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Editor’s Note
GM food labeling heroes
present and past
Labeling of genetically modified foods is
a hot topic. In my 12-plus years covering
the GMO debate, I’ve never seen so
much grassroots action around labeling. 

This is the subject of our lead article,
which also focuses on heroic state law-

makers who are introducing labeling bills and taking on big money
agribusiness interests to fight for the right to know whether foods are
GM or not. State representatives like Maralyn Chase and Cary Con-
dotta of Washington State, Richard Roy and Diana Urban of Con-
necticut, Kate Webb of Vermont, and others are championing the
right to know in their states and deserve great credit for their efforts.

Speaking of heroic actions, kudos to GM food labeling advocate
Adam Eidinger for going to Monsanto shareholders’ annual meeting
in January and speaking for a resolution from Harrington Investments
that would require the company to examine the risks of their GM
crops. Eidinger asked Monsanto CEO Hugh Grant very pointed
questions about the negative impacts of Monsanto’s GMOs and
whether the company would fight the California ballot initiative for
labeling. 

In response, Grant said that Monsanto complies with and supports
US laws regarding labeling. He also said, “There is an increasing cate-
gory of GMO-free (labeled products) as well,” indicating that Mon-
santo is keeping its eye on the growth of the non-GMO market. After
the meeting Eidinger spoke directly to Grant and other members of
Monsanto’s executive team and he said overall the interaction was cor-
dial. Eidinger’s presentation was very well-done and professional.

The Just Label It initiative continues to gather more signatures to
its petition to the FDA to require labeling of GM foods. By mid-Feb-
ruary more than 750,000 people had submitted comments supporting
the petition.

This initiative reminds me of a similar campaign organized by
Laura Ticciati of Mothers for Natural Law in 1999, which also peti-
tioned the FDA for labeling. They submitted some 750,000 signa-
tures. That initiative didn’t change FDA’s policy, which makes me
wonder if Just Label It will either. But perhaps combined with all the
other initiatives, there will be a breakthrough. 

The best chance for a breakthrough may be California’s ballot ini-
tiative, which was started by another hero, Pamm Larry. 

In the coming months, we will be covering that closely. 

Ken Roseboro 
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GM food labeling advocates
attacking issue from all sides
Initiatives include CA ballot measure, FDA petition,
federal and state bills, congressional lobbying

B Y  K E N  R O S E B O R O

S
ince the introduction of genetically modi-
fied foods in the United States in the mid-
1990s, there have been many initiatives to

label GM foods at both the federal and state
levels, but there have never been as many ini-
tiatives going on at once as there are now.
Since last fall there has been a Right2Know
March from New York City to Washington,
DC, an online petition to the Food and Drug
Administration calling for GM food labeling
that has generated more than 750,000 com-
ments and counting, a ballot initiative in Cali-
fornia to put a labeling law on the ballot for
this year’s election, federal labeling legislation
introduced by Congressman Dennis Kucinich,
and most recently a “Dear Colleague” letter
circulating in Congress to encourage represen-
tatives to support labeling. 

Bills introduced in 20
states
Meanwhile, lawmakers in 20
states have introduced bills to
label GM foods in the past
year, an unprecedented level of
legislative activity on labeling.
According to the Truth in
Labeling Coalition, bills have
been introduced in 20 states,
including Illinois, Alaska, Cali-
fornia, North Carolina, Iowa,
Maryland, New York, Oregon,
Washington, Rhode Island,
West Virginia, Vermont, Ten-
nessee, Hawaii, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Missouri, New
Jersey, Michigan, and New
Hampshire. 

To date, none of the bills
have passed, due to lobbying

from agribusiness interests
with their moneyed influence
on state and federal lawmakers. 

Alaska has been the only
state to pass a GM food label-
ing law and this applies to GM
fish only. 

Bipartisan support for
Washington labeling
bills
In Washington State, two label-
ing bills were introduced into
the legislature in January. The
bills were bipartisan with the
house bill (HB 2637) introduced
by Republican Rep. Cary Con-
dotta, and the senate bill (SB
6298) introduced by Democrat-
ic Sen. Maralyn Chase.

Chase argued that the label-

ing bill is critical to protect
Washington’s wheat exports to
GMO-sensitive markets such
as Japan. “If genetically modi-
fied wheat is approved in the
United States without a label-
ing system, the effect on our
state’s economy and farmers
would be devastating,” she says.

Neither bill passed the
House and Senate Agricultural
Committees. But Trudy Bialic,
director of public affairs at
PCC Markets, said bill sup-
porters only had six days to
organize. 

However, Bialic was encour-
aged because the bills received
strong public support. “The
amount of public support with
emails, calls, and people show-
ing up at the legislature was
almost as big as the turnout for
(Washington’s) gay marriage
bill,” she says. 

Chase says there is good
bipartisan support for labeling
from both wheat farmers in
eastern Washington and sus-
tainable food consumers in
western Washington. “It repre-
sents an unusual confluence of
agreement across the custom-
ary divide,” she says.

Supporters plan to re-intro-
duce the bills in the fall, which
will allow more time for organ-
izing and talking to legislators.

“They should be pro-
moting their products,
not hiding them”
In Connecticut, Rep. Richard
Roy has introduced a labeling
bill in the state’s General
Assembly. 

Roy, who is chairman of the
environment committee, intro-
duced the bill because of
increasing dissatisfaction with
the industrial food system.
“The industry is running
roughshod over our food, and I
feel something should be done.
If we have labeling, people will
have a choice,” he says.

Roy believes the lack of
labeling means the biotech
industry is hiding something
from consumers. “If GMOs are
that good, they should be pro-
moting their products, not hid-
ing them.”

Roy believes his bill will pass
the environment committee
and go to the floor of the Con-
necticut Assembly for a vote.

Another Connecticut

GM FOOD LABELING
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assembly member, Rep. Diana
Urban, also supports the label-
ing bill. 

Urban, who is also an econ-
omist, argues that labeling
makes sense from an economic
standpoint. “Markets work best
when consumers have as much
information as possible. They
are better able to choose and
that drives the market. When
you buy a car or washing
machine you want as much
information as possible, why
not with food?” she asks. 

Urban is also concerned
about the safety of GM foods.
“God knows what we are
doing. I shiver at the way scien-
tists are manipulating DNA,”
she says. 

Urban had previously twice
introduced GM food labeling
bills in Connecticut. Ironically,
Roy voted against her bills.
Now he is on her side. 

Vermont
In Vermont, Rep. Kate Webb of
Shelburne introduced H.722,
the Vermont Right to Know
Genetically Engineered Food
Act on February 1. The bill has
been referred to the House
Committee on Agriculture
where testimony was anticipated
to occur in February.

Webb says the bill has
strong support. “In addition to
many of my colleagues, the bill
is also supported by the Ver-
mont Right to Know GMOs

coalition that is made up of a
broad range of farmers, con-
sumer protection, agriculture,
and public health organiza-
tions.

“Based on the overwhelm-
ingly positive response I have
received to the bill I think that
Vermonters want to see it
passed this session. I do expect
that we will see some signifi-
cant pressure from large
biotech food producers as we
continue in the process.”

Webb isn’t surprised by the
nationwide grassroots action on
GM food labeling. “We contin-
ue to see more reports of the
environmental impacts and
possible health effects (of
GMOs),” Webb says. “In the
face of this Vermonters, and
consumers around the country,
are simply asking for the right
to know—we want to make an
informed choice for ourselves
and our children.” �

California bal-
lot initiative
moves to sig-
nature gather-
ing

T
he California GM food
labeling ballot initiative is
underway with volunteers
starting to gather the

550,000 signatures needed to
put the measure on the ballot
for this year’s election.

According to initiative
leader Maurizio Garzio, the
goal is to collect more than
800,000 signatures by April 18
to ensure enough valid signa-
tures are collected. 

Garzio is confident his
group will be able to collect the
required number of signatures
to put the initiative on the bal-
lot.

The California Right to
Know Genetically Engineered
Food Act would require food
sold in grocery stores to be

“If GMOs are that

good, they should

be promoting

their products,

not hiding them.”
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labeled if it contained geneti-
cally altered products. 

The initiative has received
financial support from Dr.
Bronner’s Magic Soap, Nature’s
Path Foods, and Dr. Mercola.

If the measure is put on the
ballot, supporters of GM crops
including farm groups and
biotechnology companies are
likely to spend millions of dol-
lars to defeat it. 

In 2002, a similar GM food
labeling ballot initiative was
defeated in Oregon after major
food manufacturers and
biotechnology companies, such
as General Mills, Kellogg
Company, Monsanto and
DuPont, spent more than $5
million in advertising, claiming
that a labeling law would
increase food costs. 

David Bronner, president of

Dr. Bronner’s Magic Soap, said
that polling has showed that
75% of Californians support
GM food labeling and that
even after being presented with
arguments against labeling
such as increasing food costs,
67% continued to strongly
support it. �

Members of
Congress
urged to back
GM food label-
ing

I
n response to the legal peti-
tion filed on October 4th
with the US Food and Drug
Administration demanding

that the agency require the
labeling of genetically engi-
neered foods, Senator Barbara

Boxer (CA) and Representative
Peter DeFazio (OR) have
authored a bicameral Congres-
sional letter in support of the
petition urging their fellow
Members on Capitol Hill to
sign onto their letter. 

As of mid-February Sena-
tors Mark Begich (AK), Jon
Tester (MT), and Ron Wyden
(OR) had signed along with
House of Representatives
Richard Hanna (NY), Chellie
Pingree (ME), Dennis
Kucinich (OH), James McGov-
ern (MA), Jim Moran (VA),
Pete Stark (CA), Sam Farr
(CA), George Miller (CA), and
Jared Polis (CA).  

The letter calls the US Food
and Drug Administration’s pol-
icy to not label GE foods
“decades old,” and points to
consumer polls showing that

overwhelming majorities of
Americans believe GE foods
should be labeled. 

The letter states, “The
FDA should protect con-
sumer rights and prevent con-
sumer deception by requiring
the labeling of GE foods. By
giving American consumers
information fundamental to
their choices in the market-
place, we protect and pro-
mote the integrity and health
of our economy.” 

The Truth in Labeling coali-
tion is asking Americans to con-
tact their congressional repre-
sentatives and urge them to sign
the Boxer-DeFazio Dear Col-
league Letter and protect our
freedom of choice.

To send a letter to your
representatives, visit
http://gefoodlabels.org/. �
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Organic equivalency established
between EU and US
The world’s two largest markets for organic food
expand organic market access

A
t a press event at the BioFach World Organic
Trade Fair in February, European Commis-
sioner Dacian Ciolos for the European

Union’s (EU) Agriculture and Rural Develop-
ment, and Deputy Secretary Kathleen Merrigan
of the US Department of Agriculture
announced the signing of an organic equivalence
arrangement between the world’s two largest
markets for organic food. Under the proposed
arrangement, the EU and United States will
work together to promote strong organic pro-
grams, protect organic standards, enhance coop-
eration, and facilitate trade in organic products.

Officials noted the EU - US
organic equivalence coopera-
tion arrangement will expand
market access for organic pro-

ducers and companies by
reducing duplicative require-
ments and certification costs on
both sides of the ocean while

CONTINUED ON PAGE 10 �

Taking part at the organic equivalence signing
were (from left) European Commissioner Dacian
Ciolos, US Deputy Secretary of Agriculture Kath-
leen Merrigan, and Ambassador Islam Siddiqui of
the US Trade Representative’s Office.

ORGANIC & SUSTAINABLE 
AGRICULTURE



continuing to protect organic
integrity.

“This monumental agree-
ment will further create jobs in
the already growing and healthy
US organic sector, spark addi-
tional market growth, and be
mutually beneficial to farmers
both in the United States and
European Union as well as to
consumers who choose organic
products,” said Christine Bush-
way, Executive Director and
CEO of the US-based Organic
Trade Association (OTA). She
added, “Equivalence with the
EU will be an historic game
changer.”

As a result, certified organic
products as of June 1 can move
freely between the United
States and EU borders provided
they meet the terms of the new
arrangement. 

Additionally, both programs
have agreed to exchange infor-
mation on animal welfare issues,
and on methods to avoid con-
tamination of organic products
from genetically modified
organisms. �

Monsanto
gets a red “F”
in sustainable
agriculture

T
he Union of Concerned
Scientists (UCS) recently
published a new web fea-
ture documenting how

agribusiness giant Monsanto is
failing to deliver on its prom-
ise to make the US agriculture
system more sustainable. 

“Monsanto talks about
‘producing more, conserving
more, improving lives,’ but its
products are largely not living
up to those aspirations,” said
Doug Gurian-Sherman, a sen-
ior scientist with UCS’s Food
and Environment Program.
“In reality, the company is
producing more engineered
seeds and herbicide and
improving its bottom line, but
at the expense of conservation
and long-term sustainability.”

UCS explores eight ways
that Monsanto has failed to
deliver on its sustainability
claims. The company is
undermining efforts to pro-
mote sustainability by:
1. Fostering weed and insect

resistance. Monsanto’s
Roundup Ready and Bt
technologies lead to resist-
ant weeds and insects that
can make farming more dif-
ficult and reduce sustainabil-
ity.

2. Increasing herbicide use.
Roundup resistance has led
farmers to use more herbi-
cides, which threatens biodi-
versity, sustainability and
human health.

3. Spreading gene contamina-
tion. Engineered genes have
a bad habit of turning up in
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non-genetically engineered
crops. When that happens,
sustainable farmers—and
their customers—pay a high
price.

4. Expanding monocultures.
Monsanto’s focus on a few
commodity crops con-
tributes to reduced biodiver-
sity and, as a consequence,
to more pesticide use and
fertilizer pollution.

5. Marginalizing alternatives.
Monsanto’s single-minded
focus on genetic engineering
fixes may come at the
expense of cheaper, more
effective solutions, such as
classical crop breeding and
ecological farming methods.

6. Lobbying and advertising:
Monsanto spends more than
other agribusiness compa-
nies to persuade Congress
and the general public to
support the industrial agri-
culture status quo.

7. Suppressing research. Mon-
santo thwarts independent
research on its products,
making it more difficult for
farmers and policymakers to
make informed decisions
that could foster more sus-
tainable agriculture.

8. Falling short on feeding the
world. Monsanto’s geneti-
cally engineered crops have
done little to increase crop
yields. Regardless, the com-
pany stands in the way of
proven, scientifically defen-
sible solutions. �

Organic prod-
uct sales
increase 15-
20% 

F
or the first time in four
years, TABS Group Inc.,
found a significant
increase in the number of

American consumers report-
ing that they purchased
organic products and a jump
in overall sales. Specifically,

the percentage of all con-
sumers stating they purchased
organics rose from 39.8 per-
cent in January 2011 to 41.8
percent in January 2012, a 5
percent increase.

Total sales of organic prod-
ucts rose an estimated 15 to
20%. This robust growth in
sales is due in part to con-
sumers deciding to expand the
portfolio of organic products
they purchase. The survey
found an 11% increase in the
number of product types pur-
chased by a typical organic
shopper. 

Sales of organic beef
increased by 48% last year,
followed by ice cream —
which saw a 44% jump —
then hair care products at
28%, vegetables with 26%,
milk at 25%, eggs with 21%
and at 17% for chicken. �

Organic farm-
ing improves
pollination
success in
strawberries

A
newly published study has
found that pollination
success on organic straw-
berries was higher than on

conventional strawberries. 
The study published in

PLoS ONE suggests that con-
version to organic farming may
rapidly increase pollination
success and hence benefit the
ecosystem service of crop polli-
nation regarding both yield
quantity and quality.

Pollination of insect polli-
nated crops has been found to
be correlated to pollinator
abundance and diversity. 

Organic farming has the
potential to mitigate negative
effects of agricultural intensifi-
cation on biodiversity, and, as
this study showed, it also bene-
fits crop pollination. 
(SOURCE: PLOS ONE) �
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The $1billion figure is from
SPINS, a market research and
consulting firm for the natural
products industry. However, the
figure does not include foods
sold at Whole Foods Markets or
Walmart and is likely to under-
estimate the total sales figure by
a wide margin, especially consid-
ering that Whole Foods’ 365
private label range, which con-
tains nearly 250 products, is
Non-GMO verified. 

“Consumers are more aware
of which food products most
often contain GMOs, and the
movement to label those prod-
ucts as such, whether voluntarily
or mandated by the FDA with
an official seal, is picking up
momentum,” SPINS said in its
recent 2012 Trendwatch report. 
(SOURCE: Food Navigator,
USA) �

Rivara
becomes first
South Ameri-
can co. to join
Non-GMO
Project

R
ivara S.A., an Argentine
producer of processed corn,
sunflower, and soy prod-
ucts, recently announced

they are enrolling their products
in the Non-GMO Project’s veri-
fication program.

Rivara’s products going
through Non-GMO Project
verification include corn grits,
corn hominy feed flour, sun-
flower high oleic oil, sunflower
meal, soybean oil, and soy flour.

Rivara is the first South
American companies to partici-
pate in the Non-GMO Project.

For more information about
Rivara, visit www.rivara.com.ar. �

GMO-free
labels now
allowed in
France

B
eginning July 1, French
food companies can choose
to label their products free
of genetically modified

ingredients, according to a gov-
ernment decree signed in January. 

Trace amounts of less than
0.1% are allowed for plant-
based items including flour and
starch; animal-based ingredients
(meat, eggs, etc.) are allowed to
be labeled GMO-free if the live-
stock feed contains GM traces
below either 0.1% or 0.9%.

The French ministries say
the new “GMO-free” label will
enable food companies to high-
light their products as unique,
while allowing consumers a
wider choice.
(SOURCE: Bloomberg, USA) �
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Non-GMO Project Verified is
fastest growing eco-label

N
on-GMO Project Verified is the fastest
growing food eco-label in North America,
as sales of certified products hit $1 billion in

2011, according to findings reported at Organ-
ic Monitor’s Sustainable Foods Summit in San
Francisco in January. 



“We’ve built our business by
understanding the needs of our
growers and our export cus-
tomers,” says David Hendrick,
president, Sevita International.
“In 2005, we established a non-
GMO breeding program to
enable us to deliver the quality
genetics our export customers
are looking for along with the
yield and performance that our
growers demand. With the
merger, we can now deliver
benefits from the breeding pro-
gram directly to our growers
and to our end use customers.” 

Sevita International will
focus on being market driven in
the development of superior
non-GMO food-grade soy-
beans to strengthen their lead-
ership position in identifying
and serving growing export
market opportunities for Cana-
dian soybean producers. �

ProTerra Foun-
dation Confer-
ence to focus
on sustainable
non-GMO soy 

S
ustainability has become
the buzzword of the soy
industry. But what does
“sustainability” mean? And

can the industry improve its
sustainability performance in
ways that bring benefits rather
than just extra costs? What are
those benefits? And what are
the tools for achieving them?

The ProTerra Foundation
Conference 2012 - Sustainable
Non-GMO Soy - is the leading
global event addressing these
questions and more. The con-
ference will be held at the Nat-
ural History Museum in Lon-
don, United Kingdom.

The aim of the event is to
advance sustainability in the soy
supply chain by enabling dia-
logue among leaders from gov-
ernment, finance, academia,
and industry.

The conference will deliver
informative presentations, an
exhibition, and panel discus-
sions that engage all conference
participants, while providing
abundant networking opportu-
nities.

Topics that will be covered
will include current sustainabili-
ty strategies for soy, non-
GMO-issues ranging from the
farmer’s field to the consumer
market, soy, sustainability and
non-GMO in the food retail
marketplace, and more

For more information and to
register email events@proter-
rafoundation.com. �

Non-GMO soy-
bean coopera-
tive awarded
USDA grant

U
SDA Rural Development
State Director Jasper
Schneider recently
announced that Dakota

Pride Cooperative was selected
to receive business develop-
ment assistance through the
Value Added Producer Grant
(VAPG) program. 

Dakota Pride Cooperative
in Jamestown, N.D. received a
$49,000 grant to expand their
market reach into South Korea
by marketing identity-pre-
served, non-genetically modi-
fied soybeans. Since 1998,
Dakota Pride has been creating
marketing opportunities for its
members by adding value to
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Four of Canada’s premier 
non-GMO soybean companies
merge 
PRO Seeds Marketing Inc., Agworks Inc., Hendrick
Seeds Inc. and Hendrick AgriFoods merge to form
Sevita International Corporation 

I
n a move to bring the full Identity Pre-
served soybean value chain together, PRO
Seeds Marketing, Hendrick Seeds, Hen-

drick AgriFoods and Agworks announced
today that the companies have merged. The
birth of Sevita International brings togeth-
er the development of premium soybean
genetics, seed varieties and export brands to
deliver the benefits of a fully integrated
value chain to farmers and end users alike.
The company will now operate as Sevita
International with their domestic seed mar-
keting arm continuing under the PRO
Seeds brand. 

NON-GMO MARKET NEWS

Sevita International’s executives: Bob Hart, vice
president, and David Hendrick, president



their crops through an identity
preserved marketing system.
The cooperative has grown
from strictly focusing on
domestic markets to capitaliz-
ing on opportunities overseas
where there is a high interest in
knowing where products have
been produced. �

2012 Midwest
Specialty
Grains Confer-
ence & Trade
Show set for
August 27-29

T
he Midwest Shippers Asso-
ciation’s 9th annual 2012
Midwest Specialty Grains
Conference and Trade

Show/Export Shipping Confer-
ence will be held August 27-29,
2012 in Minneapolis, MN.     

A high-powered program is

under development that will fea-
ture experts on the latest global
market and industry trends and
technology to meet world con-
sumer demand for safe, high
quality food. MSA’s Trade Show
will be the center of activities
throughout the event. It will fea-
ture leading industry suppliers in
production, processing, shipping
and handling of premium grains
and oilseeds – all geared for pro-
viding superior service to food
manufacturers worldwide.

“We have an excellent venue
this year for our trade show and
overall event. The Minneapolis
Hilton Hotel is one of the best
conference facilities in the Twin
Cities,” said MSA Executive
Director Bruce Abbe.

For more information visit
www.grainconference.org or
email staff@mnshippers.org and
request to be put on the mailing
list. �

2012 Non-
GMO and
Organic Grain
Production
Contracts

T
he following companies are
offering contracts to farm-
ers for production of
organic and non-GMO

grains in 2012.

Hendrick AgriFoods Inc.
Inkerman, Ontario
Canada
• Phone: 613-989-3000
• Email: JanetM@hendricka-

grifoods.com
• Contact: Janet Mackey
• Contracts offered: Identity

Preserved, non-GMO soy-
beans, and JAS/NOP certi-
fied organic soybeans

• Premiums are offered for all
contracted soybeans. Please
call for current premium
information.

SB&B Foods, Inc.
Casselton, ND
• Phone: 701-347-4900
• Email:  rsinner@sb-b.com
• Contact:  Robert Sinner
• Contracts offered:  Non-

GMO soybeans, organic soy-
beans �
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The recommended herb
was Tulsi, or holy basil, known
in India as “Queen of Herbs”
and revered as a sacred plant
for over 5,000 years. In 1997,
Mitra, then president of the
Indo Israel Trading Corpora-
tion, sought small farmers to
grow organic Tulsi in Uttar
Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh,
where the land was relatively
pure. Many were reluctant,

seeing no market for the
household plant and jaded by
failed promises of other com-
panies—but finally one farmer
agreed. Now the company,
which became ORGANIC
INDIA in 2006, employs 900
contract farmers working
11,500 acres of certified organ-
ic land. With offices in India
and Boulder, CO, ORGANIC
INDIA exports 18 flavors of

organic Tulsi tea as well as
herbal supplements and spices
to nearly 30 countries around
the globe. The company also
produces grains, organic psylli-
um, and cane syrups fortified
with healing herbs. 

With a dozen employees in
the US and several hundred in
India, the company aims to
serve as a “vehicle of conscious-
ness” in the global market by

embracing a sustainable busi-
ness model, a commitment to
service, integrity, and quality,
and respect for all beings and
for Mother Nature. In a very
tangible sense, ORGANIC
INDIA is changing the agricul-
tural, social, and financial cli-
mate for small, marginal farm-
ers desperately in need of help. 

Organic Revolution
Organic farming was central to
the founders’ vision. “They
saw how conventional agri-
culture, along with biotech-
nology, has destroyed the
land, the economy and the
spirits of the farmers,” said
Michele Sondheimer, general
manager of ORGANIC
INDIA USA. “The number
of farmer suicides is huge. So
their mission became a
restoration of healthy soil to
nurture the farmers, so they
can grow products promot-
ing health for consumers
worldwide.”

“I knew this could be the
beginning of a revolution,”
said Mitra in an interview
with Organic Processing Mag-
azine. 

Beginning with the high-
est quality organic seed, agri-
cultural experts teach crop
rotation, sustainable harvest-
ing, bio-dynamics, and har-
vesting and dehydration
methods that protect the
purity and potency of the
herbs. 

ORGANIC INDIA has
helped transition 130,000
acres to organic (in addition
to its own production land),
and certified over 592,000
acres of forest as organic,
employing native tribes to
harvest wild herbs used in its
product lines. 

It has joined with the
Uttar Pradesh forest depart-
ment to plant 1,000,000
Tulsi saplings around the Taj
Mahal to minimize the

1 4 •  T H E  O R G A N I C  &  N O N - G M O  R E P O R T

ORGANIC INDIA restores hope and livelihood to
beleaguered Indian farmers
Cultivating organic Tulsi plants provides much more than a warm cup of tea

B Y  A R I A N N E  P F O U T Z

W
hen Israeli Yoav Lev (Bharat Mitra) and Holly (Bhavani) Lev
came to India in the 1990s in search of enlightenment, herbal tea
wasn’t foremost in their minds. But at the suggestion of their

teacher Sri H.W.L. Poonja, known as Papaji, they began developing
organic formulations to improve the health of the many followers
flocking to Lucknow.  

Indian girl plucking tulsi leaves for ORGANIC INDIA’s herbal teas

COMPANY NEWS



effects of environmental pol-
lution. CEO Krishan Gupta
also announced a joint ven-
ture with Andhra Pradesh
farmers to transition 600,000
acres of mangos to organic. 

ORGANIC INDIA prod-
ucts have certifications from
SQF, HACCP, GMP, ISO
9001:2008, and USDA, EU,
and India’s National Pro-
gramme for Organic Produc-
tion organic certifiers.

Medicinal Herbs find
global audience
Dr. Narendra Singh, a pio-
neering researcher of medici-
nal herbal preparations for
four decades, has given
exclusive rights to his formu-
lations to ORGANIC
INDIA. Dr. Singh specializes
in anti-stress properties and
therapeutic applications of
classical Ayurvedic herbs.
Interestingly, the first farmer
who agreed to grow organic
Tulsi was from Azamgahr,
Dr. Singh’s home village.

Tulsi is believed to sup-
port longevity, reduce stress
and inflammation, enhance
immunity, and improve
digestions and metabolism. 

Organic, non-GMO sta-
tus: Core of the Mis-
sion
“Our organic umbrella pro-
tects us from GMOs,” said
Michele. “Our products
don’t have GMO alternatives
yet…but we are nonetheless
absolutely against GMOs,
valuing the health of people
and the land.”

The company has been
very active in GMO labeling
efforts, including sponsor-
ship of the Sustainable Liv-
ing Roadshow (SLR) this
year. SLR participated in the
Right2Know March from
New York to Washington,
passing out ORGANIC
INDIA tea bags along the

way. ORGANIC INDIA also
participated in the Just Say No
to GMOs rally in Denver;
national sales manager Heather
Henning acted as emcee. 

“Supporting the non-GMO
movement is at the top of our
list,” said Michele. “Awareness
of the devastating effect GMO
crops have had on Indian farm-
ers is behind everything we
do.”

The Tulsi teas are sold in
over 10,000 outlets including
natural food stores, crossover
groceries such as Wegmans,
and through online marketers.
ORGANIC INDIA also oper-
ates 10 exclusive retail outlets
in India.  

The financial goal is to
make ORGANIC INDIA a Rs.
200 crore (about $40 million
USD) company in three years,
Krishan said. 

The effect on India of this
commercial success? In the vil-

lage communities growing its
organic products in rural India,
asthma rates have dropped
from 70% to less than 5%,
miscarriages are at an all-time
low, and livestock mortality is
down as pesticide use has dis-
appeared. Premiums have paid
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for children to go to school.
Biodiversity is alive again.
Women are receiving the same
pay as men and are given free
education and training. The
ORGANIC INDIA Founda-
tion opened its first free health
care clinic in Azamgahr, where
two full-time doctors treat

patients with both Western and
traditional medicines. And
most important, farming has
become a respected profession
once again.

“Farmers have dignity in
being farmers again,” Mitra
said. “They’re no longer slaves
of the chemical industry.” �

ORGANIC INDIA'a
herbal supplements
contain certified
organic herbs
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US District Court Judge
Naomi Buchwald, for the
Southern District of New
York, threw out the case
brought by the Organic Seed

Growers and Trade Associa-
tion (OSGATA) and dozens of
other plaintiff growers and
organizations, criticizing the
groups for a “transparent

effort to create a controversy
where none exists.”

In her ruling, Buchwald
said Monsanto had not sued or
even suggested taking any

Protest against Monsanto outside New York City courtroom

LEGAL BATTLES

Photo by Food Republic

action against the plaintiffs.
She found the plaintiffs claims
to be unsubstantiated, “given
that not one single plaintiff
claims to have been so threat-
ened.”

The plaintiffs filed the law-
suit last spring seeking legal
protection from being sued by
Monsanto if their crops are
contaminated by the biotech
giant’s patented genetically
modified genes. They were
not seeking any monetary
compensation.

Last July, Monsanto filed a
motion to dismiss the case,
arguing that it would not sue a
farmer if its patented GMOs
are found in his field “as a
result of inadvertent means.” 

On January 31 Judge Buch-
wald heard oral arguments
against the motion from the
plaintiffs who were represent-
ed by Daniel Ravicher, an
attorney with the Public
Patent Foundation.

Jim Gerritsen, OSGATA
president, said his group was
disappointed by the judge’s
ruling. “We think the judge
erred in her ruling,” he told
Reuters. “The reason we filed
this lawsuit is because family
farmers are at risk. That risk
has not gone away.”

Gerritsen and Ravicher
both have indicated that the
plaintiffs would appeal.
(SOURCE: Reuters) �

Judge dismisses organic farmers’ lawsuit 
against Monsanto

Afederal judge recently dismissed a lawsuit filed by groups represent-
ing organic farmers and seed companies against Monsanto.
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Scientist says flawed science of
GMOs jeopardizing future
generations 
B Y  K E N  R O S E B O R O

Don Huber, emeritus professor of plant
pathologiy at Purdue University, gave a two-and-
a-half hour indictment of glyphosate herbicide
and genetically modified crops at the Acres USA
conference in December.

D
r. Huber detailed the negative impacts of
glyphosate and GM crops on plants,
soils, and the environment and animal

and human health. He called glyphosate the
“most abused chemical in the history of
agriculture” and described GM crops as a
“failed system.”

Glyphosate’s negative
impacts on plants
Huber first detailed the negative
impacts of glyphosate on
crops, soils, and the environ-
ment based on papers that he
and other scientists, such as
Robert Kremer, a microbiol-
ogist with the USDA’s Agri-
cultural Research Service,
have published. 

Huber said glyphosate
makes plants more suscepti-
ble to diseases, increases the
virulence of soil-borne dis-
ease organisms, and immobi-
lizes plant nutrients such as
manganese. It is also toxic to
beneficial soil organisms and
accumulates in the soil. 

There are more than 40
plant diseases reported with
use of glyphosate, including
many fungal diseases such as
fusarium.

“There has been a 500%
increase in fusarium and
huge increases in sudden
death syndrome (SDS) in
soybeans,” Huber said.

He showed slides of
Roundup Ready GM soybean
fields in Iowa and Illinois
affected by SDS. The plants
were brown while adjacent
fields of non-GMO soybean
plants not treated with
glyphosate were healthy and
green.

Huber referred to a pub-
lished paper showing signifi-
cant reductions of minerals
in RR soybeans treated with
glyphosate: 26% less calci-
um, 13% less magnesium,
49% less iron, and 45% less
manganese.

Another slide demonstrat-
ed how, contrary to claims,
glyphosate doesn’t degrade in
the soil: plants growing in a
field that had been treated
with glyphosate for 10 years
were stunted and yellow
while plants growing in a
field treated with glyphosate
for a year were taller and
green.

Other problems Huber
highlighted included “bub-

Don Huber, Ph.D., emeritus professor of plant
pathology, Purdue University

RESEARCH NEWS

ble” kernels on corn cobs
that received a late applica-
tion of glyphosate, damage to

winter wheat from residual
glyphosate in the soil, poorer

CONTINUED ON PAGE 18 �
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Consumer groups petition FDA to
ban GE salmon as an unsafe food
additive

I
n February consumer groups Food &
Water Watch, Consumers Union, and the
Center for Food Safety submitted a formal

petition asking the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration (FDA) to classify and evaluate
AquaBounty’s “AquAdvantage” genetically
engineered salmon and all of its components
as a food additive. The groups’ legal petition
contends that the current agency review
process that treats GE salmon only as a new
animal drug is insufficient to protect public
health, and that the agency is required by law
to review the GE salmon under what should
be a more rigorous process for any novel sub-
stance added to food. 

RESEARCH NEWS •   F R O M  P A G E  1 7
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growth of russet potatoes
resulting from soils treated
with glyphosate, and reduced
yields in Roundup Ready corn. 

Negative impacts on
animals 
Huber then detailed a litany
of feed and food concerns
about the effects of
glyphosate on animals and
human health. 

He referred to a 2002
statement from the US Cat-
tlemen’s Association to the
US Congress describing
“devastating problems with
pregnant cows and calves”
and that “high numbers of
fetuses are aborting for no
apparent reason.” 

Huber links the problems
to feed from GM corn and
soybeans. He showed a slide
of inflamed stomachs of pigs
fed GM feed compared to
normal colored stomachs of
pigs fed non-GMO feed. 

Another slide showed cat-
tle stomachs suffering from
chronic botulism.
“Glyphosate in animal feed
can cause a microbial imbal-
ance and chronic botulism,”
Huber said.  

New pathogen causing
abortions in pigs and
cows?
Last year, Huber caused a stir
when he wrote a letter to US
Secretary of Agriculture Tom
Vilsack warning him about a
“pathogen new to science”
that has been linked to
glyphosate and Roundup
Ready crops. Huber said the
pathogen, which  he
describes as a microfungus, is
linked to illness and repro-
ductive problems in animals
and poses threats to human
health. 

Since writing the letter,
Huber has received many let-
ters and emails from veteri-
narians reporting problems
with animals fed GM feed. A

veterinarian in Michigan
wrote him about a sow (hog)
herd that has had an increas-
ing number of deaths and
reproductive problems. The
cause is unknown, and the
vet wonders if it is the
pathogen Huber identified.
Similar reproductive prob-
lems have been reported in
cows. Last November Hoard’s
Dairyman reported that cows
are losing up to 20% of preg-
nancies.

“We shouldn’t expose the
entire agricultural infrastruc-
ture to a massive experi-
ment,” Huber said.

“Willing to sacrifice
our children”
The introduction of GM crops,
Huber said, was a “betrayal of
the public trust by a failure to
address potential risks. The irre-
sponsible and premature wide-
spread use is based on flawed
and unsound scientific assump-
tions.”

Huber said glyphosate and
GM crops are likely harming
human health. He cited signifi-
cant increases in inflammatory
bowel syndrome, Crohn’s dis-
ease, and certain types of can-
cers. Other diseases such as food
allergies, autism, endometriosis,
Alzheimer’s, and Parkinson’s
may also be linked to glyphosate
and GM crops, he said. 

“Glyphosate has totally
changed the environment; it has
impacted humans, vegetables,
grains, fruits, plants, feeds, and
animals,” Huber said.

In conclusion Huber said
that our basic responsibility in
agriculture is providing safe and
nutritious food. Instead, with
current GMO-based agricultur-
al practices, “we are willing to
sacrifice our children and jeop-
ardize future generations based
on failed promises and flawed
science just to benefit the ‘bot-
tom line’ of a commercial
enterprise.” �

The groups warn that the
potential health risks of GE
salmon are no different
from a number of food
additives the FDA has
banned in the past, includ-
ing those that are cancer
causing.

“FDA’s choice to allow
the first proposed trans-
genic animal for food to

somehow only be reviewed
as a drug is contrary to law,
science and common sense,”
said George Kimbrell, Sen-
ior Attorney for the Center
for Food Safety. “Public
health and transparency
should be championed, not
skirted, particularly when
contemplating such an
unprecedented approval.” �
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CONTINUED ON PAGE 20 �

Group coun-
ters Gates
Foundation’s
emphasis on
GMOs to
“feed the
world” 

I
n his annual letter from the
Bill and Melinda Gates
Foundation, Bill Gates
called for nations to

embrace biotechnology or face
starvation of their people. 

The Center for Food Safety
(CFS) published a response to
Gates’ letter, citing the docu-
mented failure of GMOs to
deliver results and suggesting
that agroecological approaches
would work far better, while
allowing communities to have
sovereignty over their food.

Gates contends that GMO
opponents are adding to the
problem of starvation, since
most come from the rich
nations most responsible for
climate change, which is
threatening food supplies in
poor countries. 

But CFS Executive Direc-
tor Andrew Kimbrell blasted
back: “The biotech industry
has exploited the image of
the world’s poor and hungry
to advance a form of agricul-
ture that is expensive, input-
intensive, and of little or no
relevance to developing
country farmers.”

The emerging consensus of
international development
experts—and the World Bank’s
2008 International Assessment
of Agricultural Knowledge,
Science and Technology for
Development (IAASTD)—is
that real solutions to addressing
global hunger must be inex-
pensive, low-input and utilize
local/regional resources as
much as possible—all areas
where GM crops fail to deliver.  
(SOURCE: Associated Press) �

NGOs blast
findings of GM
crop report

A
n annual biotech crop
report points to “unprece-
dented adoption of geneti-
cally modified crop tech-

nologies,” with an 8% growth
over 2010. In 2011, 12 million
hectares (29.6 million acres)
were added globally, says the
report from the International
Service for the Acquisition of
Agri-biotech Applications
(ISAAA). 

But a number of non-gov-
ernmental organizations
(NGOs) blasted the report as
erroneous, misleading, and a
blatant example of “cooking
the books.” For example,
“acreage” is calculated not
from actual hectares, but
from how many GMO traits
have been planted—a crop
stacked with 3 GM traits
planted on 100 hectares is
presented as 300 hectares. 

“Contrary to claims in the
report, GM crops remain a
global failure with only about
1% of global farmers culti-
vating GM crops,” said
Greenpeace campaigner Éric
Darrier. 

Greenpeace claims that
GM food and crops are still
rejected in most parts of the
world by farmers, consumers,
and governments. After 16
years of commercialization,
just four countries (United
States, Brazil, Argentina, and
Canada) represent 80% of
the GM crop acreage. �

GM corn farm-
ers violate
planting regu-
lations

T
he number of US farmers
failing to comply with
requirements for planting
Monsanto’s genetically



modified corn has tripled in
the last year.

Data from the Agricultural
Biotechnology Stewardship
Technical Committee (ABSTC)
show that close to 41% of 3,053
farmers inspected in 2011 did
not plant an adjacent area of

non-GMO corn to minimize
possibility of bugs developing
resistance to the crops. The
“refuge” area is important to
prevent developments like the
one found last July by Iowa State
University – rootworms became
resistant to Cry3Bb1, a Bt gene

present in Monsanto’s GM corn.
Resistance may also be occur-
ring in Illinois and throughout
the Midwest, where rootworms
are found consuming the corn.

The ABSTC releases com-
pliance reports to the FDA
each January; in 2010, 15% of

farmers were found out of
compliance.

According to studies done by
Syngenta and Dow, between 14
and 20 million acres of corn and
soy may be infested with resist-
ant pests.
(SOURCE: Bloomberg News) �
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Monsanto votes down 
shareholder proposal to study
GMO impacts

A
t its annual meeting on January 24,
Monsanto’s shareholders defeated a
shareholder proposal to examine “mater-

ial financial risks or operational impacts” of
the chemicals and genetically modified
organisms the company sells.
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MONSANTO ROUNDUP

John Harrington, CEO of
Napa-based Harrington
Investments, presented the
proposal to address current
consumer, legal, and regula-
tory challenges Monsanto is
facing. Monsanto urged the
shareholders to reject the
proposal, citing the impor-

tance of famers’ “freedom to
choose” their agricultural
methods.

“While I am heartened by
Monsanto’s sudden concern
for the freedom of farmers,
the unfortunate reality facing
American farmers right now,
is that genetic drift from

GMO crops is contaminating
their conventional and
organic crops,” Harrington
said. “The potential legal
implications for Monsanto
are staggering.”
(Sources: PRNewswire-
USNewswire; The Associat-
ed Press) �

“Occupy”
groups stage
global
protests
against Mon-
santo 

W
hile shareholders of
biotech giant Monsan-
to met on January 24 at
company headquarters

for a meeting, protestors
world-wide staged events to
oppose genetically modified
crops, herbicides, and the

impacts of biotechnology on
small farmers. 

In Maui, a week of rallies,
marches and vigils began
with a protest at Monsanto’s
offices in Kihei, highlighting
Monsanto’s role in control-
ling the food supply, manipu-
lating government, and poi-
soning the environment. 

In Cambridge, England,
protestors from Occupy Lon-
don held a “flash protest” at
Monsanto’s office in Cam-
bourne Business Park. Robert
Hall, a farmer from Devon,
said “I’m a farmer and genet-
ically modified seeds and
produce make me so, so
angry. It’s our sacred right to
choose the food we eat; GM
deprives us of this.”

In Saskatoon,
Saskatchewan, occupiers
planned a protest at Monsan-
to’s Research Farm, focusing



on the danger of herbicides. 
In France, one hundred

anti-GMO activists dumped
bags of GM corn at Monsan-
to Trèbes, in the Aude. They
were denouncing the compa-
ny’s plan to sell GM corn
seed despite a ban on
MON810 from the Ministry
of Agriculture. 
(SOURCES : Maui Now; Cam-
bridge Evening News; News
Talk Radio; AFP) �

Monsanto
found guilty of
chemical poi-
soning in
France

A
French court ruled in
February that biotech
giant Monsanto was
guilty of chemical poi-

soning of a French farmer, a
judgment that could lead to
other health claims due to
pesticides.

In the first such case heard
in court in France, Paul Fran-
cois, a grain farmer, says he
suffered neurological prob-
lems including memory loss,
headaches, and stammering
after inhaling Monsanto’s
Lasso weedkiller in 2004.

He blames the company for
not providing adequate warn-
ings on the product label.

Francois and other farmers
suffering from illness set up an
association last year to make a
case that their health prob-
lems should be linked to their
use of agricultural chemicals.
Previous health claims from
farmers have failed because of
the difficulty of establishing
clear links between illnesses
and exposure to pesticides. “I
am alive today, but part of the
farming population is going to
be sacrificed and is going to die
because of this,” Francois, 47,
told Reuters.

Monsanto’s Lasso was

banned in France in 2007 fol-
lowing an EU directive.

France, the EU’s largest
agricultural producer, is now
targeting a 50% reduction in
pesticide use between 2008 and
2018, with initial results show-
ing a 4% cut in farm and non-
farm use in 2008-2010.
(SOURCE: Reuters) �

Monsanto’s
GMO plans
reopen Agent
Orange
wounds in
Vietnam

D
uring the Vietnam War,
between 2.1 to 4.8 mil-
lion Vietnamese were
exposed to the toxic defo-

liant Agent Orange, manufac-
tured by Monsanto, now
linked to numerous cancers,
birth defects, and chronic dis-
eases afflicting the country’s
population—and American
military veterans—since the
war. 

As Vietnam now considers
cultivation of genetically mod-
ified products, will the coun-
try be inviting in the same tox-
ins that have destroyed the
lives of many of its people? In
fact, new GM corn varieties
are being designed to resist
2,4-D, a toxic herbicide and
component of Agent Orange. 

Monsanto, along with Syn-
genta and Pioneer Hi-Bred
have been licensed to carry
out lab research and GM
crops tests in Vietnam.

Senior Lieutenant General
Nguyen Van Rinh and chair-
man of the Vietnam Associa-
tion of Victims of Agent
Orange warned, “By introduc-
ing [GMOs] paired with toxic
weed killers, the tragic legacy
of Agent Orange might
repeat itself.”
(SOURCE: Thanh Nien News) �
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Greenpeace
campaign
leads China to
stop develop-
ment of GM
rice

T
he Chinese government
has suspended commer-
cialization of genetically
modified rice, according

to a report by Greenpeace
East Asia. 

According to the Green-
peace report, Chinese scien-
tists applied to commercial-

ize four varieties of GM rice
in 2004. 

Greenpeace then launched
a campaign to stop GM rice.
First they exposed that scien-
tists developing the rice would
stand to gain financially from
its introduction. Then they
launched a publicity campaign
that GM rice was a threat to
food sovereignty and that
multi-national biotech firms
would profit and not Chinese
farmers. Greenpeace also
received support from Chinese
politicians and celebrities,
including Mao Zedong’s

Mute Schimpf, food cam-
paigner at Friends of the
Earth Europe, said: “The
public’s rejection of geneti-
cally modified crops has
ensured that they are con-
fined to small pockets of the
European Union. Politicians
need to listen to public opin-
ion and throw their weight
behind the demand for
greener and safer farming.
Genetically modified crops
should play no role in the
future of Europe’s farming.” �

Monsanto
pulls GM corn
sales from
France

D
espite the fact that the
highest French court
recently overturned a
three-year ban on Mon-

santo’s genetically modified
corn (MON810), the firm
won’t be selling the GM crop
in France in 2012 or there-
after.

A company statement
reads, “Monsanto considers
that favorable conditions for
the sale of the MON810 in
France in 2012 and beyond
are not in place.”

The government
announced in January that it
would stick to the ban that
the court had annulled, and
would reinstate the morato-
rium on the GM corn before
spring planting. 

The company’s withdrawal
from the French seed market
follows BASF’s recent deci-
sion to cease sales activity in
Germany.
(SOURCE: Reuters) �
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS

Organic production 30 times
greater than GMOs in Europe

P
ublic resistance to genetically modified
crops has ensured that the area grown in
Europe in 2011 remained at 0.1% of all

arable land, according to Friends of the Earth
Europe. In comparison, organic farming
accounted for 3.7%. 
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daughter. Several Chinese
scholars also signed a peti-
tion urging caution on GM
rice and submitted it to the
Parliament.

In September of last year,
the Economic Observer reported
that China had suspended
commercialization of GM rice. 

Bloomberg News also
reported that China hasn’t
approved large-scale commer-
cialization of GM grain seeds
and won’t produce GM crops
this year. �

Will Japan go
for GM
papaya?

T
he genetically modified
“Rainbow” papaya, grown
in Hawaii, is now for sale
in Japan, labeled as a GM

food according to Japanese law.

It is the only GM fruit avail-
able there, in a country long
wary of GMOs.

In the US, pressure is
mounting for the govern-
ment to require GMO label-
ing as Japan has implement-
ed.

The Rainbow papaya was
developed to save the papaya
industry from a devastating
virus. It was “vaccinated” so
to speak, by altering the
genes to produce a tiny
piece of the virus in each
cell, which triggers the
papaya’s immune system. 

Japan, the largest con-
sumer of Hawaiian papaya,
was finally convinced the
product was safe enough for
consumption. US consumers
remain skeptical.
(SOURCE: Voice of America,
USA) �

100% natural, solvent-free 
sunflower lecithin available

A
ustrade Inc., is adding a new product to its
existing line of sunflower lecithins.
GIRALEC SF is a solvent-free,

unbleached, liquid sunflower lecithin.
GIRALEC SF is obtained via mechanical
extraction resulting in a raw lecithin without
the use of chemical solvents such as hexane. By
strictly cold pressing the sunflower seeds we
can guarantee lecithin in its purest, most natu-
ral state. GIRALEC SF has the same proper-
ties and functionality as our conventional stan-
dard grade liquid sunflower lecithin. 

COMPANY NEWS/
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GIRALEC SF is non-GMO,
allergen-free, vegan approved,
Kosher and Halal certified. 

Applications include any nat-
ural, clean label product requir-
ing lecithin in its purest form,
such as raw foods, infant formu-
la and baby foods, cosmetics
such as skin care, pharmaceuti-
cals, and many others.

For additional information
or a sample, go to
www.austradeinc.com or
send an email to
info@austradeinc.com. �

Nature’s Path
announces
grants for
organic gardens

I
n continued support of their
belief that everyone has the
right to fresh, organic, chemi-
cal-free food, Nature’s Path is

pleased to announce the winners
of the second annual Gardens for
Good Grant contest, which helps
put organic community gardens
where they will serve those who
need them most.   The three
deserving non-profit organiza-
tions that are recipients of the
grants are CAPI USA in Min-
neapolis, MN; GroW Gardens in
Washington, D.C. and Oliver’s
Garden Project in Hamilton,
ON, Canada. The Gardens for
Good Grant program is part of the
Nature’s Path commitment to
urban agriculture and aims to
empower communities to take
action and grow organically
where they live. 

“These organizations are mak-
ing such a difference in their com-
munities and we are honored to
work with them,” says Arran
Stephens, Nature’s Path’s Presi-
dent and co-founder.  “Our goal is
not only to provide organic food
for those who might not have
access to it, but also cultivate
socially responsible community
leaders who will bring people
together to create positive
change.” �

Nurture, Inc.
Introduces HAP-
PYNATURALS
Baby Food 

N
urture Inc. recently
announced the launch of
HAPPYNATURALS, a
new line of 100% natural

baby food designed specifically
for families in Texas’ Women,
Infants and Children (WIC)
program. The products are
based on the principles set forth
by the Environmental Working
Group’s Clean 15 and Dirty
Dozen list in order to reduce
pesticide exposure and provide
an affordable option while still
meeting the guidelines of the
WIC program. 

All of Nurture Inc.’s pro-
ceeds from the HAPPYNAT-
URALS line will be donated to
The FEED Foundation to
help feed America’s children in
need. �

SK Food offers
precooked
bean, pea and
lentil powders
and flakes

S
K Food International intro-
duces the addition of identity
preserved certified organic
and conventional non-GMO

precooked bean, pea and lentil
powders and flakes to its exten-
sive line of premium quality
ingredients. 

Custom-milled from various
varieties of dry edible beans, peas
and lentils, these precooked pow-
ders and flakes offer a viable high-
protein alternative to other ingre-
dients that carry gluten and aller-
gen risks.

SK Food offers a granulation
from a coarse flake to a fine pow-
der to fit customers’ specifica-
tions. 

For more information, email:
skfood@skfood.com or visit
www.skfood.com. �
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