certification Systems Ð Exci ted that so many people are taking an 
interest and stepping forward to participating in an open, non-proprietary, consensus-oriented 
process. Looking forward to a conversation where diverse viewpoints are respected, looking 
forward to rising above our differences in order to move discussion of sustainabili ty forward.  

- Robert Guenther, United Fresh Produce Association Ð Represents f resh produce industry. 
Membership base includes 1300 companies that represent full supply chain, both domestically 
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and internationally. Also 120 allied fresh produce associations. Experience running 
Government Relations Program at Uni ted Fresh, Health Ag Committee. Food safety, food 
policy, nutri tion, traceabili ty. Uni ted Fresh is at the table because the produce industry has a 
strong interest in sustainabili ty issues.   

- Jim Jones, Environmental Protection Agency Ð Office of Pesticide and Regulation. Opportuni ty 
for voluntary consensus standards to being valuable tool toward environmental protection; 
government is required to take advantage of voluntary consensus standards and processes (OMB 
Circular A-119). Voluntary standards have the opportuni ty to be a meaningful tool in a market-
based approach to environmental protection Ð water, air, waste, worker protections and other 
issues.  

- Hank Giclas, Western Growers Ð VP of Strategic Planning, Science and Technology.  Two-state 
association (Arizona and Cali fornia) whose members collectively grow, pack, and ship about !  
of the US supply of f resh fruits, nuts and vegetables (organic and conventional). Has watched 
with interest the numerous objections (process, draf t standard, etc.) that have come in and how 
these differing viewpoints will be resolved. Effort has garnered national attention. I f we can get 
to a true consensus standard that is ANSI branded, i t will have national and international 
currency. This may be our single best opportuni ty to develop a less costly standard compared to 
those being imposed on growers by retailers, etc. in the marketplace today. Interested in a 
standard that is accessible and encourages innovations, allows for technology, operation 
performance and continual improvement rather than conformance.  

- Bill Wolf , Wolf, DiMatteo + Associates Ð Very involved with issues of  sustainable standards and 
metrics for 36 years. World Resource Inventory Assessment under Bucky Fuller Ð the beginning 
of measuring human impacts on the environment (worked on this project at Virginia Tech). 
This type of approach is where we are headed here. Has been involved in organic farming 
methods and reduced input systems, gap analysis of  standards worldwide. Does not feel that 
developing sustainable standards or a sustainabili ty label is a threat to the organic industry Is a 
generalist in this process, would like to create an real, honest, open dialogue. There is a 
proli feration of standards occurring and a gap in consistency, problems with number of terms 
associated with ÔgreenÕ and ÔsustainableÕ. We have a responsibili ty to develop consistent 
metrics for improving agriculture. Posi tive outcomes - open dialogue across many interest 
areas, a good starting point; uniform metrics in range of  areas will be very valuable asset to this 
process, even i f we are only able to agree on certain areas of those metrics; very important to 
have a metrics system and measurement f ramework that embodies continuous improvement in 
order to move towards sustainabili ty, given our environmental and social challenges. 

 
Remote 
- Marty Matlock, Center for Agricultural and Rural Sustainability, University of Arkansas 

Division of Agriculture Ð Ecological engineer, agronomist, plant physiologist. Working on 
seven sustainabili ty indicators for agriculture, dairy. Very interested in process but has serious 
concerns, especially (based on experience) that we donÕt know how to develop indicators. 
Premature to develop standards without knowing how to develop indicators. 

- Nora Ferm, International Labor Rights Forum (alternate to Bama Athreya) Ð Has worked on 
working commissions in cut flower industry in South American and a number of  difference 
certi f ication programs in this area for the past six years. Interested in these standards setting a 
high bar regarding labor and that labor is looked at as comprehensively as environmental issues.  

- Ron Strochlic, California Institute for Rural Studies Ð Applied research in sustainable agriculture 
and sustainable food systems and improved farm worker conditions. Interested in inserting farm 
worker conditions in this process. Also interested in developing these standards in a way that 
will not threaten the economic viabili ty of small- and medium-sized producers. 

- Hans Brand, B& H Flowers Ð Hopes to provide good input into the process.  
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Not Present 
- Tracy Mi edema, Stahlbush Island Farms 
- Prudence Ferreira, AmyÕs Kitchen  
- Margaret Wi ttenberg, Whole Foods 
- Steve Apfelbaum, Applied Ecological Services  
- David Pimentel, Cornell  University 
- John Kukoly, QMI-SAI Global 

 
Observers 
- Jody Endres, Energy Biosciences Institute at University of Illinois 
- Terry Betts Young, Scientific Certification Systems 
- Mi chelle Mi ller, University of Wisconsin Institute for Sustainable Agriculture 
- Rod Snyder, National Corn Growers Association 
- John Thorne, CropLife America 
- Jane Earley, Earley &  White Consulting 
- Bridget Holcombe, Michael Fields Agriculture Institute 
- Mi chael Schechtman, USDA 
- George Elliot, University of Connecticut 
- Andrew Jordan, National Cotton Council , Cotton Incorporated 
- Jill Auburn, USDA-CREES 
- Kenneth Lowery, USDA-FAS 

 
11:50 am  

Standards Committee: Initial Business Session 
Interim Standards Committee Chairperson, Jim Barrett 
- Presentation of al ternative meeting agenda, in honor of  multiple requests to have a more open 

meeting 
o Day #1, 1:30 Ð 4:30 session has been opened to discussion of vision and scope of  the 

standard, guiding principles and key issues in break-out groups (previously slotted for 
discussion of key issues establishing subcommittees) 

o Day #2, morning session has been changed to discussion of  general work plan (instead 
of subcommittee work plan) 

o Motion to adopt revised agenda. Motion seconded. Motion passed unanimously 
- Leadership Voting Discussion 

o Mi chael Arny and Amanda Raster described process for selecting Committee Officers 
(Chair, Vice-Chair, Secretary, Vice-Secretary). Instead of nominating individuals to 
these posts, Leonardo Academy will defer to the Committee through a voting process. 

o Stan Pohmer suggested that the runner up be elected to the Vice posi tion rather than 
holding a separate election for each posi tion. 

o Jonathan Kaplan Ð Are we trying to fi nd a balance of  stakeholders in each of  these 
posi tions? I f so, that proposal may complicate things. 

o Ron Moore Ð The non-successful candidate for Chair or Secretary would not be eligible 
for the Vice position. Taking the second highest vote-getter for the Vice posi tion 
might not give equal representation or equal opportuni ty for individuals to be selected 
as candidates. Suggested opening the election up to everyone for the Vice posi tions, 
even i f this will be cumbersome. 

o Molly Anderson Ð I f there is no limi t to the number of people who can run for the 
Chair, this is an open process. Also there is no real purpose in trying to equalize the 
balance of representation because this is not an executive committee. 
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o Stan Pohmer Ð Agrees that the balance issue is moot. Their posi tions are more 
administrative than decisive. Also, expressed concern over the amount of  time i t would 
take under the proposed voting process. 

o Mi chael Arny reiterated that Leonardo Academy is open to suggestions from the 
Committee  

o Molly Anderson requested that the biographies of the nominees be available for 
Committee members to take into consideration. 

o Luke Howard inquired about the term limi t for Offi cer posi tions. 
o Russell Williams also suggested that there should be a way to rescind Offi cers from their 

posi tions i f they do not perform to the satisfaction of the Committee. 
o Mi chael Arny Ð Yes, Leonardo AcademyÕs procedures do allow for removal of  Officers 

under certain circumstances. 
o Stan Pohmer Ð For the sake of productivi ty, whomever is elected should be elected until  

at least April  2010. 
o Sara OÕBrien Ð Several Committee members have asked for broader representation on 

the Committee. Is there a possibili ty to additional stakeholders and how would they be 
represented on the Committee? 

o Grace Gershuny moves that the Officer selection process consists of voting for 
candidates for the Chair and Secretary positions, with Vice-Chair and Vice-Secretary 
seats to be filled by runner up for each posi tion.  

 AJ Bussan Ð Point of  Order. A motion was already on the table.  
 Jim Barrett Ð The regarding the agenda was already voted on. Point not well-

taken. 
o Russell Williams made a f riendly amendment to the motion Ð Move to have second 

round of  voting af ter the first election to ensure that the Committee members whose 
preferred candidate does not receive the fi rst or second highest votes have an 
opportuni ty to select who they want for the principal posi tions. 

 MOTION: I move to amend Grace's motion by including a provision to hold 
two rounds of votes for the positions of Chair and Secretary.  The two 
candidates receiving the highest amount of votes for each position will enter a 
second round of votes and the winner of the second vote will hold the principle 
position while the other nominee will be designated as the vice for each 
position. 

o Robert Guenther Ð What i f one committee member is nominated for both posi tions?  
o Mi chael Arny Ð This is relatively unlikely. I f i t does happen, Leonardo Academy will 

ask i f  they want to drop off  one of the nominations or run for both posi tions. 
o Hank Giclas Ð WasnÕt the point of  the original motion to expedite the process? If so, 

we are still  setting up a two-tiered vote. 
o Mi ke Wanless Ð Electronic ballot can expedite the process.  
o Russell Williams Ð The original system does not necessarily give everyone a chance to 

vote for the top posi tions. The alternative, two-tiered system gives each Commi ttee 
member a chance to decide who they want in each posi tion. 

o Molly Anderson Ð The second vote could be immediate. We would know right away 
who the top votes are. 

o Mi chael Arny Ð We would follow the same timeline as proposed with the original 
election system. 

o Motion on the floor is an amendment to the original motion. Amendment passed 
unanimously. 

o First motion as amended passed unanimously. The Committee recommends to 
Leonardo Academy to elect Committee members through the alternative two-
tiered process. 
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12:30 Ð 1:30 pm 

Lunch buffet on site 
  
1:30 Ð 4:45 pm  

Vision, Scope, Guiding Principles and Key Issues 
1:30 – 1:40   

General Session Introduction - Interim Standards Committee Chairperson, Jim Barrett 
1:40 

   Statement f rom USDA on process and LEO accreditation 
 
1:45 – 3:30  

Break-Out Group Discussions  
- Groups will identi fy a group facili tator and scribe 
- Discussion: 

o Discussion of  vision and scope of  the standard, guiding principles and key issues 
related to sustainable agriculture 

o Consideration of other resources available to help define vision, scope, 
principles and issues 

o Proposed next steps forward 
 
3:30 – 4:00 

   Reports back from breakout groups 
- Group 1 

o Determined that there is not currently a vision for this process, but there is a 
purpose, as well as an unstated larger purpose: 

 To increase the number of  producers, processors who are using 
sustainable methods for food, fuel, f iber production for future 
generations 

 To capture advantages of  product differentiation in marketplace 
 To bring together mul tiple stakeholders to forge a common 

understanding of sustainable agriculture 
 To encourage performance shif ts in agriculture 
 To reduce the environmental footprint and entrenched social problems 

in production agriculture (ex. Labor exploi tation, dead zone in Gulf of 
Mexico) 

o What is the purpose of the standard, of  bringing everyone together? Of having 
a shared discussion? 

 To identi fy the most powerful, productive approaches to improving the 
social, environmental, economic performance of agriculture 

 If  this is the purpose, here are the questions: 
• How much lati tude do we really have as commi ttee members? 

Can we scrap the draf t? Rewrite the purpose? Is anything in the 
draf t off  the table, or is everything up for discussion? 

• Is the intention to have this result in a label? Intention for i t to 
eventually be a third-party certi f ied standard? 

• Do we really need a standard? Why are we here? 
• Who benefi ts f rom process as i t is set up now? Who do we want 

to benefi t from this process at i ts best? 
• What is sustainabili ty? What does sustainable agriculture look 

like? 
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• Do we want a market approach or is our role to be serving to 
protect environmental and social goods? 

• How do we determine what market wants? 
• Scale Ð What is the size limi t for sustainable agriculture? 
• What incentives might encourage people to use standards? 
• Payment and proprietary nature of an ISO/ANSI standard? Who 

pays this and what would the cost be? How would this serve to 
have broader benefi ts and not disadvantage smaller producers? 

o The Mandate 
 A subcommittee needs to be set up to figure out scope, vision, purpose, 

principles, issues and questions, etc.  
 More discussion has to happen about the larger questions before moving 

forward. There are too many unresolved pieces to qualify moving 
forward. A particular challenge Ð why is a label needed in the fi rst place? 

 Also develop a subcommittee that would pull together the resources to 
help defi ne the vision and mission 

o Other concerns 
 This is an American standard but we recognize that there is no clear 

line; producers are part of global food chains. How do resolve an 
American standard in a global food system? 

 The largest share of  the cost concern is not about certi f ication costs but 
about the incremental expenses incurred by farmers. What evidence do 
we have, i f any, that beyond a small  minori ty of  consumers there are 
people willing to compensate agriculture for these costs? Who can 
justi fy all  of  these expenses? 

 Discussion about difference between an eco-label (awards a few producers 
for doing something right) and a standard that will move entire industry 
forward toward better practices. Concern that the draf t would not 
benefi t the entire industry. 

- Group 2 
o What a standard should encompass: 

 Economic viabili ty, environmental and natural resources protection, 
public health, product quali ty and safety, all  aspects of li fe cycle of  a 
product 

 Need to create safe, reliable  and adequate global food supply  
o Scope: 

 Industry areas to be covered?  
• Food, horticulture, fiber, biofuels ,livestock, dairy, aquaculture 
• Consensus to bring in livestock, aquaculture, etc. over time 
• Need to sequence the scope over time but bring in stakeholders 

from other sectors early in the process 
 Performance aspects? 

• Air, water, land, consumers ,workers, communi ties 
 Need resources of  expertise f rom other sectors that might be affected 

o Principles 
 Need for more time to talk at length about the principles for the 

standard 
 Performance vs. Practice based? Elements of both? 

o The standard developed needs to be inclusive and clearly identi fy that there is 
more than one way to be sustainable 

- Group 3  
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o Farm Bureau representative proposed removing the DSTU from the table. 
Many agreed that this is what has caused so much ill feeling about the process. 
Perhaps the ANSI PINS process could bring in some of the groups that have felt 
disenfranchised or who have expressed opposi tion to the process. 

o We need to redefi ne the vision with other stakeholders involved. 
o A slower process would be better. Setting aside the DSTU would buy us more 

time. 
o If  we replace the DSTU, would SCS pay for the process to move forward? If  we 

all care about sustainable agriculture rather than a standard we would fi nd a way 
to continue to the process. 

o Consensus that we should set aside the DSTU. 
o Leonardo Academy ensured that Commi ttee has a blank slate and is not bound 

by the DSTU. Committee will decide what is in the final standard. 
o Leonardo has committed to filing a PINS before the fi nal standard goes out for 

public comment, yet many Committee members are unclear exactly what the 
PINS process is 

o Vision and Scope :  
 Consensus on defi ni tion of  sustainabili ty Ð social, economic, 

environmental, continuous improvement 
 Is our scope from seed to stomach? General agreement that we would 

like to look at the full supply chain but we may need to carve out an 
area that we can work with from the start 

 What does this mean to the producer? Law of diminishing returns in 
continuous improvement. 

 We need to allow for site-specifi c conditions. 
 Broader agriculture has implemented many sustainable practices already 

(drip irrigation, no-till , IPM) Ð how do we account for this? 
 Are there measurable results?  
 We do not necessarily have to develop crop-specifi c cri teria at the 

outset. Can develop core principles first and try to break i t down later 
on.  

 What are the international implications of an ANSI standard? 
Important to keep in mind moving forward? 

 Is the goal to reward good practi tioners or to encourage the bad 
practi tioners? 

o Other resources 
 We will have to identi fy other resources that can help with this. 
 We need industry involved in this process. 
 We need people to believe in this process, that we are doing i t fairly and 

equitably, in order for the subcommittees to be populated. 
o Next steps 

 Set aside DSTU for reference  
 Move ahead with PINS process 
 USDA to help us with listening sessions? 

- Teleconference Group 
o Do we need a sustainabili ty standard? Consensus that yes, we do, but we have 

reservations about the DSTU. 
o Vision Ð Any sustainable standard should provide a continuum, incremental, 

modular. I t should recognize that sustainabili ty is not a destination but a 
process. This would also address the issue of  scale (a big group taking small steps 
rather than a small  group taking big steps) 
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o We need a mechanism to verify claims. Does self-assessment count? 
o We may want to consider using a word other than Ôsustainabili tyÕ to capture an 

inclusive, outcomes-based approach to this process. 
o We do not want to reinvent the wheel. Are there other standards we could use 

and incorporate, using the ANSI process as an umbrella?  
 Does biofuels belong in this consideration? The Roundtable for 

Sustainable Biofuels is far down the road in developing i ts own standard. 
o Scope:  Should the standard certi fy a product? A company? An SKU? Product-

based certi fi cation rests on the status of  the farm and the processing being 
certi f ied 

o Another idea was to try to certi fy other certi f ication programs rather than try 
to create another certi fi cation program? Create a tool to harmonize, calibrate, 
or determine equivalency of  existing programs. Would need to do a gap analysis 
to determine what is missing. 

 
4:00 Ð 4:45 pm 

General Discussion of  Next Steps, based on results of  previous discussion - Interim Standards 
Committee Chairperson, Jim Barrett 

- Douglas Johnson:  What are the implications of working with the current draf t standard, 
relative to timeline, to process? This should be the question to ask fi rst thing tomorrow 
morning? 

- Diane Holdorf:  We still  have not identi f ied the scope of standard, how we identi fy i t, 
how modular we make i t, where we start? There is more of a consensus on vision than 
there is on scope. Are we focusing on water, soil , labor, customer-driven scope? Food, 
fiber, horticulture, dairy? Wi thout this discussion, decisions about the process are 
premature.  

- Bill Wolf:  Group 1 had a lot of  discussion about setting aside rather than withdrawing 
the draf t standard. Setting aside rather than withdrawing would allow the process to 
continue. 

- Mi ke Wanless:  The Committee has an open slate. I f  we can use the DSTU as a road 
map to help move us forward, then we out to do that. 

- Russell Williams:  Group 1 considered using the DSTU as a reference document for the 
Committee to consider and start with guiding principles. There is a lot of  hostili ty 
around the draf t but we could possible get these folks to come to the table i f we set the 
document aside. 

- Douglas Johnson:  Supports greater inclusiveness, whatever i t takes.  
- Eileen McLellan:  Many groups have fel t disenfranchised by the current process. Does 

setting aside the DSTU enable us to bring those groups to the table? 
- Gene Kahn:  Defi ning the scope is cri tical. Is not satisfied that a vision has not been 

established. The purpose talks immediately about establishing a f ramework for 
demonstrating that product is sustainable. Wants to ensure that there is ample 
opportuni ty for discussion around the underlying concepts, whether they are relevant 
and accurate.  

- Krysten Hommell:  We do need to have a vision recorded and have consensus around i t.  
- Jim Barrett:  Committee should think about these issues for the morning session.  

 
4:45 pm   
 Adjourn 
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Day 2 
 
9:00 am central 
  Introduction to Google List Serve and its Use in the Process 
  Michael Arny, Leonardo Academy and Interim Standard Committee Chairperson, James Barrett 
 
9:30 am 
  Introductions of New Participants 

- Tracy Mi edema, Stahlbush Island Farms Ð 5000 acres, leaders in sustainabili ty. Serves 
on the National Organic Standards Board. We are all  using the word sustainabili ty and 
wanting to create a better food system. Not convinced that there is a set of tactics that 
we share, yet so many of  us using the word Ôsustainabili tyÕ indicates that we have a 
shared vision. 

- Margaret Wi ttenberg, Whole Foods Ð Wants to develop consistency in how we make 
claims related to sustainabili ty and also having a shared/common vision. Whole Foods is 
very supportive of  multi-stakeholder groups and being part of  this process is very 
important to them. 

- Jeffrey Barach, Grocery Manufacturers Association (alternate for Paul Noe) Ð VP of 
Scienti fi c Policy. Members very interested in sustainabili ty and sustainable agriculture. 
Also involved in Keystone Ini tiative. 

- Katherine DiMatteo, Wolf, DiMatteo + Associates (alternate for Bill Wolf) Ð Past 
director of  Organic Trade Association and current president of  IFOAM. 

- Jeannine Bogard, Goldsmith Seeds  
- Rod Snyder to serve as proxy for Kenneth McCauley af ter 10:30 am 

 
9:50 am  
  Open Discussion 

Interim Standards Committee Chairperson, Jim Barrett 
- Agenda i tems 

o We need to determine our objectives and the direction in which we will proceed 
o Need to discuss outreach to solicit stakeholders expertise and participation 
o Need to discuss a long-term work plan  

- Bill Wolf  Ð Proposed the creation of  working groups/task forces that would work in 
stages and bring their findings back to the Commi ttee. These groups would address the 
core issues that came out of  the discussion yesterday af ternoon and would dissolve 
within six months.  1) Clari fying the underlying mission, vision, scope, and principles 
of what we are tackling, 2) Collecting reference documents and resources and doing a 
gap analysis and comparison of resources for everyone to use, 3) Scope Ð would 
communicate closely with standards assessment group and mission/vision group  
4)Metrics methodologies, using some of the reference documents, which metric systems 
are working well within different areas of  sustainability(environment, social, and 
economic), and  5) Market demand analysis for sustainabili ty labeling and/or 
sustainabili ty metrics at different levels throughout the supply chain. What is 
demanding this work? Who needs i t? 

o What is the groupÕs focus? Purpose of  process? Scope? How to defi ne 
sustainabili ty? What are the unifying principles? The group has agreed that the 
three pillars of  sustainabili ty are a core component of the work moving forward 

o Would like to see this develop into a motion but does not want to limi t the 
discussion, as there are other concerns about the process 

- Grace Gershuny Ð Each of these proposed areas would have to have reference 
documents specifi c to what their task is. There are a lot of  references that address the 



 

 
1526 Chandler St., Madison, WI  53711 

ph. 608.280.0255   fx. 608.255.7202 
www.leonardoacademy.org 

  
 

15 
 

mission and vision of  sustainabili ty; we could look at these as well as additional 
reference documents. 

- Stan Pohmer Ð These groups might be premature. We have to figure out our purpose 
fi rst. What is our goal at the end of  the day?  

- Doug Johnson Ð We need a vision statement to act as a cohesive force. This would 
really help to guide us in the time remaining. 

- Molly Anderson Ð Supports BillÕs suggestion. Sees these Committees working in 
sequence, however. Suggested three groups:  1) Principles, mission, vision, 2) Reference 
collection to see whatÕs been done before (we do not want to recreate what has already 
been done) and to do a gap analysis and 3) Marketing assessment group for label and for 
metrics. Set up metrics &  methodology commi ttee AFTER these groups. 

- Gene Kahn Ð The notion that we can create a vision without understanding the 
underlying assumptions in creating a standard is folly. We need to determine i f there is, 
in fact, a market.  

- Russell Williams Ð There is more to consider than market demand in developing a 
standard. Creating efficiencies in the market can harm a farmerÕs bottom line. I tÕs not 
just about creating a marketing plan but about being socially and environmentally 
responsible and economically viable for the producer. 

- Hank Giclas Ð Supports BillÕs idea of task forces. How about a NEEDS assessment, 
rather than a MARKETING assessment. There are a lot of  stakeholders out there, what 
do they need out of this process? Also, we need to send a signal that the DSTU is not 
the starting point of  the CommitteeÕs work. Doing so would open this up to a suite of  
stakeholders that have decided not to participate. 

- Russell Williams Ð Presented motion to set aside Draft Standard but will raise the 
motion when the Committee deems appropriate. So not currently making the motion. 

- Bill Wolf  Ð Wants to embrace MollyÕs suggestion and GeneÕs comments and the fact 
that the NEEDS assessment is a much more appropriate terminology. I t is important in 
this type of process for the group to defi ne the objectives of the Task Forces so they 
work in alignment together. 

- Bama Athreya Ð Endorses BillÕs idea of  creating task forces to help move discussions 
forward, with MollyÕs clari f ication and refinement of  market analysis to Needs 
Assessment. However, what do people mean when they say Ôset asideÕ the draf t 
standard. There would be far more legitimacy in the process if the Committee addressed 
the concerns expressed by the industry, by small  growers, etc. The draf t is a draf t. 
Prefers to have a starting point (i .e. do not withdraw standard). Questions the concern 
about purpose; the purpose has been made clear. Members knew what the rough vision 
was when applying for the Committee.  

- Gene Kahn Ð Reiterated that starting with the DSTU and starting with the purpose as 
indicated in Section 1.0 assumes that there is a market. We cannot assume that there is 
a market; that assumption will lead to this being a niche concept rather than encourage 
broad environmental change. We need to explore the need for this and the market 
opportuni ty. Not willing to assume that a standard that helps people merchandise and 
market and gain incremental value is a necessity or a correct assumption. This is not to 
say that i t isnÕt but that i t needs debate. Market identi fi cation is cri tical to developing a 
vision of what this group will do in the future. 

- Jonathan Kaplan Ð Agrees with BillÕs idea but thinks the resource collection should be 
assigned to each individual commi ttee, which will also have to gather and understand 
what else is out there in order to fulfi ll their objectives. 

- Marty Matlock Ð We are talking about market motives but we also have resource 
management to consider that will be influenced by this process. This standard needs 
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technical legitimacy. The current draf t standard does not fi t these cri teria explicitly; is 
market-driven, not technically-driven. 

- Russell Williams Ð Clari fi cation: fi le the DSTU as a reference document as one of many 
other documents. He is here representing a large amount of people (98% of US 
agriculture) who will be excluded from the standard as is; do not exclude non-organic and 
do not exclude technology is all  they are asking. 

- Molly Anderson Ð Needs Assessment committee is the fundamental committee at this 
point. Many people in this room may decide, af ter the needs assessment, that they do 
not belong on this Committee. I tÕs a premature decision to deal with the DSTU until  
the needs assessment is complete. 

- Russell Williams Ð The DSTU does not answer these questions either so why shouldnÕt 
we start with a clean slate? This will bring many more parties to the table. 

- Jonathan Kaplan Ð There are real poli tical issues here. There is a lot of  animosity 
toward this DSTU that we should not ignore. We should take that into consideration 
and move forward in a way that does not limi t our options. We do not have to make 
any defi ni tive decisions about the draf t but we could signal to the rest of  the world that 
we are not committed to i t. 

- John Foster Ð Are people bearing too much burden here? Assumed that the draf t is not a 
starting point. Just because i t is wri tten does not mean i tÕs a starting point. More 
interested in and exploring the concepts that are out there. He is more concerned about 
fi nding the best ideas and best concepts; i f some are in the draf t standard, great. I f  some 
are not there, thatÕs great, too. The Committee members can figure out what works 
best for them and their consti tuencies. The DSTU is not a limiting factor. We can 
explore other ideas to inform our current starting point. 

- Bama Athreya Ð Appreciates the discussion and attempts to find common ground to 
move forward and is open to looking to other standards to inform this process. 
Reiterated that we do not serve ourselves well in dealing with the poli tical issues; the 
substantive issues can get cloaked by the problems with process. We would set ourselves 
better to deal with the substantive issues. If we said we are setting aside the draf t 
standard but came out with a standard that said no GMOs, we would have the same 
problem on our hands. But i f we engaged in a good faith discussion about the substantive 
issues and modifi ed those parts of the standard, we would be in a better posi tion. 

- Betsy Peterson Ð Time efficiency; by setting aside the draf t standard and talking about 
the principles we all  agree on (three pillars, plus continuous improvement and starting 
from a blank slate, we will be dealing with all  of  the issues written into the standard as 
well as those addressed about the process. 

- AJ Bussan Ð Issue with DSTU as wri tten puts many sectors in agriculture communi ty on 
defensive right away in terms of the practices they are employing. This is obvious from 
letters received from industry on all  ends of  the spectrum. Integri ty of organics, 
progress toward sustainabili ty in conventional ag might both be threatened. This is not 
the only ef fort ongoing on a national level; we have to do a needs assessment to engage 
the other groups and merge our ef forts. However, before we can establish task forces, 
we need to consider that 50% of agriculture has been excluded from the process to this 
point. We have excluded animal agriculture, forestry, and identi fy key stakeholders 
from these industries and get them involved in this process. If not, we need to 
determine whether this will be a plant-based ag standard? 

- Stan Pohmer Ð What does ANSI do i f certain consti tuencies do not want this to 
happen? Would ANSI deny the standard as an ANS if i t does not have support f rom the 
broader communi ty? 

- Hank Giclas Ð We need to send a clear signal that the DSTU is not a starting point but 
rather a document that will inform the process. There is a huge consti tuency out there 
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that does not understand that. He came in with the understanding that this is JUST A 
DRAFT. Is working on a lot of efforts in sustainability because he knows itÕs the right 
thing to do. To get others engaged in the process, there needs to be formal 
communication that the draf t is just a starting point. What do we want out of this? A 
better food system. LetÕs work on that rather than trying to fight the process.  

- Russell Williams Ð Poli tics are a huge part of  the process; without buy-in at the get-go, 
this standard is doomed to fail . I t will be bogged down in process, by appeal, and lack of 
participation. The earlier motion is a symbolic gesture to get buy-in f rom people who 
are completely disenfranchised. We hear your concerns, we want you at the table, we 
will start with general principles (or however to phrase i t) we want this process to work. 

- Taylor Reid Ð Unclear what Ôset asideÕ means. Does this ini tiate a PINS process? 
- Russell Williams Ð We have heard you, we have made SCS-001 a reference document 

that the Committee can use to reference. Not suggesting to file a PINS now. 
- Grace Gershuny Ð Responding to AJÕs comment on scope. Impression of  draf t 

document is that SCS wanted to bi te off  no more than i t could chew and so limited to 
plant agriculture as a starting point. A sustainable agriculture system cannot eliminate 
livestock. Language of  setting aside vs. reference documents:  GraceÕs experience is that 
eliminating a document (for example, first rule of  NOP) results in the loss of a lot of  
good work that could have informed the process going forward. This will not benefi t the 
communi ty. 

- Molly Anderson Ð Agrees with Grace. Getting rid of the DSTU sounds like blackmail. 
ÒWe will not get involved unless i t is of f  the table enti rely.Ó If  the standards are 
developed, there will be people who do not like them or who will not adhere to them 
and we will have to accept that. I f  the goal is to improve agriculture, we have to 
recognize that the status quo is not adequate.  I t seems that everyone in agriculture 
already knows that there will be change. Would like to pull back and talk about how to 
move forward Ð consider the needs assessment. Look at implications for current 
producers and operators. Subdivide needs group into plant-based ag, livestock, and 
fi sheries in order to look at reference documents appropriately.  

- Bridget Holcombe Ð Agrees with Molly Anderson regarding the needs assessment. Fears 
that this process might become one of  resources: those involved will be the ones who 
have the resources to participate; those who do not will have to participate by 
conference call . That is not enough to include all of the consti tuencies that need to be 
part of  this process.  

- Jonathan Kaplan Ð Draf t motion:  We recognize that DSTU 001 is a draf t standard that 
is subject to change by this Committee, in part or in i ts entirety.  Until  this Committee 
has defined the needs, vision, scope, and principles for this ef fort, any discussion of 
revising the draf t standards is premature. 

- Marty Matlock Ð Concerned that the draf t document is not a product of this body and 
that is why are there are so many issues. The notion that we start from something on 
which there is very li ttle agreement and try to find agreement will not work. 

- Steve Lomax Ð This isnÕt your grandmotherÕs ANSI standard. This is a huge ini tiative. 
SCS has already bitten of f more than i t can chew and that is what we are struggling with 
Ð the scope is so broad and there is concern on many levels. Will  support setting aside 
of the DSTU as i t is.  

- Russell Williams Ð MOTION: We recognize the extensive effort and hard work of SCS to 
initiate the discussion on sustainability. However, in the interest of coming together and 
working towards a common goal for agriculture sustainability, I move to set aside the 
DSTU SCS 001, to treat it as a reference document and for it to be labeled as such on 
all  appropriate committee documents and websites as soon as is practical.  

o Seconded by Gene Kahn and others 
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o Discussion of  motion 
 Bama Athreya Ð Is there any part of  Jonathan KaplanÕs motion that 

you could agree to? 
 Russell Williams Ð His group cannot accept JonathanÕs motion (to set i t 

aside until  vision can be developed).  
 Douglas Johnson ÐAgrees with Russell. The problem with the document 

is ownership. Very few people on the committee have ownership in the 
DSTU as is. Supports notion to set i t aside and treat i t as reference 
document and move forward working on the vision, mission, scope, 
needs assessment, etc. 

 Jonathan Kaplan  - Expressed concern that setting aside document 
might jeopardize the process within the ANSI system. 

 Mi chael Arny Ð As long as we do not completely eliminate the DSTU, 
the process as is will not be jeopardized.Õ 

 Jonathan Kaplan Ð What is the signifi cance of deeming i t a Ôreference 
documentÕ? 

 Russell Williams Ð This does not mean anything other than i t is a 
reference document. I t does not do anything to the process or to the 
timeline but i t allows the Committee to start where i t wants to start. 

 Eileen McLellan Ð Using the term Ôreference documentÕ is to treat the 
existing document as of fering some possibili ties to move forward. I t 
does not suggest that work that has been done to date has no validity but 
that we are starting f rom clean slate and will incorporate parts of  DSTU 
that Committee finds useful in the work ahead. 

 Stan Pohmer Ð We are trying to create a process for improvement. I t is 
important to remember that you can have a great standard but i f i t not 
embraced by the broad agricultural communi ty or i f i t not 
implementable, i t will be useless on the pathway to improvement.  

 Eileen McLellan Ð Presented a range of  questions to examine: 
• Do we believe that there is value in adopting a broader 

engagement with sustainable agriculture within in US? 
o If  yes, what are the tools to broaden that engagement? 

A standard may be one of those tools. Maybe not. There 
may be other tools that are more or just as valuable. 

o Also is the ANSI process the right process to get where 
we want (i .e. broader stakeholder engagement)?  

• Supports setting aside standard until  we ask these questions. 
 Hank Giclas Ð What is the real meaning of Ôreference documentÕ? 
 Mi chael Arny Ð Offered substi tute language for document:  The DSTU 

document is being treated by the Standards Committee as a reference 
document, along with others, for the development of  the sustainable 
agriculture standard. 

 Russell Williams Ð Labeling the DSTU as reference document will give i t 
no more or less signifi cance than other documents. 

 Mi ke Wanless Ð Expressed concern with setting aside the DSTU and 
leaving committee in limbo. 

 Hank Giclas Ð Suggested that the Committee consider RussellÕs substi tute 
language (Ôreference documentÕ) i f i t is more inline with the ANSI 
process. 
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 Ron Moore Ð Was Michael Arny of fering his statement as substi tute 
language or how Leonardo Academy would interpret the substi tute 
language? 

 Russell Williams Ð Michael ArnyÕs language is acceptable. Requested 
motion to amend language, including ArnyÕs language. No objections. 

 Amended motion:  We recognize the extensive effort and hard work of 
SCS to initiate the discussion on sustainability. However, in the interest 
of coming together and working toward a common goal for 
agricultural sustainability, I  move to set aside the DSTU SCS-001, and 
for the Committee to treat is as a reference document and for it to be 
labeled as such on all  appropriate committee documents and websites 
as soon as is practical. 

     
I further propose that the committee issue a statement indicating that 
the Committee will treat the DSTU as a reference document, along with 
others to be identified later, for the development of the Sustainable 
Agriculture Standard. 

 
 Bryan Endres Ð Requested to review text of  motion as amended. 
 Jim Pierce Ð Reluctantly in favor of this motion although prefers 

JonathanÕs language better. The DSTU is more than a reference 
document; i t is a foundation document and includes great concepts. In 
the end, we will likely use large chunks of the DSTU. The message we 
want to send out to the world is that we are willing to take in more 
consti tuencies; we appreciate where the draf t is headed as a starting 
document, even though i t needs improvement. I t is more than a 
reference document thrown into the compendium of other documents. 

 Rod Snyder Ð This motion i f accepted is the most important thing we 
can do at this meeting to get the process started in a new direction. 

 Molly Anderson Ð Is not exci ted about this motion because i t is taking a 
step back. We are setting aside the substantive issues that people have 
expressed concern over.  

 Colleen Kohlsaat Ð How will the timeline be affected i f this is not 
recognized as a draf t? 

 Mi chael Arny Ð This does not change status with ANSI. We have been 
told that DSTUs have an expiration date but the standard development 
associated with DSTUs can continue on. 

 Ann Sorensen Ð Agrees with Molly. The DSTU is more than a reference 
document. I t outlines a lot of  the cri tical issues that need to be 
addressed. Can we recognize this in the motion or at least consider i t 
moving forward? No other reference document has elevated these issues 
in the way the DSTU has. 

 Hank Giclas of fered a clari fi cation in the language of  the motion. 
Change wording to Ôwe set asideÕÉ shif t to ÔI further propose.Õ The 
setting aside is a Committee-wide action. 

 Russell Williams Ð I f the Commi ttee chooses to do so, we can substi tute 
ÔweÕ everywhere i t currently says ÔI.Õ 

 Revised motion: 
"We recognize the extensive effort and hard work of SCS to initiate 
the discussion on sustainability. However, in the interest of coming 
together and working towards a common goal for agricultural 



 

 
1526 Chandler St., Madison, WI  53711 

ph. 608.280.0255   fx. 608.255.7202 
www.leonardoacademy.org 

  
 

20 
 

sustainability, we will set aside the DSTU SCS 001, and the 
Committee will treat it as a reference document and will label it as 
such on all  appropriate committee documents and websites as soon 
as is practical. The Standards Committee will issue a statement 
indicating that the Committee will treat the DSTU as a reference 
document, along with others to be identified later, for the 
development of the Sustainable Agriculture Standard."  
• Motion passed, with two objections (Athreya and Pierce) 

- Bill Wolf  Ð Presented motion for six task groups: 
o The Sustainable Agriculture Standards Committee establishes fi ve Task Forces 

to begin work immediately and regularly report back to the committee. These 
Task Forces are 1) Needs Assessment 2) Mission, Vision and Scope 3) Reference 
Documents 4) Metrics and Methodology 5) Committee Funding 

o Motion seconded 
o Bill recognized that he did not include the logistics in the motion but rather 

developed the framework 
o Mi ke Wanless Ð Do we also need an enfranchisement committee? 
o Russell Williams Ð Offered friendly amendment to add sixth subcommitteeÑ

outreach 
 No objections to amendment 

- Jonathan Kaplan Ð Research should be done by specific groups, not by one group 
- Doug Johnson Ð Each of individual committees will likely establish their own individual 

research groups 
- Molly Anderson Ð I f the reference committee is set up to be interchangeable and 

transparent and to liaison between each of  the committees, there really is no issue. I t is 
important for all  of  the commi ttees to be transparent and for meeting notes to be 
posted for everyone to see.  

- AJ Bussan Ð Expressed concern with moving forward without having all  of  af fected 
stakeholders on the committee. Many interest groups are not represented on the 
committee Ð animal agriculture and related fi elds. How will we deal with this as a 
committee? Does this need to be addressed before we move forward with this motion? 

- Molly Anderson Ð Could the fi rst task of  the outreach committee be to identi fy missing 
stakeholders and propose a way to engage them? 

- Marty Matlock Ð Agrees with this approach.  
- Ann Sorensen Ð Another thing we could do when we set up these committees is to reach 

out to the broader communi ty and bring in other individuals with expertise. 
- Jim Barrett Ð Clari fi ed that members of  the subcommittees do not have to be members 

of the Committee  
- Cecil Wright Ð We need to clari fy how we are going to choose the stakeholder 

distribution. We need to move forward in a way that will serve everyone. 
- Jonathan Kaplan Ð Concerned with logistics of trying to expand the group. 

Representation. Environmentalists feel under-represented (less than 1 in 4). Probably 
more than "  of them are already producers. Leery of  adding more producers. 

- Mi ke Wanless Ð Earlier suggestion was not to add to the Committee per se but to ensure 
that these people are engaged in the process. 

- Tim Mahoney Ð Proposed that the Outreach committee also looks at ways to obtain 
additional funding for groups that are unable to participate due to resource constraints. 

- Jim Barrett- Clari f ied that a funding committee has been proposed for this cause. 
- Linda Brown Ð Does current motion for Task Forces distinguish how the leadership will 

be established? Do Task Forces operate with a different structure than the 
subcommittees? 
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- Bill Wolf  Ð Suggested that every Commi ttee member participate on the Task Force and 
draw in additional people as resources. 

- Sara OÕBrien Ð There are outstanding concerns about the lack of representation. 
Establishing the Task Forces and restricting participation would only recreate that 
problem. 

- Douglas Johnson Ð An appropriate charge for the Task Forces is that they bring back 
recommendations, including which stakeholders to engage as the process moves 
forward. 

- AJ Bussan Ð Wi thout participation from key groups, how can we determine their needs, 
their mission, their vision? 

- Molly Anderson Ð Do not all  of  the Task Forces have an obligation to reach out to 
additional stakeholders and the Outreach Task Force will identi fy missing stakeholders 
as each of the Task Forces moves along? 

- Eileen McLellan ÐA fundamental question that needs to be answered is whether the 
outsider Task Force participants will be relegated Committee status af ter the Task 
Forces have dissolved. Does the ANSI process provide a mechanism for this? 

- Grace Gershuny Ð Understands that the subcommittees do allow the incorporation of 
these additional stakeholders, not as outsiders but as members of the subcommittee. 

- Jim Barrett called for a call  on the motion. 
- Amanda Raster reread the motion: 

o The Sustainable Ag Standards Committee will establish six task forces to begin 
work immediately and regularly report back to the committee. These task 
forces are:  

 1. NEEDS ASSESSMENT TASK FORCE, to report on current data 
about the value, market demand, need and potential uses for a 
Sustainable Agriculture Standard; 

 2. MISSION &  PRINCIPLES TASK FORCE, to review and refi ne the 
mission, vision, principles, and scope of the committee and standard and 
to report back i ts recommendations; 

 3. REFERENCE DOCUMENTS TASK FORCE, to gather, catalogue, 
and compare all  relevant standards and documents;  

 4. METRICS METHODOLOGY TASK FORCE, to collect and report 
on current state of  measurement tools and indicators for improving 
environmental, social and economic sustainabili ty;  

 5. COMMI TTEE FUNDING TASK FORCE, to identify and seek funds 
to support full stakeholder participation in the process;  

 6. OUTREACH TASK FORCE. 
- Motion passed, with one objection (Bussan) 
- Mi chael Arny - Review of Officer Nominations timeline. Suggested teleconference to 

facili tate committee getting to know candidates.  
  
12:00 pm  

Meeting Adjourned 
 


