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October 21, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agricuiture

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

| am writing because | am terribly worried that the new Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT) will have a
major negative impact on my farming operation. |1am the eighth generation in my family to live on and
farm the same land in Salisbury and | hope to pass it on to the ninth. | put a lot of effort into doing the
right thing when it comes to preserving the environment for generations to come. 1 participate in MDA’s
pesticide container recycling program, | plant cover crops, | practice no-till whenever possible, and many
other small things that | believe all add up. 1 usually back MDA’s moves but | know that this one will cost
me over $20,000 annually in added fertilizer expenses. | am a small farmer and in many years, this will
make a difference between profitability and loss in my operation.

| humbly ask that you join me in urging MDA to reconsider the implementation of the PMT. Maryland
farmers have significantly changed their practices over the past twenty years and | believe that we
should allow these changes to show their full effect before making such an extreme change.

| appreciate you taking the time to read my letter and | appreciate the support that you have historically
given to Maryland farmers.

Sincerely,

S i

Sam Parkar
7409 Forest Plains Lane
Salisbury, Maryland 21804
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Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concemed about the Maryland Department of Agnculture s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My ﬁrst fear is that the proposed regulanon, whxch WIII have huge impacts on the state’s _ggncul_tural
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging m achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Govemor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agrzculture and the
EPA. . S o

Allowmg an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no envuonmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
' to worry about apphcatlons of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be correcied for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain 2 Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
_ enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms
~» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produccd organic fertilizer, on their own crops. some.chicken
.. farmers will have to buy commorcla] fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That w:ll
. have a negative economic impact on the chlcken STOWETS. | ~ :
. Chlcken growers. who have been selhng their manure to other. farmers may no longer have customers.
thus a ioss of income.
® Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
.. without charge may now have to pay somebody. to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

* Evenif the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers™ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

e If the value of manure is lost, fhen alternative use companies might start chargmg afeeto accept

. manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magmtude appears to be on the honzon., they might charge a d:sposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

‘rop Farmers

¢ Denied the ablhty to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to :
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

e Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial

' fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

e Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there-are not-ecnough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will aliow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

* While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal

manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish. .

* Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
cxpendltures/capltal purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

e Crop farmers could.see increased: effects.of drought on,their-crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up;ﬂ:le sgl,l’s moisture, petaining. capabllmes |

Once this regulauon is in effect, as 1t appears 1t vnll be and conuary to the wishes of many in the
gncultural commumly, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals hke me, and
e ennre state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

© Please, slow this down. Allow the seientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-
1much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
lternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer. tremendous
arm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.
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~ Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
cormmuiiity, Is based on incomplete research.” The Univessity of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Ixnplementatxon Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an

accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agnculture and the
EPA.

Allowmg an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Manageinent
Tool will cause no environmental Warm. For decades; the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorusto the so0il because unless: the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farthers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus -
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment.. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms - o

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken

- farmers will have to buy -commercial fertilizer to' replace chmken manure they already oW That wﬂl
‘have anégative econom1c impact-on the ¢hicken growers.. S SRR

s Chicken growers who have been’ selling their manure t0 other farmiers may no longer have customers
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting compaﬁy may not be able to sell the manure to make a prdﬁt and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting,

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage 51tes it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to

. transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead oi

buying manure or acceptmg it for free.

Crop Farmers

Denied the ablhty to use manure on their Crops, crop farmers will have to. buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using,

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to-buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

- While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal

manure will help grow a larger crop. Ifyields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yieids.

~ Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry htter S

organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retammg capablhtxes

Once this regulauon is in effect, as it appea.rs it will be and coritrary to the wzshes of many in the

~ agricultural community, there will be many negative effects 10 the farming community, individuals like me. and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scxentlﬁc research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-m period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacernents for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland w1thout 1mprovmg the envuonment

Respectfully yours
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Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
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Dear Dr. Mercer:

[ am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool .

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an

accomplishiment that seems to be lost on Governpr O‘Ma'lley, the Maryland Department of Agnculture and the
EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harrii; For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and-
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

_ Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
'ﬁnancial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms . .

¢ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will

~ have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

¢ Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

s Chicken growers who have had their cmcken houses cleaned w1th manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a prdﬁ* and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting. -
* Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transpot the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.
* If the value of mamre is lost, then alternative use companies tiighi stan chargmg a fee to accept
' manure, much like a landfill charges. for disposal, If any alternative use companies start operating, and

nothing of" any magmtude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fe¢ mstead of
"buying manure or acceptmg it for free. : ‘

rop Farmers

» Deniedthe ablhty t0 use manure on their Crops, crop, farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
* replace chicken manure that they have been using,

~-#  Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial -
 fertilizer apphcatlon equlpment thus rmsmg thezr costs of domg husiness.

.o Crop. farmers wantmg fertil; plicator misht-Had ______F‘;-:;&;ere,a;-ér'mrenough"apphcators or
' equlpment in the short fg ; lication period |

micronutrierits, then: farmer mcome wlll. dimmlsh. .

» Crop fanners and chlckemfa:mers ahl-gﬁ will most Izkely have 10 alter theu' bUSIIle.aS plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets - requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificiaily reducing their potential yields.

. .Cmp farmers cauldisee mcrgasedceﬁ‘emef dmught on; tbﬁa;cmps asgafaresult of Iasmg poultry litter’s

rncultu:al commumty, th&e wﬂl 'bemany negatwe effects to the farmmg coimnumty, mdlviduals tike me, and
€ entire.state of: Ma:y}and mthout ne ;eablqd,mprovements in water quahty :

Please slow thls down" ,Allow s_cs@nnﬁc researeh to be completedand,thcn aﬂow an orderly phase-

ﬁiuch as the game-:ahangmg Watct; Q;m&y.;nmrovement Act of 1998:allowed: aphasc—:n penod, Without
ternative uses of manureand.cost, effecutm zeplacements for, this. S00B-to-be:lost: orgamc wrtﬁlzer, tremendous
am will come to the stateof Maryland mtheuxunprovmg xheenvuonment. e
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Dear Secretary Hance:

] am extremely concemed about the Mazyland Department of Agnculture $ pr0posed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulatlon whlch will have. huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on mcomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.

~ Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals; then perhaps enhanced efforts

- would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decadés and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFQ farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible. .

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implemehtation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms . _

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

s Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

e Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay semebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting, :



Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothmg of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buymg manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertitizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fértilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications., Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in anima]
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultrv litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

g

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, md1v1duals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down, Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectfully yours,

_/\(\/\OLC
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CRISFIELD MD 21817-2353

B SHARONMACNEAL . . :
o 26875 JOHNSON CREEK RD
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Secretary Ear] D, Hance

Maryland Department of Agriculture NOY 4 201
50 Harry S Truman Parkway o : ‘ ,
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Dear Secretary Hance:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool ,

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governer O°Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
- content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
. decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficultand
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible. )

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms'
¢ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
- farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

¢ (Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income. '

o Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.



Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers,

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

~ Crop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commerclal fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using,

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will belp grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry htter s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be-and contrary to the wishes of rany in the

agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality. .

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Rcspectﬁdly youi:s,

UJ/% el
,29975 \gfp:.san 6&5/?0/
&:574&/4 - S

: o?/ﬁ?




\g ' . ' : . oy 27T

. o R W

O i ?\.:-‘.. ‘q‘ "ﬁ' q-.n‘-
T e

Secretary Earl D. Hance way A Pt
Maryland Department of Agriculture _ "
>0 Harry § Truman Patkway ' V oyt N T ﬁrg%{ﬂﬁ‘\m
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 , ‘ f“ IR R

Dear Secretary Hance:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agxicuiture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforis
would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be cotrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible, .

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms’

¢ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they aiready own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

e Chicken growers who have been selhng their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

e Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the fann
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to seil the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.



Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

I the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appeéars to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of

buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough apphcaxors or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators fo raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

‘Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s

organic material that helps build up the 5011’5 moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes.of many in the

agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectfully youis,
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be -
received hefore November 18th, Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emaited to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov-
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Phosphorus

John W. Lee <jwl@ueawet.com> Sat, Nov 2, 2013 at 4:25 PM
To: "earl.hance@maryland.goV‘ <garl.hance@maryland.gov=

Dear Mr. Secretary,

Based on the ongoing discussions and my belief that there has to be a compromise that will improve the Bay and
let production agriculture remain viable. Even though my practice is limited to horses we need a healthy ag
community to support the equine industry. For mixed practitioners like my wife the threat to sustainable
agriculture could be even more serious. Sincerely, Jochn W. Lee, Jr. DVM and Jane Fassinger, VMD

Sent from my iPhone

https:/mail.gocg le.com/mail/b/309/w0/ 2ui=28ik=ee14Tidccdview=pt8search=inboxdth= 1421a7e792511029
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MARYLAND |

New PMT

King, Gary L. <gary.king@plantpioneer.com> | ' Sat, Nov2,'2013 at 7:31 PM
To: "Earl.Hance@maryland.goV' <Ear.Hance@maryland.gov '
Cc: "King, Gary L." <gary king@plantpioneer.com>

Secretary Hance,

I am writing to share my concems about the new PMT. My Nutrient Management Advisor did a comparison
between the old PS! and the new PMT . Using the old PS! as a guideline, | wouid fall in the low to medium
ratings for Phosphorus loss potential. That would allow me to apply 3 tons P/Ac of pouitry manure on my com
ground, plus up to 30 # P in a starter fertilizer; using the new PMT all my P Loss Rating Scores came back as
high and no additional P can be added. As a farmer who has hundreds of thousands of dollars invested in land,
equipment, seed and other inputs, | fee! | have to be able to fertilize my crops for their optimal yield potential.

Ancther point you need to consider, is that | am not a poultry producer with a history of high manure usage.
Under the old PSI" guidelines, | would be importing about 2,000 tons of poultry' manure each year for my 650+
Ac of com ground. Under the new PMT guidelines, | would not be able to use any of that manure, which in tum
means you would hawe to find another home for that 2,000 tons. That's going to create its own set of problems
and will be wasting more tax-payer dollars. . Please take into consideration the fact -that by not being able to
apply this poultry manure for my com ground, | will have to purchase additional Nitrogen and Potash that would
have been available in the poultry litter manure. This would have cost me an additional $ 180 per/ac or $117,000
last year. S

| would-also like for you to took inte the role that ditches play in the classification for the Phos Rating Score.
My nutrient advisor said that ditches had to be considered as “artificial drainage”. By doing so, she said it help
throw every field |nto a High Phos Ratlng Please consnder taking a close look at that situation and see ifany -
changes are necessary

Thank you for your. consideration in this- matter.. .
Sincerely;
Gary King
Somerset Co. Grain: Farmer

Past Outstanding Conservatlon Farmer of the Year

9 Year Member of Maryland Soybean Board

hitps /et g cog hé.com/mail/b/300Au0/2ui=28ik= ee4Tfidccaviewsptésearch=inboxin=1421026fcd 123c76
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MARYLAND |

Maryland Phosphbrus Regulation Public Comment

- dan@ﬂintrockcorporation.com <dan@fintrockcorporation.com> Mon, Nov 4, 2013 at 3:05 PM

To: jo.mercer@maryland.gov
Cc: earl.hance@maryland.gov -

11/4/13

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry 8. Truman Parkway

. , Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Dr. Mercer:

- 1am a chicken grower with farming operations in Queen Anne's County and | am extremely concemed about the
.: Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Teol.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which wili have huge 1mpacts on the state’s agricultural community,

-is based on incomplete research. The University-of Maryland researchers. have stated that their work is not done,

yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than being
focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems more concemed with

- appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving

‘Chesapeake Bay Watershed Impiementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but as

+‘Secretary of Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That's an accomplishment that seems to

be lost on Govemor O'Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management Tool will
cause no environmental hamm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not to worry
about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil mowved, the phosphorus would not move.
Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The
ph_osphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be comected for decades, even if
this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years to allow for an

.. orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural

community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and time consuming
it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the

.conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-

“side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide valid results does not

seem feasible.

.. Here are some of my concems about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and foremost,

how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such financial
hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

‘ Chicken Farms

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commerciai fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will have a
negative economic impact on the chicken growers,

s+ Chicken growers who have been seiling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers, thus

https:/imail.g oog Je.cam/mail/b/309/u0/7ui=28ik= ee147fidccBview=ptisearch=inboxth=14224b8921b20389
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Mandand.govMail - Maryand Phosphorus Regulation Public Comment
a loss of income. . B
Chicken growers who have had their.chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm without
charge may now have to pay somebody to ciean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a proftt and cower the costs of

- cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken grOWBrs responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.,

If the value of manure is lost, then altemative use companies might start charging a fee to accept manure,
much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start operating, and nothing of
any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of buymg manure
or accepting it for free.

'Crop Farmers

' Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to

replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application pericd to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased demand
in senices will aliow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

While commercial fertilizer wil! help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal manure
will help grow a farger crop. If yields are lessened due to the Ioss of organic matetial and micronutrients,
then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers aiike will most hkely hawe to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yuelds

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter's
organic material that helps build up the soil's moisture retaining capabilities.

- Ongce this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the agricuitural
community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and the entire
state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

" Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-in much
as the game-changing Water Quality Improvemnent Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without altemative
uses of manure and cost éffective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous harm will
come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectiully yours,

Daniel Heller

Church Hill, MD, Queen Anne's County

hitps:/irmail g oogle.comimail/b/309AW0/ui=28&ik= ee14Tfidcclvienspi&search=inboxdith= 1422481620389
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Phosphorus Management Tool

Abell, Rocky <Rocky.Abell@perdue,gom> . Mon, Nov 4, 2013 at 3:40 PM
To: "jo.mercer@maryland.goV' <jo.mercer@maryland.gov>
Ce: "earl.hance@maryland.gov' <earl.hance@maryland.gov>

11-04-2013 .

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Admmistrator, Nutrient Management Program
P Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapohs Maryland 21401

" Dear Dr. Mercer:

a0
SRV

I
144

. - Tama Century Farm Owner who lives in Worcester County, My Great Grandfather, John Redden
purchased our family farm (which is now in my sons name), in December 1912. I also graduated with a B.S.
degree in Biology fiom the University of Maryland, Eastern Shore, 1 am extremely concerned about the
Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agriculfural

. commmnity, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that thetr
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be polical
reasons. Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural comrrumity, the

. department seems more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Ifthe

* -farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals,
. then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at
130% ofthe goal That's an accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland
Departrnent of Agriculure, and the EPA.

_ Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the xrrplementatlon date of the Phosphorous
Managemem Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory comnmmity
told farmers not to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the

hitps:imail. googe.comimeily309//0/ ui=28lie=ee147dcoRview=pigsearcheinboxBt=14224dbbae072600 ' L&
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phosphorus would not move. Recently that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based
upon their phosphorus content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and

* will not be corrected for decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in
2015. Waiting a- few more years to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our
environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural commumity to adjust and make required

o changes Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult anid time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO

fanmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the conservation districts, the

- University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site

" Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide valid results does not seem feasile.

. Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
~ foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause
-such financial hardships on farm families when no meaningfil economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers wili have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will have a
negative economic impact on the chtcken growers. |

.» Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers, thus a
loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm without
charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
c!eanlngftransportmg

¢ Ewn ifthe MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to transport
the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

s I the value of manure is lost, then altemative use c-ompaniés might start charging a fee to accept manure,
much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start operating, and nothing of any
magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of buying manure or accepting
it for free. .

Crop Farmers

« Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace
‘chicken manure that they have been using.

» Crop farmers who have used rnanure‘and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

. » Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased demand in
senices will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

»  While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal manure

hitps:/imail.geogle.com/mail 309/W0/Pui=28ik=ee147doc&view=pthsearch=inbmdih=14224dbbded7a60d
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. will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and micronutrients, then
farmer income will diminish. ‘

s Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new expenditures/capital
"purchases while at the same fime artificially reducing their potential yields.

. Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter's organic
material that helps build up the soil's moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as i appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the -
agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming commumity, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

~ Please, slow this down.. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly
phase-in nuch as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period.
Without alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer,
tremendous harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

‘Respectiilly yours, -

James T. Abell III

Pocomoke City

This communication, including attachments, may contain confidential, priviteged, copyrighted or other iegatly protected inforrnation. If you
are not the intended reciplent, you are heraby notified that any use, disclosure, dissemnination, distribution, or copying of this
communication, or any of lis caritents, is grictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in eror, please immediately re-send
this communication to the sender and delete the original message and any copy of it, including all attachments, from your computer

system,

hitps:/mail.gocg le.comymall by 308/W 0 Tui=28ik=ee147Tdeclview= pt8search=inbox&th= 14224dbbde97260d



November 4, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Dr, Mercer:

I am a (citizen) who lives from Wicomico County and I am tremendously d]StlII‘bed about tho Maryland
Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation relatcd to the Phosphorus Management Tool o

...... l

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge 1mpac1;s on the date’s: agncultural
community, is completely one-sided and based on incomplete research. The Umvers!ty of Maryland :
researchers have stated that their work is not done, yet the state is moving' foi'ward at breakneck speed for what
appears to be political reasons. Rather than being focused on how tQ !support antl 1mprove the agricultural
community, the department seems more concemed with appeasmg, e U, E& nv1rénta1 Protection Agency.
The Agriculture community has been the backbone of this. Americaniy qulymy since the Founding Fathers. Why
would Maryland refuse to support these families, and makfeian alreadyidlfﬁculi industry that much more
challenging for no reason at all? If the farming sector in Mai'yland was latg‘émg in achieving Chesapeake Bay
Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts wo‘uld be needed, but as Secretary of
Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the: goal That’s’ an accomphshment that seems to be lost on
Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Depax'tment oﬁ Agnculture, and the EPA.

llh 4 ; 1 l,

Allowing an extended and systematic; phase—:frl of thd&mplementanon date of the Phosphorous
Management Tool will cause no envn'p nt ‘hann E‘oxldlecades the scientific and regulatory community
told farmers not to fret about apphcat:%ns of‘phosiphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the
phosphorus would not move. Recerxtl}‘ that plﬁ:losoﬁhy has changed and farmers began applying manures
based upon their phosphorus content. Tl'ae phosplaorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades
and will not be corrected for decades even'i uf tlns new regulauon changes manure application procedures in
2015. Waiting a few more years to allow for am orderly phase-in will not cause any damage to our environment.
An orderly phase-in will, perrrnt the agricuttural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionaily,
we saw firsthand how dlfﬁcult andat:une consumning it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a
Comprehenswe Nument Management Plan and to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland
Extens:on* and/or pnva’sel,qonsulpants can do sufficient side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus

Management Tool ¢ ari ons in 2014-to provide valid results do not seem practical.
151; I
il 1 i i;
Here iar% somelo= mytogancerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First how can

fhe Department of Algriculture even consider proposmg a regulation that could cause such ﬁnanc1a1 hardships
on farm families; Véhen no meamngﬁ.ll econormc impact analys1s has been done?

" Chicken Farms
: » Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fer‘ohzer on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to purchase commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That
will have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.
.. » Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income. '



Crop Farmers i

Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and fransport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility o
transport the manure to the site, creating yet another cost to farming families.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start chargmg a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a dlsposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepnng it for free. it

Denied the ability to use manure on their Crops, Crop farmers will haue to buy ie!omm i"'c1al ferflhzer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using. T T i
Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial femhzersimakr ﬁa‘ve to btﬁy’ e:nrent commer<:1al
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing ] b mess i b
Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that thel;e are not’ efm“ugh applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow, mhéiy femfrzer applications. Increased
demand in services will aliow these applicators to raise thexrl fees; *thus hight costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow the mlcron‘l’iﬁ*lents and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due’ to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.  * i
Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely héive to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse, g‘-’ conditionsidfid/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases wh%le at t Esaméﬁlme artificially reducing their potential yields.
Crop farmers could see augmented' & ects oﬁ oughfmn their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the: Zspll’ mzmlsnﬁe retaxmng capabilities.

l“x? h” §

Once this regulatlon isin effecl as it dp 3ea1‘§ it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

agricultural community, there will be many negaﬁtlve effects to the. farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland Witﬂoﬁt notléeablemnprovements in water quality.

Please, siow this ﬂ%wn ,;Allow ﬂ?ﬁe sczeﬂtlﬁc research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-chaﬁgmg Whter Quahty Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase—ln period. Without
alternative uses qf!manure And cost éffective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

harm WIIL come 1§0 the Siqte of ] Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectfully yours,

) * Holly Collick
o Fruitland, MD
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To: jo.mercer@maryland.gov '
Cec: earl.hance@maryland.gov
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Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
~ Maryland Department of Agriculture
~ 50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
., Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Dr. Mercer:

--1am a _chicken growér_ who lives and/or works in Worcester County and 1 am extremely concemned about the
_ Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricuitural community,
‘i based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their work is not done,
yet the state is moving forward at.breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than being
focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems more concemed with
<:appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving
‘(Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but as
i.:Secretary of Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That's an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governor O'Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management Tool will
cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not to worry
about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not move,
Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The

: ‘phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for decades, even if
this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years to allow for an

- orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricuitural

- community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and time consuming
it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Pian and to think the
consenation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-
side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to prowde valid results does not

" seem feasible.

. "Here are some of my concems about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and foremost,
‘how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such financial
hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

jChicken Fams

+ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
famers will have to buy’ commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will have a
negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

» Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no Ionger have customers, thus

httpSﬂmall google.com/mail/b/308/w0/ i=28ji=ee147idccdMew=pt&search=Inboxgth=14225babh004391 ) 1z
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a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm without
charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a proﬁt and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

« Ewen ifthe MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers responsibility to
transport the manure fo the site, pussibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

« [f the value of manure is lost, 'then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept manure,

~ much like & landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start "operating, and nothing of
any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee mstead of buymg manure
or accepting it for free, |

_-Crop Farmers

» Denied the abihty to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercsal fertilizer to
: replace chicken manure that they have been using.
= Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertlhzers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business. ;

-+ Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer apphcatlons Increased demand
in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for! icrop farmers.

» While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal manure
will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic matenal and micronutrients,
then farmer income will diminish.

» Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their busmess plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requmng new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing thelr potential y1e1ds

» Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter's
organic material that helps build up the scil's moisture retaining capabilities. f

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the agricultural
community, there will be many negative. effects to the farming community, andmdualsdlke me, and the entire
state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality. .

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow 'an orderly phase-in much
as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in penod Without altemative

uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertlllzer tremendous harm will
come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment. i

f--RespectfulIy yours,

Sarah T. Chisholm.
Pocomceke City, MD

httpsu’/r!'ail.googIe.conﬂnnil/b/?»ogfum/?m:z&ik:ee‘l47ﬁdcc&\aiew=bts;search=inbox&m=14225ba5b00f4391
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November 5, 2013
Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

-.--Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
~ Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Dr. Mercer:

My husband and | are poultry farmers living in Dorchester County and we are extremely concerned about the
Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed reguiation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

‘ ‘;bur first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricuitural community,
.. is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their work is not done,
yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than being
focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems more concemed with
appeasing the U.S. Envronmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving
Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but as
Secretary of Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That's an accomplishment that seems to

be lost on Govermnor O'Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculturé, and the EPA. ‘

) Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management Tool will
t}ause no environmental hamm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not to worry

“_ébout applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soii moved, the phosphorus would not mowe.

Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The
phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for decades, even if

" this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years to aliow for an
6rderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our emvironment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural

. community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, my husband and | experienced how frustrating,

.;,6onﬁJsing, dificult and time consuming it was to go through the Maryland CAFO process and to obtain a

.. Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan. | cannot imagine that the consernvation districts, the University of
Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough ade»by-s&de Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus
Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide valid results.

hitps:/frmail.g oog le. convimail/b/308/u/0/ Pi=2&ik=ee 14 Tidccdview= pl&search=inboxdih= 14228b7R08182622 13
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Our family is working very hard and barely getting by just meeting our expenses on our farm, like many farm
families my job off the farm supports us and many of the expenses on the farm, we do it because we iove farming
and producing food for others and we wish to leave a legacy of proper stewardship to our grandsons, not because
we make money at it. It is our understanding that no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done and
... any additional expenses will bring about financial hardships on my family and numerous other farm famifies. In

© our case we may have to abanden our farm, default on our mortgage and lose our life savings. While | am sure
you think this a dramatic statemnent it is not it is reality! Here are some concemns about the near-immediate

. mplementatlon of this regulation.

 Chicken Fams

+ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will hawe
a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

+ Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers, thus
a loss of income.

« Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm without
charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

* Ewen if the MDA establishes the state storage 51tes it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers,

» [f the value of manure is lost, then altemative use companies might start charging a fee to accept manure,
much like a landfill charges for disposal. if any altemnative use companies start operating, and nothing of
any magnitude appears to be on the hotizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of buying manure
or accepting it for free.

_Crop Farmers

« Denied the ab:llty to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commerciat fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

» Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial ferhlrzers may hawe to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

+ Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased demand
in senices will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

+ While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal manure
will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and micronutrients,
then farmer income will diminish.

« Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most fikely hawe to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requining new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

» Crop famers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as ‘a result of losing poultry litter's
organic material that helps build up the soil's moisture retaining capabilities.

" We are continually concemed about the envronment and wish to leave a healty community to our grandsons,
howewer, once this regulation is in effect, there will be many negative effects to the farming community that
produces the food we all depend on for life and health, without noticeable improvements in water quality,

Please, slaw this down. Allow the scientific research {0 be completed and then allow an orderly phase-in much

. as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without alternative
uses of manure and cost efiective replacements for this soon-{o-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous harm will
come to the state of Maryland without :mprowng the environment. |

hitps./mail.goog le.comymail i 308/w0/ ui= 2&1k-ee‘r 4T1Tdcc&\new=pt&search—mbox&m~ 14228b7898f8a622
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Respectfully yours,

~ Sandra Wilson

 Federalsburg, MD 21632

https:l/mil.google.com’n'aillbfsoglulﬂl?ui=2&ihée147ﬁdcc&»iew=pt&search;inbox&ﬁ1=14228&:78981’8&522



. Q‘ﬂ DENNIS C. NAGEL, JR. |
\ 4381 Nichols Road, Federalsburg, MD 21632
Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. RECEIVED

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program | NOV - 5 2013

Maryland Department of Agriculture :
P MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

50 Harry §. Truman Parkway : ACEMEN
- Annapolis, Maryland 21401 N e T TROGRAM

Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am a chicken grower who lives in Caroline County and I afm. extremely concerned about the Maryland
Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Kanagement Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons,
R_ather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in-achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but-as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost ‘oh Govemor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agnculture and the
EPA. o ‘-";.‘n A Rty -..‘-‘:.:,.—:5?1:.\.,‘-‘» AT AL S aTin on b niod AN

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to wotry about applications of phosphorous o the ‘s6il because unless the soil moved, the phosphorous would
not move. Recently, that thmkrng changed and farmers began applylng manures based upon their phosphorous
content. The phosphorous levels in soils and waters were achieved Qver decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Addltlonaliy, we saw firsthand how difficult and

time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extensiofy and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorous Site Index/Phosphorous Management TooI comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results do not seem feasible. -

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate lmplementatron of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agrlculture even think about proposmg a regulation that could cause such
financlal hardshlps on farm famllles When no meanrngful econormc 1rnpact a.naIys1s has been done‘? ‘ o .-

i r.....-w..

Chlcken Farms GENE L LA ﬁ.;.ﬁ.‘;::,:—‘:f; RN ;:.':f..‘..',..‘;._'-.’::If;::';;:';.'_.-' LSRR L '::‘:3. CoRS T oo EREIL LU

i+ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
“. .+ farmers will have fo buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicketi:manure:they aIready owr.- That will-
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. - This applies to me. . =
o Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus-a loss of income. This applies to me. - e S



Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting. This applies to me.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chmken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers. This applies to me.

If the value of manure is lost; then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
‘replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertlhzers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising the costs of domg busmess in an industry where profit
margins are already slim.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish, -

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality,. My family depends on the
income from our chicken farm and from cleaning out chicken houses and it seems to me that you don’t care
about that af ail.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be éomﬁleted and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 aliowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Réspectﬁllly yours,
oy, C TR -
Dennis C. Nagel, J.
Dennis C. Nagel, Jr. 4381 Nichols Road

Federalshurg, MD_ 21632
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Dear Dr. Mercer;

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. ‘The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seerns to be lost on Governor O*Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA. :

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do

enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisonsin s-provide-——— =

valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

¢ Denied the ability to .use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on thelr own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. ‘

» Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

® Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleariing/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

* Even if the MDA establishes the state storage SItes, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to

. transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

o [fthe value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a dlsposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers '

* Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using. , ‘

* Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doirg business.

¢ Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

* While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop, If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

s Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
-expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields. ‘

o Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulatmn is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the
agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland thhout noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-
'n much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase—m period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without i nnprovmg the environment.

Respectﬁﬂly yours,
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November 1, 2014

Secretary Earl D. Hance

Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Hatry S Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21841

Dear Secretary Hance:

Iam a farm equipment dealer who lives Talbot County and I am extremely concerned about the
Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s
agricultural community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have
stated that their work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to
be political reasons. Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural '
community, the department seems more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed
Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but as you have stated, we
are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor O’Malley, the
Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous
Management Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory
community told farmers not to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil
moved, the phosphorus would not move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying
manures based upon their phosphorus content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved
over decades and will not be corrected for decades, even if this new regulation changes manure
application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause
any harm to our environment, An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural community to adjust and
make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and time consuming it was for
Maryland CAFOQ farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the
conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough
side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide valid
results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First
and foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could
cause such financial hardships on farm families when no meaningfiul economic impact analysis has been
done?

Chicken Farms

. Denied the ability to use manure, a locaily produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some
chicken farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already
own. That will have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

. Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have
customers, thus a loss of income.
. Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm

without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure



since the cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make 2 profit and

cover the costs of cleaning/transporting. .
. Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility.
" to transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.
. If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept

mapure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start
operating, and nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a
disposal fee instead of buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

. Denied the ability to use manure on then' crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial
fertilizer to replace chicken manure that they have been using.

. Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent

. commercial fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

. Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough
applicators or equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer
applications. Increased demand i services will aliow these applicators to raise thelr fees, thus
higher costs for crop farmers.

. While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in
animal manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic
material and micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

. Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways
that weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

. Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry

‘ litter’s organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the
agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like
" me, and the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly
phase-in much as the gamne-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period.
Without altemative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic

- fertilizer, tremendous harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

-.Respectfully yours,

%/W/ -

Jeffrey D. Rathell, Sr.
- Rathell Farm Equipment

RATHELL FARM EQUIPMENT cO.,INC.

12682 OLD SKIPTON RD. R
CORDOVA, MD 21625



Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Aériculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Pleasa use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received hefore November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before Novemnber 18th. Alternatwely, cemments can be emailed to: Earl. Hance@maryland -gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture, Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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November 5, 2013

Secretary Earl D. Hance

Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21841

Dear Secretary Hance:

I am Robert Fry, a veterinarian and da;;u‘y farmer in Kent County, Maryland. I have
profound concerns about the impact of the proposed Phosphorus Management Tool. It is clear
that the proposed regulation is based on mcomplete research and insufficient analysis.

The University of Maryland researche;rs have stated that their work is not done, vet the
state js moving forward. There is no data on the number of acres impacted, the economic impact
on farmers or the potential benefit fo the Bay How can you impose a regulation with no cost
benefit analysis? :

The proposed regulation will have a huge impact on my clients as well as my farm, 1
would have thought that the Maryland Department of Agriculture and the University of ‘
Maryland College of Agriculture would be advocating for agriculture. Agriculture is critically
important to the state of Maryland, Unintended consequences from this proposal as a result of
insufficient analysis and hasty 1mp1ementat1on will cause drastic, dramat1c and irrevocable
damage to the rural economy. :

Studies from the University of Wisconsin’s Discovery Farms program, launched 13 years
ago, show the solution to reducing nutrient and sediment losses from agriculture is to engage
farmers and their advisors in the solutions. The Discovery program has also learned that
solutions will not come from government agencies or people who do not make a living from
production agriculture because they have nothing invested in the solution. Practices that do not
fit into a system or that reduce profitability require some form of financial incentive.

Regulations should be site specific. One size does not fitall. .

It is imperative that nutrient management changes be based on sound science and
implemented with thought and care in order for all parties to benefit. I urge youto collect the
data needed to assess the potential negative impact on farmers and -work with the agriculture
community to actually solve the problem not merely impose new burdens.

Respectfully yours,

‘ Robert C. Fry, DVM
Robert C, Fry, DVM 12246 Locust Grove Rd.
Atlantic Dairy Management Services ‘

‘Kennedyville, MD 21645 B Kennedyville, MD 21645

. 410-652-5538

' refry@baybroadband. net
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PMT regs

Lee Troyer <Lee Troyer@binkleyhurst.com> ' Wed, Nov 8, 2013 at 7:35 AM
To: "ear.hance@maryland.goV' <earl.hance@maryland.gov>

Dear Mr. Hance,

f would like to ask you sincerely o please delay the decision of new PMT regulations until at least 2017. This
would give some reasonable time to research the feasibility and necessity for such stringent guidelines. Farmers
have been very cooperative with following mandatory and voluntary improvements to their operations for the sake
of the environment. | am appealing to you on behalf of the heart of the Eastem Shore. Farming and specificaliy
“the poultry industry is extremely valuable to the ecocnomy here and 1 firmly believe we don't need any further
~ legislation to jeopardize these livelihoods. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

‘: Leé Troyet
.- 28155 Comegys Rd
Kennedyville, MD 21645
© € 410-708-2144
H: 41 0-345—5851

troyerfamb5@gmail.com

lee.troyer@binkleyhurst.com

hHPS:ifnail.googre.cowrna:lfb/:mlufof?ui=2&k=eai47ﬁdcc&»iew=pt&search=inbcx&th=1422d6a213e1fe15 12



October 19_, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. ' .
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program RECEI VED
Maryland Department of Agriculture _ :
50 Harry S Trumen Pkwy | NOV -6 2013
Annapolis, MD 21401 MD DEPARTMINT OF AGR]

: MENT OF AGRICUL

NUTRIENT VAN A EMENT PROC—}r];JAIL{]\i

Dear Mrs. Mercer, AN 5 001G

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
gquivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient Source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. ' In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option.
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale reqmred to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, penod'

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of pouliry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

" WMJA/%

Printed Name ﬁ/;é/ i PJ & 7L 7/&‘/774.5

Street Address 5/32 /@WZ 2LL/l L yZ%
City, State, Zip p mﬂ/@f Y74 Qlﬁdz
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Jo A, Mercer, Ed.D. B o | RECEIVED

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program .

Maryland Department of Agriculture '. o - NOV - 6 2013

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway - .~ .. MDDEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 ~ NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
‘ ANMNAPOLIS

Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concerred about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulatlon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulauon, wlnch w111 have huge impacts on the state’s agncultural

- community, is based on mcomplc{e research. The Umversxty of Maryland fesearchers have stated that their
work is riot done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than bemg focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, X the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishrent that seems to be lost on Govemor O’ Malley, the Maryland Department of Agnculmre and the
EPA,

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achiéved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulatlon changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust and make required changes. ‘Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain 2 Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphonis Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
" “valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation, First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms
o Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chlcken
. farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will

have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. -

s Chicken growers who have been selling their mamae to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleamngftranspomng company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
trangport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start chargmg a fee to accept

manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free. '

rop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that théy have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer apphcauon period to allow timely fertilizer applications, Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lesseped due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish,

Crop farmers and chicken farmers atike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new

- expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material thaI helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Oncethlsregtﬁauomsmeﬂ‘ect,asitappears;twmbeandcontrarytothemshesofmanymthe

gricultural community, there will be ‘Tmany pegative effects to the farming community, mdmduals like me, and
\e entire state of Maryland without noticeable mpmvcments in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow ﬂ:e scientific nescarch to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

1 much as the me-changmg Water Quahty Improvement . Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
lternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, fremendous
arm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the e environment,

Respectfully yours,

el W, Hoil s
29890 /M. Verin 1.
Prveees e, 7. 21453
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raman e o ~ MAN ENT PROGRAM
Ammapolis, Maryland 21401 L R e |
Dear Dr. Mercer‘

Iam extremely concemed about the Maryland Department of Agnculture s proposed regu]auon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool : s . : .

My first fear i is that the proposed regulanon, wluoh wﬂl have huge 1mpacts on the state s agncuitural )
comsmunity, is based on mcomplete research: ‘The Umversrty -of Maryland tesearchérs have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving | forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to’ support and improve, the agncultural community, the deparmlent seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan’ goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of  Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomphshment that seems to be lost | on Govemor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agnculrture, and the
EPA,

' Allovnng an extended and ordetly phase-m of the mplementanon date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause 1o enviropmental harm.” For decades, the scientific and regtlatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applymg matiures baséd upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphotus levels in ‘soils and waters wete achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjst and make reiquired changes Addmonally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Marylarid CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nuttient Managemment Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension,, and/or private conswlants can do

__enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphoms Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
vahd ‘results does not seem feasible. '

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

¢ Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have cust0mers,
thus a loss of income,

¢ Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting,

" Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to

trangport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fec toaccept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magmtude appears 1o be on the horizon, they rmg.ht charge a disposal fee instead of
buymg nanure or accepting it for free.

rop Farmers -

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have beén using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising iheir costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish. _
Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiting new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regnlatiorr is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

sricultural commumity, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals fike me, and
¢ entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow. ﬂns down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

: uch as the game-changing Water Quality nprovement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-m period. Without
ternative uses of manure and cost eﬁ‘gcj;w replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
wm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment. =~

Susan . kel
29810 M Yernon kKA.
?mcess /énnemd 24453
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Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D, , L . " I{E : CEIVED
Administrator, NerntManagement Program . e NOV ~ 6 2013
Maryland Department of Agriculture ' o " MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway S e NAGEMENT PROGRAM
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 o _ NUT_E?ENTM:‘NV? APOLIS .

Dear Dr. Mercer:

Tam extremely concerned about the Malyland Depar’nnent of Agnculture s proposed regulatlon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool , . : _ :

My ﬁrst fear is that the proposed mgulanan, which wﬂl have huge i unpacts on the state’s agriculiural
commumty, is based on mcomplete research, “The University-of Maryland fescarchers have stated that their
work is 5ot done, yet the statg is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and 1 lmprove the agricultiral community, the depmtment seems
more concernéd with appeasing the T.S. Enwronmental Protection Agency. If the farming séctor in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal That’s an
accomphshment that seems to be lost on Govemor O’Malley, the Maryland Departrnent of Agnculture and the
EPA.

Allowmg an extended and orderly phase-m of the mpletmntauon date.of the Phosphorous Maxagement

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorns to the soil because anless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not

move, Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus lévels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agncultural community to adjust and make required changes. Addm«:maily, we saw firsthand how difficult and .
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFQ farmers to obtain 4 Comprehensive Nutrient Management Planand -
to think the conservation districts, the Umverszty of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide -
“valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. -

¢ Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/trausporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting. '
Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
h‘ausport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

if the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept

manvre, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use conipanies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the honzon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of

. buying manure or accepting it for free.

rtop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial ferullzer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using, _

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop fagmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or -
eqmpment in the short fertilizer application period to alfow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure wWill help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, thén farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s

 organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabﬂrtm

Oncethlsregulauomsmdfect,as1tappearsItWﬂIbeandcontarytoﬂlemshesofmanymﬂle

wicultura} community, there will be many negative effects to the farming cornmunity, individuals like me, and
ie entire state of Maryland without nonceable improvements in water quality. .

Please, slow this down. Allow the smenhﬁc research fo be completed and then allow an ordexly phase-

1 much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
ternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

arm will come to the state of Maryland without mprovmg the environment.

Respectfully youts,

\bgnné A 'PafﬂiP
25988 (M- Vernon g,
;D(mwSS FAnoe Md 1S3



Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. h | ' . _ ' RECEW ED

Admijnistrator, Nutrient Management ngram S ' ) NOV 6 2013
Maryland Department of Agriculture . MD DE,

PARTMENT OF
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway . NUTRIENT MANAGEVENT Li%%é’fﬁ
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 _ ANNABQOLIS

Dear Dr. Mercer:

Iam extremely concemed about the Maryland Department of Agncul‘mre s proposed regulation re!ated
to the Phosphorus Management Tool : . :

My first fear is that the proposed regu]anon, wh.lch will have huge 1mpacts on the state s agrlculmral

community, is based on. mcomplete research: The University-of Maryland- tesearchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears 1o be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems

- more concerned with appeasing the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agncuitm‘e Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’san
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Govemor O’Malley, the Maxyland Department of Agnculture ‘and the
EPA. . _

'Allowing an exténded and orderly phase-in of the unplementatlon date of the Phosphorous Management

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for . .
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure ‘application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years’
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will aliow the
agricultural commxmny to adjust and make reqmred changes. ‘Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do

~ enough mde-by-s:de Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
" "valid resuits does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done? _

Chicken Farms

o Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. .

e Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

¢ Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



| cleamng/ transporting coinpany may not be ableto sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of

cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ r%‘ponglbﬂlty to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept :
mantre, much fike a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternadve use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee msteadof
buying manure or accepting it for free.

rop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on thefr crops, crop farmcrs will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
1eplace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

‘While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal

manure will help grow a larger crop.  If yields are Iessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will ditninish. ,

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plzms in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yiclds.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losmg poultry litter’s
organic matenal thax helps build up the soil’s moisture. retammg capabﬂmes

Oncethxsreguiauonzsmeﬁ‘ec’c,asrtappeaxsxtwﬂlbeandcontrarytothewmhesofmanymthe

gricultural commumity, there will be many negauve effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
1e entire state of Maryland without noticeable i mpmvemcnts in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

1 much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
lternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

a:rmvn]l come to the stateofMazyiand wnhom mgmvm___g_ﬂze emronment.

Respectfully yours,

flebecca Kalf
29890 i Vernon 7L
[Arreess Ay T4, 1653
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Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agnculture s proposed regulauon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regu]atlon, which will have huge nnpacts on the state’s agricultural
- community, is based on mcomplete research: - The University-of Marvlaiid fesearchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears 10 be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the depastment seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in dchieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Govemor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA, ‘

Allowmg an extended and orderly phase-m of the melementatlon date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm; .For decades, the scientific and régulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the' soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began app]ymg manures based upon their phosphorus
content. . The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust and make required changes. Addmonally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFQ farmers to obtain 2 Comprebensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvatc consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to previde -

A .

"valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Clncken Farms
- Denied the ability to use manure; a localiy produced organic femhzer on thelr Own crops, some chlcken
farmers will have to buy commergial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already oOWnL. That wﬂl
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

» Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer bave customers,

- thus aloss of income.

o Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned vnth manure removed from the farm

without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
trangport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers, ,

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they mxght charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for ﬁ'ec

rop F armers

Denied the ability to use manure onthen' crops, crop farmers will bave to buy commercial fertilizer to
repiace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or

‘equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications, Increased

demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will miost likely have to alter their busmess plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
ekpenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of dmught on their crops as a result of losing poultry Litter’s

organic matmal that helps build up, the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Oncethmregulanomsmcﬁ‘ect,as1tappearsrtwi11beandcontrarytothew1shesofmanymthe

wricultural commmumity, there will be many negative effects tothefazmmg comunmity, individuals like me, and
le entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Al!ow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

i much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
terative uses of manure and cost effective replacemmts for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

zrm will come to the state ofMazy]and vwﬁzom xmprovmg the environment.
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Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agnculture s proposed regulatxon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed mguianona whicn wiii bave nugc lmpdub ou tic st ’s a.y,uouumm

o cominumty, is based on ibcomiplete research. THe Umversity of Méryland fesearchers have stated that their

work is not done, yét the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Hatlian ihaa being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Ear] Hance bas stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Govemor O "Malley, the Maryland Department of Agnculture and the
EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phasc-m of the mplementanon date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no envuomnental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosPhoms to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. ‘Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agncultt.ual community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, vre saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers t6 obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
10 think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do
_enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
~“valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate impiementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningfil economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

e Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

¢ Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

o Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned w:th manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to inake a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting, :

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start chargmg a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the honzon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

rop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using. '

Crop farmers who bave used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent coramercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow titely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a erop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
mamire will belp grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the Joss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will dlm.!IIJSh

Crop farmers and chicken farmers aliké will most likely have to alter their busiress plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps bulld up the soil’s moistare retaining capabilities.

Oncethxsregulauonlsmeﬁ'ect,as1tappearsxthllbeandcontrarytothemshesofmanymthe

mricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the fazming, community, individuals like me, and
© entire state of Maryland without noucmhle improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

1 rauch as the game-changing ‘Water Quahty Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-m period. Without
ternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
arm will come to the state oﬂdaqdandmthoutmpmangﬁemmnment :
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Jo A Mereer, EAD. .. RECEIVED

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program - B NOV - 6 2013
Maryland Department of Agriculture » :
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway - - ‘ MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTIRE
. IENT MANAGEMENT PROG
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 - NUTRIEN ANNAPOLIS
Dear Dr. Mercer

Iam extremely concemed about the Ma:yland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulauon related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool . . : o

My first fear is that the proposed regu.latxon, which w111 have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural

- community, is based on incomplete research: ~Fhe University of Marylarid fesearchers have stated that their -

work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.

- Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems

more concerned with appeasing the 'U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Govemor 0’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA.

Ailowmg an extended and orderly phase-m of the mplementauon date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harny: ‘For decades, the scientific and regulatory commumity told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmets began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust and make requiréd changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to Obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservauon districts, the Umvers1ty of Maryland Extensmn, and/or prwate oonsultants can do

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

- Chicken Farms : :

» Denied the ability to use manure, 2 locally produced organic femhzer on theu' own Crops, some ch.lcken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken magure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

o Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start chargmg a fee to accept

manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

rop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken mantire that they have been nsing,

. Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial

fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow tiinely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micromutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop, If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

. Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that

weaken their ability to withstand adverse growmg conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.
Crop farmers could seg increased effects ofdrough: onthexrcrops as a result of losing poultry htter’s
orgamc material that helps bmld up the soil’s moisture retammg capabﬂ:tles

Once this regulauon isin eﬁ'ect, as it appears it will be and conuary to the wishes of many in the

wicultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, mdmduals like me, and
© entire state of Maryland wnthout not!ceable xmprovements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research 10 be compieted and then allow an orderly phase-

\much as the game-changing Water Quality I.mprovement Act of 1998 allowed a phase—m period. Without
ternative uses of manure and cost effective replacernents for this soon-to-be. Iost organic fertilizer, tremendous

arm will comie to the state of Maryland without improving the environment,

Respectfully yours,

Fred ik Reppett-
Denl Jsipmd i, -
Pincess Anng (1. 0853



Jo;AMercerEdD I . RECEIVED

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program L . , NOV - 6 2013
Maryland Department of Agriculture ‘ £
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway e ‘, MD DEPARTM NT OF Acm]g%ﬂm
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 : NUTRIENT MAN AG‘ESE?;T _

Dear Dr. Mercer:

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agnculture 5 proposed regulation related

to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regu.lanon, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on mcomplete research, The Hniversity of Marylatid fesearchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on hiow to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was laggmg in achieving Chesapeike Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost ot Goverrior O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA

Aﬂd'wiﬁg -an exténded 'a_nd b‘rde'rljr" ph‘aée—in of the i‘n’xpleinentatibn date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications ‘of phosphorus to the soil becaise ualess the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultaral commumty to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficultand
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain 2 Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and

‘to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate cotisultants can do -

enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide -

“valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

- Chicken Farms : o
~« Denied the ability to use manure, a loca.lly produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already ow. That w111
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. - :
e Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.
¢ Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleanmg/h-ansporung company may not be able to seil the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manare is lost, then altemative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

rop F azmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their CTOpS, CIOP farmers will have to buy commermal fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

- Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or

equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased

demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and

~ micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their.ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material thax helps bmld up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Oncethzsregtﬂanomsmeﬁ‘ect,as1tappears1twﬂlbeandconnarytothewshesofmanymthe

gricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
e entire state of Maryland without noticeable nnprovemcnts in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

| much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 aflowed a phase-m period. Without
ternative uses of manure and cost effective, replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous

zm will come to the state of Maryland mthout mprovmg the env:ronment.

Respectfully youts,




Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program RECEIVED

Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S. Truman Parkway NOV - 6 2013

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Dear Dr. Mercer: ANVAPOLIS

[ am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulatmn, which wili have huge impagcts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete 1&58arch, The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Earl Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor ‘O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community o adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficuit and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain 2 Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do

_enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

» Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

» Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

e Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the



cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept

manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they mlght charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free. .

-rop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commermal fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.
While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and
micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabzhues

Once this regulatlon is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

gricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
he entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

- Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

n much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
lternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic femhzer, tremendous
iarm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment. '

Respectfully yours,

Qay fk

Randy Patey
35710 Cobbys Hill Rd.
Willards, MD 21874.1361 ]
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2 RECEIVED

Insert date “l 5 ‘J}

Secretary Earl D. Hance NOV — 6 2013
Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harey S Truman Parkway METIAE AF e _
Annapolis, Maxyla.nd 21841 ' ol basg, n il r":l’:' S?Cﬁ‘.giﬁm
Dear Secretary Hance:

I am a (a crop farmer, a chicken grower, something else) who lives in (777 County) am extremely
concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation relate sphorus
Management Tool. ”~'¢ ,

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge 1rﬁ e ggncultural
commumty, is based on 1ncomplete research. The University of Maryl that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for appeéis@o be po itical reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agriculturif umty“\“ﬁhe};ﬁepamnent seerns
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection y. Ifthe f arming sector in Maryland -
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementa moﬂm perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130%0f the go accomphshmcnt that séems to
be lost on Governor O"Malley, the Maryland Departen ejg@gncul \@%@ EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the mp%g.date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decadasythe scientifi Pregulatory commumity told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphofgs to th %‘ﬂ se vmless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move, Recently, that thinking changed e%s bﬁlapplymg manures based upon their phosphoris
content, The phosphorus levels in soils an&%a@er e ac ed over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation ch\ggges 1011 procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in wi , to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural commumty to adjust an ¥tiake redpire cﬁanges Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Ma\gg&and "emi f s to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation distgzcts, g, U : of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Pho e us Slte*ﬁg& Uln gsphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seggg foash \R X

Here are sonié% %ﬁems out the near-immedijate unplementahon of this regulation. First and
forem@@Fhow & ¢ am%ﬁxém of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
Qrmhes when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

lity to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
fa:mers:gngjﬁ ave to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken ErOWers.

s Chicken growers who have been sellmg their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned W1th manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.



* Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

o If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start operating, and

nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers
¢ Denied the ability to use manure on their Crops, crop farmers wﬂl have to buy commer{ﬁal fertxhzer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using. ‘%Am

* Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have t%@%}(pﬁr&m commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business. Q"--<‘ :

¢ Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that th %no 3 r@ﬁgh applicators or

-equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely ferti Y app “ations, gdhcreased

demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fe -‘ fﬁi' &, COStSEIES ’i‘%p farmers.

» While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the mlcronutnen\ and oré%_mc matenal in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened du 10 > the: 'Bahie material and

- micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish, S N

¢ Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will mogt likely havz sig' the:r Iness plans in ways that

weaken their ability to withstand adverse growu‘%condltmnssan or mgikets — requiring new -

expenditures/capital purchases while at the same &?@i&r&?‘cﬂ%& q}&&ng their potential yields.
tur

*  Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought o ir crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s mois mng_‘:%apablhuf:s
TR,
Once this regulation is in effect(%%%lt appé*:\&ﬂ be and contrary to the wishes of many in the
agricultural community, there will be man "ﬁ‘ects the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without nouceab %‘y%@ in water quality.

\&\

Please, slow this down. Alw%e sc search to be completed and then aliow an orderly phase-
in much as the game-changing Wate?%, provement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure ang3 ﬁ'e gptacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the sta cxafMaryland mt'h - improving the enwromnent

\,&9 “*"~ B %:
”\*'% N w Re%ectﬁﬂly yours,
%@%\%\ \\“’\ (8§ ng/\
g .
*‘333 * w Insert printed name
R ;&‘ Q%* Insert town
RN A\

%% - Q'A\JBL‘ Qﬁ:\’i"\

i W Mayos



Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternativefy, comments can be emailed to: Eard.Hance@ maryland .gov.
- Dear Secretary Hance: - ﬂ
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4 Address: _ WILLIAM CARMEAMN

Moy 5 2013 2 )
Phone: _Y43-580- Foix—

N"!"!- T ARARTTRDY Email: =




A - |
| 9 ' Nov. 2, 2013

Dear Secretary Buddy Hance,

I'm writing in opposition to the new PM T revision of our nutrient
management plans. Politics, the rush to satisfy future WIP reguirements and
yielding to the environmental groups are infuriating our agricultural base, New
regulations should not be made until the bay model is updated and viewed to be
accurate by all parties involved,

This regulation has never had a cost benefit analysis done and many
farmers have festified that their business plan under this regulation does not
work. Those involved in fransporting manure have testified to the same and
relying on state or industry funding is not the answer. Just a few years ago the
state was encouraging farmers to diversify - poultry was just one avenue. The
litter was a large part of the economic reasoning for a sustainable future of
their farms. I can understand their frusiration with this regulation,

It was plain fo see from the public forums that the research was rushed
fo fit the desires of a new WIP goal, I have a concern that using the
agronomic 150 FIV doesn'’t relate well with how easily P is lost. Does the same
soil with a 350 FIV vs one with a 150 lose incrementally more P with alf other
factors the same? Its certainly not a linear relationship. Perhaps more
research would show that a much higher FIV could be used in some soifs without
increasing P loss. Is plant available P and P saturation unfairly being use in the
same context? Many farmers testified that additional P was needed for young
plants even under soils with very high P levels. You need to mve.s‘f:_qafe fhe/r'
concerns with further research and not blow them off.

You and I know that farmers have made tremendous improvemenis on
how we use litter (manures) than we did just a few decades ago. From the
mindset of disposal to using them under a nufrient management plan is huge.
&ive what we have already done time and get the bay model corrected and
- Verified accurate before anymore regulations. Farmers have haa’ enough and .
ready to draw a /me in the sand against MOA.

RE@EE‘v’ED
| Lewis Smith
Nov 6 2013 | p(W
Easton, MD
CPCEOFTESCREMRY
31591 Matthewstown Rd.

Easton, M 21601



Wicomico ounty, Marpland

PO. BOX 870
SALISBURY, MARYLAND 21803-0870
410-548-4696
FAX: 410-548-7872

WICOMICO COUNTY COUNCIL s EVED MATTHEW E. CREAMER
6 o e

MaATTHEW R. HoLLowAY, PRESIDENT / AT LARGE CouUNCIL ADMINISTRATOR

BoB CULVER, VICE PRESIDENT / AT LARGE

SHEREE SAMPLE-HUGHES, DISTRICT # | NGV . b 20'\3 EDGAR A. BAKER, JR.

STEVIE PRETIYMaN, DISTRICT #2 COUNTY ATFORNEY

GalL M. BarTovicH, DisTRICT #3

JoHN B. HALL, DisTRICT #4 OFHCE Cfi'.' "' K »trr\g!i&\RY

Jog HotLoway, DisTRICT #5
October 31, 2013

Earl F. Hance, Secretary of Agriculiure
50 Harry S, Truman Parkway
Annadpolis MD 21401

Dear Secretary Hance:

Wicomico County Executive, Richard M. Polfiit, Jr. and members of the Wicemico
County Council are writing o express again, our deep concern over the great harm
which we believe will be done to Maryland's agricultural industry and to Eastern Shore
farmers and poulity growers, if the proposed Phosphorus Management Tool is
implemented as it is still being proposed. We greatly appreciate the Depariment’s
allowing additiondl time for the poultry indusiry, poultry growers, farmers, local
govermnmental officials and the general public to'become better informed on the
proposal and to express their concerns. But there are myriad, critical, issues which, while
some appear to have been considered, they have not been thought through. There
are key components of economic, environmental, market and logistic issues which are
not in place and which must be in place before the PMT can be implemented without
disastrous results.

Agriculture is Maryland's largest industry. It is central to the economy of the Lower
Eastern Shore and Wicomico County is Maryland's largest producer of agricultural
products. The poultry industry and all the anciltary industries which support it are the
backbone of our economy.

It is still very disturbing that an assessment of the economic impact implementation of
the PMT will have in the affected Lower Shore counties has not been underiaken. If a
thorough economic assessment had been done, it would show that much more needs
to be done before the PMT is put in effect. An assumption has been made that the
enormous amounts of chicken manure and litter, which wiil not be piaced on farmland
in Lower Shore Counties will find ready markets in other paris of the state. These markets
are yet to be established. There is no evidence that agriculture on the Western Shore or
elsewhere on the Eastern Shore can absorb the excess production of pouliry litter for
use as fertilizer. Another serious consideration is fransportation costs. With continuing rise
of motor fuel, the economic advantage of using pouliry litter instead of manufactured
fertilizer may be lost due fo transportation costs. Even worse, because of high



fransportation costs, pouliry litter could become noncompetitive with commercially
produced fertilizers. To gain efficiencies by distance hauling in large trailers, new
equipment would be required, further diminishing. or wiping out the economical use of
pouiliry litter over long distances. A network of receiving farms would need to be
established to accept the continuous flow of pouliry litter from Delmarva pouitry farms.
Another suggested alternate use of poullry litter is incineration, for heat to generate
electricity, or some other purpose. There are no incinerators in the region which could
accept even a portion of the poulity litter generated. If a plan were launched to build
them, it would take years to implement.

The Marylond Department of Agriculture may be the perfect entity to undertake and
ensure that all these things get done and are put in place before the Phosphorus -
Management Tool is implemented. We are not saying that the problems cannot be
solved. We are saying they have not been solved, noris anyone giving serious attention
to them. Yet, when a flock of poultry is ready, it is removed from the pouliry house. The
nexi step is to prepare the house for the next flock, including cleaning out the
accumulated poultry litter, Storing litter on site is not a sclution. On site storage is a short
term, temporary measure fo account for rainy days, or other short duration interruptions
in the cycle. If there is no place to use the poultty litter, there will be no new flocks
raised, processing plants will be closed. An entire industry will die. Thousands of people
will be out of work. Growers will lose their livelihoods and thelr life savings. Farmers will
spend millions of dollars more for fertilizer and the cost of everything grown on Delmarva
will skyrocket, The economy of the Eastern Shore will be cast backward to the 1950's,

The County Executive and the County Council of Wicemico County implore you to
delay indefinitely the implementation of the Phosphorus Management Tool untit all
these critical issues have been truly resolved. Thank you for considering our concermns.

Sincerely,

Matt Hollow®ay, President

Sheree Sample-Hughes, District 1g Stevie Prettyman, Dis'm‘i/.£5
é ;il ,r? Bcﬂ% n B. Holl, District 4

/ Joe Holloway, RITCT5 7
A




Cc:

Senator Richard F. Colburn
Delegate Rudolph C, Cane
Delegate Adeldide Eckardt
Delegate Jeannie Haddaway-Riccio
Senator James N. Mathias, Jr.
Delegate Charles J. Otio
Delegate Norman H. Conway
Delegafe Michael McDermott
House Speaker Michael E. Busch
Senate President Thomas Miller, Jr.
Governor Martin J. O'Malley
Delegate Maggie L. Mcintosh
Worcester Counly Commissioners
Somerset County Commissioners

Michael McKay, Chair of Rural Counties Codlition

Delmarva Pouliry Indusiry
Wicomico Farm Bureau

John C. Astle

David R. Brinkley

James Brochin

Jennie M. Forehand .

Lisa A. Gladden

Nancy Jacobs

Norman R. Store, Jr.

Robert A. Zirkin
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Secretary Earl D. Hance .
Maryland Department of Agriculture rTIAT Ol': '[“ 5uCliETAm
50 Harry S Truman Parkway OI‘F sCa. bodie v

Annapolis, Maryland 21841
Dear Secretary Hance:

I am a chicken grower, who lives'in Queen Annes County, and I am extremely concerned
about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus
Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s
agricultural community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland
researchers have stated that their work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck
speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than being focused on how to support and
mmprove the agricultural community, the department seems more concerned with appeasing the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in
achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment
that seems:to’ be lost on Govemer O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agncultm'e a.nd the
EPA % e . R

Allewmg an extended and orderly phase-ln of the Implementanon date of the ‘
Phosphorous Management Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific
and regulatory community told farmers not to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil
because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not move. Recently, that thinking changed
and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The phosphorus
levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for decades, even
if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-
in will allow the agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we
saw firstband how difficult and time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a
Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the conservation districts, the University
of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site
Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide vahd results does not seem
fea31ble

Here are some.of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation' of this regulation.
First and foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a
regulation that could cause such financial hardslnps on farm famﬂ:es when no meanmgﬁﬂ
eeenomempact anaiys1s has been done‘? IR : . p o

ChlckenFazms cr - o



¢ Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own
crops, some chicken farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken
mantre they already own. That will have a negative economic impact on the chicken
ETOWETS,

o Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer
have customers, thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from
the farm without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and
transport the manure since the cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the
manure to make a profit and cover the costs of cleaning/transporting.

+ Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’
responsibility to transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken
growers.,

» If the value of manure is lost, then altemat:vc use companies might start chargmg afeeto
accept manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use
companies start operating, and nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon,
they might charge a disposal fee instead of buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

e Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy
coinunercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure that they have been using.

» Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or
rent commercial fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing

. business.

o Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough
applicators or equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer
applications. Increased demand in services will allow these applicaiors to raise their fees,

* thus higher costs for crop farmers.

o While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the m1cronutnents and organic
material in animal manure will help grow a larger crop, If yields are lessened due to the
loss of organic material and micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

¢ Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans
in ways that weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets
— requiring new expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially
reducing their potential yields.

¢ Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing
poultry litter’s organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining
capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of
many in the agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming
community, individuals like me, and the entire state of Maryland without noticeable
improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an
orderly phase-in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a



phase-in period. Without alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this
soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous harm will come to the state of Maryland without
improving the environment.

- Respectfully yours,

Stz sferteth

Steve R Hostetler
Sudlersville MD '

- Steven Hostetler
1805 Sudlersville Rd.
Sudlersville, MD 21668
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Secretary Earl D. Hance

Maryland Department of Agricuiture NOV 6 2013
50 Hm S Truman Parkway

Annapolls, Maryland 21401 ~ OFFICE GF THE SECRETARY
Dear Secretary Hance: ' '

I am extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their
work is not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.
Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as-you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow. the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
-time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers 0 obtain a Comprehensive Nuirient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible. ‘ )

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Fartns*

- & Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commeércial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers,

¢ Chicken growers who have been selhng their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

» Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.



November 7, 2013

Mr. Earl F. (Buddy) Hance
Maryland Secretary of Agriculture
Office of Secretary

Wayne A. Cawley, Jr. Building
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapolis, MD 21401-8960

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

By now, you have received many of these close-to form letters and this will be no different, 98-
plus% of farmers, chicken growers and croppers are all on the same page.

| am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management
plans utilize the new. and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This too] will

unfairly burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry iitter
as an organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The additional
costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden on Delmarva
grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option currently exists to
take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will fall on their shoulders.
While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the exportation of manure, the
reality is the trucking resources and cost recavery processes do not exist. Relocatien of poultry
litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the PMT are not feasible, period!
Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments

in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to s0il health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the

science behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find
suitable and cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most
soils.

Smcereiy, _

L1

James L. McNaughton, Ph.D.
AHPharma, Inc.

116 West Chestnut Street
Salisbury, Maryland 21801



Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before Novemnber 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.

DearSecrtjetarvHaniE (/e W 4 y_ gﬁéma %e ,@%MNZO{ K .,MLM
B / - Z P Rre -

RECEIVED

Name:

NOV 7 2073 Address: 4341? Al
- _Reduolbuwg, W 21632
OHCP O;- T-J E CRE mm Phone: _ 410 _‘K{ %725
Email:

ur Farms Our Future

.Ef




Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agricutture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emaited to: Earl.Hance @maryland.gov.
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Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th, Alternatwely, comments can be emalled to: Earl.Hance@maryland gov.
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. Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture, Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed to: Earl.Hénce@maryland.gov.
Dear Secretary Hance:
JAY
wF

27 Ay M PP i fettee
W Dathdlorw” F7n /W _all //m%w

A

_"%M.&MWHWW Limse 2o -

e lit i it

Sincerely,

¢
ECWMED Name: (Futeieca [ Wheedes |
- i Mc Xau-a‘-/ Ok
Address: _| 50 Chest g™ Vi Faam s

oV Cokuniets D 21417 7
/ 2013 Phone: }"FIO 75¢~ (fZé 2
o Email:
OuFiahAs Joue
S Wm‘m TG R tm%m%%”%ﬁ%w&%m%m@. R




Please use the space below to send comments regarding the PMT regulations to the Department of Agriculture. Comments should be
received before November 18th. Alternatively, comments can be emailed ta: Earl.Hance@maryland.gov.
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| " RECEIVED
| [IHTHIEVANS
| /IHHIIIBUILDERS NOV -7 2013
| /

HHHHINC. QFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

706 Naylor Mill Road 2329 Womble-Brooks Road
Salisbury, Maryland 21801 ' Wilson, North Caroling 27883 -
410-749-4800 / Fax 410-749-1703 262-243-4601 / Fax 252-243-4661
November 5, 2013

Earl Hance,

Secretary of Agriculture

Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mr. Earl Hance:

1 am a business owner, who lives in Wicomico County and I am extremely
concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related
to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the
state’s agricultural community, is based on incomplete research. The University of
Maryland researchers have stated that their work is not done, yet the state is moving
forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than being
focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department
seems more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the
farming sector in Maryland was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed
Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed, but you
yourself has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an accomplishment that seems to
be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA.

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the
Phosphorous Management Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the
scientific and regulatory community told farmers not to worry about applications of
phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not move.
Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their
phosphorus content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over
decades and will not be corrected for decades, even if this new regulation changes
manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a few more years to allow for an orderly
phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw



firsthand how difficult and time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain
a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the conservation districts, the
University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-side
Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible,

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this
regulation. First and foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about
proposing a regulation that could cause such financial hardships on farm families when
no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms

Denied the ability to use manure, 2 locally produced organic fertilizer, on thelr OWI CrOpSs, Some
chicken farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already
own, That will have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have
customers, thus a loss of income. .

Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since
the cleaning/transporting company may not be zble to sell the manure to make a profit and cover
the costs of cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility
to transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altemative use companies start operating,
and nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee
instead of buymg manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Farmers

Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial
fertilizer to replace chicken manure that they have been using,

Crop farmers who bave used manure and not cornmercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent
commercial fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators
or equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications.
Increased demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for
crop farmers.

While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in
animal manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic
material and micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish. ‘

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways
that weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.
Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry
litter’s organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes

of many in the agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming
community, individuals like me, and the entire state of Maryland without noticeable
improvements in water quality.



Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then
allow an orderly phase-in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of
1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without alternative uses of manure and cost effective
replacements for this soon-~to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous harm will come to the
state of Maryland without improving the environment. :

Respectfully,

AT N

Wayne K. Evans

President

Evans Builders, Inc.

706 Naylor Mill Road
Salisbury, Maryland 21801
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November 4, 2013 .
Secretary Earl D. Hance NOV -5 203
Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S Truman Parkway - rT TOALTTANY
Annapolis, Maryland 21841 OFFICE OF THE SECREIARY

Dear Secretary Hance:

[ am a small business owner who lives in Dorchester County. My mom and pop grocery store/deli
depends directly on the farmers of this area, many of whom are chicken farmers, [ am extremely concerned about
the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
community, is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their work is
not done, yet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons. Rather than
being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems more concerned
with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland was lagging in
achigving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts would be needed,
but as you have stated, we are at 130% of the goal, That's an accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor
O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the EPA. .

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management

Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not to
werry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not.move.
Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The
phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for decades, even if this
new regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015, Waiting a fow more years to allow for an orderly

_ phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural community to
adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and time consuming it was for
Maryland CAFOQ farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and to think the conservation
districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do enough side-by-side Phosphorus
Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and foremost,
how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such financial
hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms :

* Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will have
a negative economic impact on the chicken growers.

»  Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers, thus
a loss of income,

+  Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm without
charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

"e  Evenifthe MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

¢ Ifthe value of manure is lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept manure,
much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any altermative use companies start operating, and nothing of
any magnitude appears to be on the horlzon they might charge a disposal fee instead of buying manure or
acceptmg it for free.



Crop Farmers

*  Denied the ability to use manure on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial femhzer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.

*  Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

»  Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

¢ While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and

_micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

»  Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

*  Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities,

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the
agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and the
entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down, Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-in
much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 zllowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment.

Respectfully yours,
Donna Bradshaw, Qwner

Reids Grove Couniry Store
Rhodesdale, MD

Oonna OB radshatw

Reids Grove Country Store
| 5106 Rhodesdalé_ Vienna Road
Rhode.sdale, MD 21659



11813 Maryand.govMail - PMT proposed Regs!

PMT proposed Regs!

Max Schnoor <schnoor@fastol.com> ' Thu, Nov 7, 2013 at 10:10 AM
To: ear.hance@maryland.gov

Dear Secretary Hance: [ am a corn grower in Dorchester County and oppose the proposed PMT regulations
MDA has proposed. | need a source of manure to lower my cost of fertilizer in order to be profitable and pay
salaries to my employees. If | am left to buy commercial fertilizer the cost will be too expensive because each
element in poultry manure will have to be purchased separately making it too costly, The micronutrients and
organic matter help my poor soil type, keeping my yields to levels that allow me to stay in business during
tough times. Please slow this PMT proposal down to allow scientific research to be completed. Max
Schnoor. Cambridge Md. schnoor@fastol.com

Tt

https:/fmail.gocg le.commail/bi309/ K0 ui=28ike setdTidccSsew=ptésearch=inboxdth= 142340d045e50:38 ' N



118113 Maryland gov Mail - Poultry Litter

Poultry Litter

Rick Smith <rsmith@wcboe.org> ‘ Thu, Nov7, 2013 at 11:57 AM
To: "earl.hance@maryland.gow <garl. hance@maryland.gov>

[ am a poultry grower who lives in Pittsville Maryland in Wicomico County 1 am very concemed over the Maryland
Department of Agriculiure's proposed regulation to the Phosphorus Management Tool. My fear is what am |
going to do with the manure at the present time Ellis Farms takes my manure at no charge. Please just slow this
down and find other alternative uses of manure that or cost effective .

Confide ntiality Note: This message may contain confidential information intended only for the use of the person named above and
may contain communication protected by law ., ff you have received this message in error, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying or other use of this message is prohlblted and you are requested fo nofify the sender immediately

at his/her electronic mail.

hitps:/fmail.goog le.comvimail/b/309MW D7 =28ik= ea 147 Tdcc v ew=pt8searchminbox&th=142337fcb2a83503
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178113 Maryland.govMall - Phosphorous

Phosphorous

Janet Stiles Fulton <shenjers@gmail.com> Thu, Nov 7, 2013 at 1:56 PM
To: earl.hance@maryland.gov

Cc: john.donoghue@house.state.md.us, "Shank, Christopher Senator" <Christopher.Shank@senate.state. md.us>,
Delegate Hogan <patrick.hogah@house.state. md.us>, "Parrott, Neil Delegate™ <neil. parrott@house. state.md.us>,
"Serafini, Andrew Delegate” <andrew,serafini@house.state.md.us>, leroy.myers@house.state.md.us, "Baker, Temy
L." <tebaker@washco-md.net>, Valerie Connelly <valeriec.mdfb@verizon.net>, "Jeffery W. Semler"
<jsemler@umd.edu>

November 7, 2013

Secretaw Earl D Hance
Maryland Department of Agriculture

Dear Secretary Hance:

My name is Janet Stiles Fulton and | am a dairy farmer in Boonshoro, Washington County, Maryland. |, along
with my family, deeply oppose the Phosphorous Management Tool that has been proposed. The new regulations
do not take into consideration the amount of work that the animal sector in this state has already. devoted to
phosphorous reduction. We feel that the scientific research on phosphorous has not been completed to allow
such changes to be implemented. '

The next version of the Bay Model will not be released until 2017. The old version has not credited Maryland with
all that the new Nutrient Management efforts such as cover crops, and better ag techniques have gained. After
that, it will become more clear what effects agriculture has had on the phosphorous lewels.

Putting the new PMT into effect before that will have devistating results on animal agricuiture in this state.
Poultry houses will not be able to ¢lean out and bring in new birds. Dairy and other fivestock manure handling
will be greatly impacted.

Our neighboring states have not even begun to implement the regulations that have been put on Maryland animal
preducers. Certainly a delay for Maryiand will only give other states time to catch up...not put Maryland behind
at all. The goal for the TMDL/WIP shows that Maryland agriculture is at 130% of the goal. We feel we have
adopted best management practices and made every effort to do our part to improve the Bay...something we all
want,

Maryland Farm Bureau has compiled a lot of facts and information in regards to this issue. Understanding that
when it is presented, it only appears as one, but | urge you to remember that they represent more than 37,000
members. As farmers, we try to stay current on new research, techniques, marketing issues and of course our
own operations and the weather. We rely on Maryland Farm Bureau to compile and send information as
needed. So please, do not take their response as only one...but more then 37,000 !

Currently there are no altematives that are financially feasible for manure handling. Time is needed.

The research is also incomplete on the newly proposed PMT.

We the animal producing sector in this state prowde econOmlc lmpacts to the State and feel that these new regs
could mean the end of our viability. ‘

https://mail.groog le.com/mailb/308/0) =28l ee14Tdcc Rview=ptSoal=FMT Letters&search=catdth= 14233ebi00ae5582 12
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| fear that if things are not improved, there will not be any commercual anlmal agriculture in the state of Maryland!

- We respectfully urge all to step back, wait for the scientific data to be obtained and make reasonable
requirements that are made in tlmely ways. The future of a very lmponant part of the economy of the State of
Maryland is at risk! 4

Janet Stiles Fulton

Shenandoah Jerseys

Janet Stiles Fulton 301-465-3606
Jessica Stiles Hess 301-465-9064
Jr Hess 301-992-0280 ‘
18848 Printz Rd.

Boonsboro, MD 21713
ShenJers@Gmail.com

hitps:/fmail.google.comVmail/b/308/W0I7ul=28k=ee 147dcodvew=pt&cat=PMT Letiers&search=caidih=14233cb00as5882
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Janet Stiles Fulton <shenjers@gmail.com> Thu, Nov7, 2013 at 2:39 PM
To: Earl Hance <HanceEF@mda,state.md.us>

Cc: "Shank, Christopher Senator” <Christopher.Shank@senate. state md.us>, john.donoghue@house.state.md.us,
Delegate Hogan <patrick.hogan@house.state.md.us>, "Parrott, Neil Delegate" <neil. pamott@house.state.md.us>,
"Serafini, Andrew Delegate" <andrew.serafini@house.state.md.us>, leroy. myers @house.state.md.us, "Baker, Teny
L." <tebaker@washco-md.net>, Valerie Connelly <valeriec.mdb@verizon.net>, *Jeffery W. Semler”
<jsemler@umd.eduv>

Dear Secretary Hance,

We are JR and Jessica Stiles Hess of Shenandoah Jerseys in Boonsboro, Maryland. We are the son in law and
daughter of Janet Stiles Fulton that previously sent comments about the proposed Phosphorous Management
Tool. Mom and Dad dewoted their lives to dairy farming and worked hard to leave my Dad's family farm in Virginia
and go on their own by purchasing a farm in Maryland. £ was their dream to have a progressive and viable farm
for our family fo continue on. We are the curent Farm and Dairy Managers and are working toward someday

" owning Shenandoah. However, we greatly fear that if the proposed regulations, along with other henderances to
animal agriculture in Maryland continue...this dream will not come true.

- Since moving to Maryland in 1996, our family has built a new dairy facility with more than the recommended
manure storage for the herd. We have built a new dry cow facility, calf raising bam, almost tripled the acreage
that we crop on the halves, built grain storage and dry manure storage. We obvicusly want to continue dairying
at our farm!

We are nct going to reiterate the facts and infon‘hation that Mom sent but encdurage the delay of implementing
- new regulations until the research has been completed and also until the new Bay Model gives credit to
.agriculiure for the progress we have already accomplished.

We also urge'that full attention be given to the information that Maryland Farm Bureau has sent and echo that as
‘members, Farm Bureau is the woice of many!!

As long as the research is not complete and the new regulations would cause so much devistation to the
agricuftural industry in the state of Maryland and therefore to the economics of the entire state, we can not
understand why Maryland is even suggesting these changes.

Please consider the agricultural producers of this state and eliminate these proposed new regulations.

Jr Hess
Jessica Stiles Hess

. Shenandozah Jerseys
Janet Stiles Fulton 301-465-3606
Jessica Stiles Hess 301-465-8064
Jr Hess 301-982-0280
18848 Printz Rd.
Boonsboro, MD 21713
‘ShenJers@Gmail.com
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November 5, 2013

Secretary Earl D. Hance

Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S Truman Parkway

- Annapolis, Maryland 21841

Dear Secretary Hance:

My name is Judy Gifford and I am a dairy farmer in Kent County, Maryland. When I
bcgan farming in 1996, there were over 30 other dairy farms in the county. Two thirds of those
farmers have gone out of business in 17 years. Dairy farming, while rewarding and vital to the
local economy, is a tough business. I beligve the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s
proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool will make it even more
difficult. Those of us who operate small farms will be especially hard hit.

As a farmer in the Chesapeake Bay watershed, I make every effort to farm sustainably
and prudently. Our practices are based on sound science and common sense. The proposed
regulation is based on incomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated
that their work is not done, yet the state is moving forward, The regulations state that there is no
data on the number of acres impacted. How can that be? Is there a problem being solved? If so
what is it and what are the impacts on farmers like me? Will I be able to stay in business or will I
be forced to sell my cows? Does anyone know? Does anyone care?

How can you state that there will be a positive impact on the public and a cleaner Bay
‘when you have no idea how many acres will be impacted or how they will be impacted? How
can you say there will be a positive on the public if I can no longer host all of the county’s third
graders and teach them about dairy farming? How can you say there will be positive impact on
the public if I no longer contribute tens of thousands of dollars to the community businesses who
support my operation if | must exit the dairying?

For decades farmers were told not to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil
because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not move. Recently, that thinking changed
and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus content. The phosphorus
levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and it will take time to make
improvements where necessary. Collecting relevant impact data and then allowing for an orderly
phase-in will allow for a greater chance of success for farmers and improvement to the
environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the agricultural community to adjust and make
required changes and allow for exceptions for special situations if necessary.



I truly believe there will be many negative effects and unintended consequences to the
farming community, especially small farmers like me, without noticeable improvements in water
quality. It is critical that nutrient management changes be based. on sound science and
implemented with thought and care in order for all parties to benefit. I urge you to collect the
data needed to assess the potential negative impact on farmers and work with the agriculture
community to actually solve the problem not merely impose new burdens.

Respectfully yours,

Judy Gifford
St. Brigid’s Farm
Kennedyville, MD
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Jon quinn <jonquinn@baybroadband.net> ' - ' Thu, Nov 7, 2013 at 4:38 PM
To: ear.hance@maryland.gov

Dear Secretary Hance., :

I'm a Cecil County grain farmer who uses manure from my local chicken layer farm. Using manure is a very
“impotent part of my farming operation helping me save money on fertilizer and with grain prices falling it is even

more impotent that farmers have the ability to use manure.| feel that pushing the PMT through to fast without

more research and time to implement it is going to cause great harm to the whole agriculture industry.Once this

regulation is in effect,as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishés of many in the agricultural

community, there will be many negative effects to the farming communlty,lndl\nduals like me and the entire state

of Maryland without noticeable lmprovements in water quality.

Please slow down and allow scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-in,
Respectiully yours

Jonathan Quinn
‘Warwick Md

https:/mail.google.com/mai 3090/ ui=2&iks ee 147 Tdccviewspt8s earche inboxgth= 1423480802adac08
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Kenny & Janice Arney
20613 Windy Lane
Bridgeville, DE 19933 November 5, 2013

Barl Hance | RECEIVED

Secretary of Agricuiture
Maryland Department of Agriculture
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway NOV — 8 2013

Annapolis, Maryland 21401
| OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Dear Mr. Hance:

Iama (é crop. fanﬁer, a chicken @- wer, business owner, who lives in Sussex County) and [ am
extremely concerned about the Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the

Phosphorus Management Tool

My first fear is that the proposed regulation, which will have huge impacts on the state’s agricultural
commuhity, is based on moomplete research. The University of Maryland researchers have stated that their

- work is not done, vet the state is moving forward at breakneck speed for what appears to be political reasons.

- Rather than being focused on how to support and improve the agricultural community, the department seems
more concerned with appeasing the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If the farming sector in Maryland
was lagging in achieving Chesapeake Bay Watershed Implementation Plan goals, then perhaps enhanced efforts
would be needed, but as Secretary of Agriculture Hance has stated, we are at 130% of the goal. That’s an
accomplishment that seems to be lost on Governor O’Malley, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA.

‘ Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory commamity told farmers not
to worry about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this new regulation changes manure application proceduzes in 2015. Waiting a few more years

~ to allow for an orderly phase-in will not cause any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the

agricultural community to adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or private consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-immediate implementation of this regulation. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on farm families when no meaningful economic impact analysis has been done?

Chicken Farms
* Denied the ability to use manure, a locally produced organic fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
' farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to replace chicken manure they already own. That will
have a negative economic impact on the chicken growers. Chicken manure can make a farm grow
better crops than commercial fertilizer.



Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ respons1bzl1ty to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is lost, then alterpative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying manure or accepting it for free.

Crop Fasmers

Denied the ablhty to use maiwre on their crops, crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken manure that they have been using.
Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial

. fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

. While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
‘manure will help grow a larger crop. If yields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and

micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish,

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets ~ requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

agncultmal commumity, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland without noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, fremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment. Delaware usually follows
Maryland and this worries us.

Respectfully yours,
/7' mlf

{j Kenny & Janic€ Arney

Bridgeville, DE



Kenny & Janice Arney

20613 Windy Lane )
Bridgeville, DE 19933 . November 5, 2613 9
f(‘
‘ . 7 TN
Jo A. Mercer, EQ.D. . _ - q;,fﬁ:,‘&‘q ”
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Dear Dr. Mercer:

I ama(a _c_r(_)g . a chxclcgn grower, business owner, who lives in Sussex County) and I am
OnCeTies ]im,_‘,';"‘lﬁndl)cpamnznt of Agriculture’s proposed regulafion related to the

zif‘"acusedonhowto supportandnnpmvetheagripulunalmmumty,thedepamnentseems

S ‘in agh;emg Chesapeake Bay ‘Watershed Impiementation Plan goals, then perhaps enbanced efforts
- would beeneeded, but as Secretary of Agricuiture Hance has stamd,weareat 130% of the goal. That’s an

g accomphshmmtthat seems 1o be lost on Governor 0"Malles, the Maryland Department of Agriculture, and the
EPA' . = . .

Allowing an extended and orderly phase-im of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management
Tool will cause no environmental harm. For decades, the scientific and regulatory community told farmers not
to worty about applications of phosphorus to the soil because unless the soil moved, the phosphorus would not
move. Recently, that thinking changed and farmers began applying manures based upon their phosphorus
content. . The phosphorus levels in soils and waters were achieved over decades and will not be corrected for
decades, even if this nrew regulation changes manure application procedures in 2015. Waiting a fow more years
to allow for an orderly phase-in will not canse any harm to our environment. An orderly phase-in will allow the
agricultural community fo adjust and make required changes. Additionally, we saw firsthand how difficult and
time consuming it was for Maryland CAFO farmers to obtain a Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plan and
to think the conservation districts, the University of Maryland Extension, and/or pnvate consultants can do
enough side-by-side Phosphorus Site Index/Phosphorus Management Tool comparisons in 2014 to provide
valid results does not seem feasible.

Here are some of my concerns about the near-inmediate implementaﬁon of this regulatior. First and
foremost, how can the Department of Agriculture even think about proposing a regulation that could cause such
financial hardships on fann faxmhes when no meamngﬁ:l econormic mzpact analysm has been done?

Clncken Fazms
. Denijed the ability to use manure, a locally produced orgamc fertilizer, on their own crops, some chicken
+ farmers will have to buy.commetéial fertilizer to.replace chicken manure they already own.- That will
~: - have a negative econoric impact on the chxckengmwers Clucken manmecanmakeafarmgrow
- better crops than commercial fertilizer.” - ‘



Chicken growers who have been selling their manure to other farmers may no longer have customers,
thus a loss of income.

Chicken growers who have had their chicken houses cleaned with manure removed from the farm
without charge may now have to pay somebody to clean the houses and transport the manure since the
cleaning/transporting company may not be able to sell the manure to make a profit and cover the costs of
cleaning/transporting.

Even if the MDA establishes the state storage sites, it will be the chicken growers’ responsibility to
transport the manure to the site, possibly creating a cost for the chicken growers.

If the value of manure is. lost, then alternative use companies might start charging a fee to accept
manure, much like a landfill charges for disposal. If any alternative use companies start operating, and
nothing of any magnitude appears to be on the horizon, they might charge a disposal fee instead of
buying magure or accepﬁng it for free.

Crop Farmpers

Denied the abﬂ:cty t0 use manure on their CTOpS, Crop farmers will have to buy commercial fertilizer to
replace chicken irianure that they have been using.

Crop farmers who have used manure and not commercial fertilizers may have to buy or rent commercial
fertilizer application equipment, thus raising their costs of doing business.

Crop farmers wanting to hire a fertilizer applicator might find that there are not enough applicators or
equipment in the short fertilizer application period to allow timely fertilizer applications. Increased
demand in services will allow these applicators to raise their fees, thus higher costs for crop farmers.

. While commercial fertilizer will help a crop grow, the micronutrients and organic material in animal
© manure will help grow a larger crop. Ifyields are lessened due to the loss of organic material and

micronutrients, then farmer income will diminish.

Crop farmers and chicken farmers alike will most likely have to alter their business plans in ways that
weaken their ability to withstand adverse growing conditions and/or markets — requiring new
expenditures/capital purchases while at the same time artificially reducing their potential yields.

Crop farmers could see increased effects of drought on their crops as a result of losing poultry litter’s
organic material that helps build up the soil’s moisture retaining capabilities.

Once this regulation is in effect, as it appears it will be and contrary to the wishes of many in the

agricultural community, there will be many negative effects to the farming community, individuals like me, and
the entire state of Maryland withoui noticeable improvements in water quality.

Please, slow this down. Allow the scientific research to be completed and then allow an orderly phase-

in much as the game-changing Water Quality Improvement Act of 1998 allowed a phase-in period. Without
alternative uses of manure and cost effective replacements for this soon-to-be lost organic fertilizer, tremendous
harm will come to the state of Maryland without improving the environment. Delaware usually follows
Maryland and this worries us.

Respectfully yours,
As

Kenny & Janice Arney
Bridgeville, DE
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NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry 8. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Dr. Mercer:

fam a chicken grower and an agricultural business owner who lives in Delaware and | am extremely concerned about the
Maryland Department of Agriculture’s proposed regulation related to the Phosphorus Management Tool.

The state of Maryland has admitted it has thus far achieved 130% of its goal in regards to agricultural nutrient reduction.
Allowing an extended and orderly phase-in of the implementation date of the Phosphorous Management Too! will cause no
environmental harm. Imposing this legislation that drastically impact the way all Maryland and Delmarva farms operate and impose
financial burdens likely to force many family farms out business unnecessarily.

The initiative the Maryland Department of Agriculture has only recently submitted requesting information pertaining to
innovative technelogies with the proven ability to reduce the nutrient loads currently being land applied seems to be much better
approach to handling the issue, This request should have come long before any plans to enact legislation that negativity impacting
Maryland citizens, many of these technologies have the potential to remove nutrients, compensate farmers, and create jobs
simuitaneously.

Please, slow this Jegislation down and allow the technologies you have only recently begun to explore a chance to turn this
into a win-win for the farmers, the state, the industry, job seeking citizens, the department of ravenue, the environment, and the
Chesapeake Bay.

Respectfully yours,

/Jauﬂ 1 &o&yﬂ o 2 Fox Chase LLC
SE % 26073 Hidden Acres Ln

Millsboro, DE 19966

Tarry Saker
26073 Hidden Acres Ln Millsbore, DE 19556
410.726.2355 el




