
Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Anna Youngblood <mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 5:32 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Eriks Troms, MerriKay Oleen-Burkey... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and 
rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state <http://www.chanqe.org/petitions/michiqan-
department-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-
the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaiqn=two 

hundred fiftv> " on Change.org. 

There are now 125 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie 
burkey by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-riqhts-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 
<http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-riqhts-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv> 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state 

Sincerely, 

124. Eriks Troms Saranac, Michigan 
120. MerriKay Oleen-Burkey Kalamazoo, Michigan 119. Lea TenBrink APO, Armed Forces Europe, Canada, 
Africa, or Middle East 118. Johanna Gross Kalamazoo, Michigan 117. Jamie Lesman Portage, Michigan 

<http://api.mixpanel.com/track?data=evJldmVudCI6lm9wZW5fZW1havVwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzlip7lmVtYWIs 
X25hbWUiOiJ0d29faHVuZHJIZF9maWZ0eSlslmlklioidXNIcl83NDMwOTI2liwiY2l0eSI6lmthbGFtYXpvbvlslnN0 • 
YXRIIioiTUkiLCJ6aXBib2RllioiNDkwMDEiLCJib3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUvlslmluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcvl 
6ZmFsc2UslnNpZ251cF9kYXRIIioiMiAxMS0wOS0vMSIslmxvZ2luX2NvdW50lio0MiwidG90YWxfYWN0aW9uc 
vl6ODYslmNvbm5IY3RIZF90b19mYWNIYm9vaz8iOnRvdWUslmdlbmRlcil6lkZlbWFsZSIslmFnZV9vYW5nZSI 
6liQ1LTU0liwic2lnbnVwX2NvbnRleHQiOiJhY3Rpb25QYXJ0aWNpcGFudClslmRpc3RpbmN0X2lklioiZDQzYT 
E2MiAtY2U4OC0wMTJmLTBiYTMtNDA0MGIwOTEvOGRiliwidG9rZW4iOilzMGFhMiZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNTh 
kZmJkYzE2YiQ5MzMxMilslnRpbWUiOiEzOTAzNDM1MDR9fQ==&ip=1&img=1> 
<http://email.changemail.orq/wf/open?upn=m-
2Fix5CYJc2TQM91gcfpEil20xTedgmhe06dAUi7h2w8sUsuo6As7ai6KuBptJ6FdCOLUSXrHiARvsB08nPGTPH 
2uw2sq30zvBm6M6EC4CZmcqbdXQa6KzmvVf2d3Di5Etl4l7Lccs-2F18KmQvCUSewkKqUPN-
2FkUk6B42GOz9P3YellPqMLc2Vib9IHMRwgR9ifiDyqiQc1luvxeYod-2BZTvLnrnsGwr-
2F64r4w6gzclMvlYHXfuCC l9nQ-2FuERV1FRh7ppFCpq39Kln5Y02LSzAQvn2QRo2UlmTLJB1doRkQL9s-
3D> 

l 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Georgia Leventis-Molina <mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 6:24 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Cheryl Widerstedt, Kim Sanwald... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and 
rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state <http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-
department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-
the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv>" on Change.org. 

There are now 130 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie 
burkey by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 
<http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv> 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state 

Sincerely, 

128. Cheryl Widerstedt Central Lake, Michigan 127. Kim Sanwald Cloverdale, Michigan 124. Eriks Troms 
Saranac, Michigan 120. MerriKay Oleen-Burkey Kalamazoo, Michigan 119. Lea TenBrink APO, Armed Forces 
Europe, Canada, Africa, or Middle East 

<http://api.mixpanel.com/track?data=evJldmVudCI6lm9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzlip7lmVtYWIs 
X25hbWUiOiJ0d29faHVuZHJIZF9maWZ0eSlslmlklioidXNIcl83NDMwOTI2liwiY2l0eSI6lmthbGFtYXpvbvlslnN0 
YXRIIioiTUkiLCJ6aXBib2RllioiNDkwMDEiLCJib3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUvlslmluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcvl 
6ZmFsc2UslnNpZ251cF9kYXRIIioiMiAxMS0wOS0vMSIslmxvZ2luX2NvdW50lio0MiwidG90YWxfYWN0aW9uc 
vl6ODYslmNvbm5IY3RIZF90b19mYWNIYm9vaz8iOnRvdWUslmdlbmRlcil6lkZlbWFsZSIslmFnZV9vYW5nZSI 
6liQ1LTU0liwic2lnbnVwX2NvbnRleHQiOiJhY3Rpb25QYXJ0aWNpcGFudClslmRpc3RpbmN0X2lklioiZDQzYT 
E2MiAtY2U4OC0wMTJmLTBiYTMtNDA0MGIwOTEvOGRiliwidG9rZW4iOilzMGFhMiZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNTh 
kZmJkYzE2YiQ5MzMxMilslnRpbWUiOiEzOTAzNDY2NiN9fQ==&ip=1&imo=1> 
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=m-
2Fix5CYJc2TQM91acfpEil20xTedgmhe06dAUi7h2w8sUsuo6As7ai6KuBptJ6FdCOLUSXrHiARvsB08nPGTPF 
O-2Bg2YDXKIBPOu7VaYOmkWoQOPM87rtC072w4S9QXkqbNEg0uCe-
2BTvVtXmvBMMteZrnHYF2RbSgpJUbCRVc-2B2np-2BTd5ivKmBThP7CGB-
2BfaUF0OgElpVZFwsarixg7wkAbh35ZdLnQDt72YkLzcpOKCU1VU 
kJ6bugdZt8Z3gEvKcNwYbkzzlzoWMX30v5AezXQvKXB67N2ZOHpDulGdu28-3D> 
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Wilcox. Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Shanna Voss < mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 8:57 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Shanna Voss, Larry Bartz... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and 
rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state <http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-
department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-
the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv>" on Change.org. 

There are now 145 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie 
burkey by clicking here: 
http://www.change.orq/petitions/michiqan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 
<http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm mediutn=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv> 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state 

Sincerely, 

145. Shanna Voss West Bloomfield Township, Michigan 144. Larry Bartz zeeland, Michigan 143. Scott 
Campbell Portage, Michigan 142. Frances Martin Ann Arbor, Michigan 141. Leilani Ruesink Three Rivers, 
Michigan 

<http://api.mixpanel.com/track?data=evJldmVudCI6lm9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzlip7lmVtYWls 
X25hbWUiOiJ0d29faHVuZHJIZF9maWZ0eSlslmlklioidXNIcl83NDMwOTI2liwiY2l0eSI6lmthbGFtYXpvbvlslnN0 
YXRHioiTUkiLCJ6aXBib2RllioiNDkwMDEiLCJib3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUvlslmluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcvl 
6ZmFsc2UslnNpZ251cF9kYXRIIioiMiAxMS0wOS0vMSIslmxvZ2luX2NvdW50lio0MvwidG90YWxfYWN0aW9u 
cvl6ODYslmNvbm5IY3RIZF90b19mYWNIYm9vaz8iOnRvdWUslmdlbmRlcil6lkZlbWFsZSIslmFnZV9vYW5nZS 
l6liQ1LTU0liwic2lnbnVwX2NvbnRleHQiOiJhY3Rpb25QYXJ0aWNpcGFudClslmRpc3RpbmN0X2lklioiZDQzYT 
E2MiAtY2U4OC0wMTJmLTBiYTMtNDA0MGIwOTEvOGRiliwidG9rZW4iOilzMGFhMiZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNTh 
kZmJkYzE2YiQ5MzMxMilslnRpbWUiOiEzOTAzNTU4MDh9fQ==&ip=1&img=1> 
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=m-
2Fix5CYJc2TQM91gcfpEil20xTedgmhe06dAUi7h2w8sUsuo6As7ai6KuBptJ6FdCOLUSXrHiARvsB08nPGTPE 
af5bb2PKCaA4leMNp42bG-
2FZAhE0DqUNYNaxDXIQKuSlapVeJTg40r9vv7dnfiW5lfetUD0NaubR8IWrpUhKfiqsFvERus1BnGnou-
2FCX4nT95H-2BDwsldGc6BG7O4kCDXUovOhv33xEEv4MwvMJh80vdc5x9xbnt 
ENrCwTrtlmpBZ0O9Vvo7LI0LPRxKHWc9Bicr6qGdm3OMVd9tlQGksll-3D> 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Janet Smith-Hickman <mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 9:16 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: emily whitehead, Kim Taylor... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and 
rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state <http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-
department-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-
the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=tarqet&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fiftv> " on Change.org. 

There are now 165 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie 
burkey by clicking here: 
http://www.chanqe.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 
<http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farminq-
operations-throughout-the-
state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm source=target&utm medium=email&utm campaign=two 

hundred fifty> 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the state 

Sincerely, 

163. emily whitehead dearborn, Michigan 162. Kim Taylor Racine, Wisconsin 161. Jim Flatt Kalamazoo, 
Michigan 160. Traci Selvidge Kalamazoo, Michigan 159. Earl Patterson Lansing, Michigan 

<http://api.mixpanel.com/track?data=evJldmVudCI6lm9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzlip7lmVtYWIs 
X25hbWUiOiJ0d29faHVuZHJIZF9maWZ0eSlslmlklioidXNIcl83NDMwOTI2liwiY2l0eSI6lmthbGFtYXpvbvlslnN0 
YXRIIioiTUkiLCJ6aXBib2RllioiNDkwMDEiLCJib3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUvlslmluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcvl 
6ZmFsc2UslnNpZ251cF9kYXRIIioiMiAxMS0wOS0vMSIslmxvZ2luX2NvdW50lio0NCwidG90YWxfYWN0aW9u 
cvl6ODgslmNvbm5IY3RIZF90b19mYWNIYm9vaz8iOnRvdWUslmdlbmRlcil6lkZlbWFsZSIslmFnZV9vYW5nZSI 
6liQ1LTU0liwic2lnbnVwX2NvbnRleHQiOiJhY3Rpb25QYXJ0aWNpcGFudClslmRpc3RpbmN0X2lklioiZDQzYT 
E2MiAtY2U4OC0wMTJmLTBiYTMtNDA0MGIwOTEvOGRiliwidG9rZW4iOilzMGFhMiZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNTh 
kZmJkYzE2YiQ5MzMxMilslnRpbWUiOiEzOTA0MDAxNDd9fQ==&ip=1&img=1> 
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=m-
2Fix5CYJc2TQM91gcfpEil20xTedgmhe06dAUi7h2w8sUsuo6As7ai6KuBptJ6FdCOLUSXrHiARvsB08nPGTPB 
1 enihzlrS5G2905QRgggt1 ngTLQEZuEguPcilqzw8T-
2FckrpWR48CNGncBphXJHngFherFM0TeRM3KRgwWZMqj-2FAfBBgJM6dxRO29F-
2BtZwE3F0vDYpXnLozn-2BqEzRbFrSMpJr7glgsx1vUI7YNfdl_cRb2pCD-
2FGfksX04mpb8NELYt4l70OYfAvsSotZX8AMRLr9rNg8eN-2F2Z7LKzB4JZw8-3D> 

l 

mailto:mail@changemail.org
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigandepartment-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extendthe-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-thestate/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm%20source=tarqet&utm%20medium=email&utm%20campaign=twohundred%20fiftv
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigandepartment-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extendthe-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-thestate/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm%20source=tarqet&utm%20medium=email&utm%20campaign=twohundred%20fiftv
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigandepartment-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extendthe-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-thestate/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm%20source=tarqet&utm%20medium=email&utm%20campaign=twohundred%20fiftv
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigandepartment-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extendthe-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-thestate/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm%20source=tarqet&utm%20medium=email&utm%20campaign=twohundred%20fiftv
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigandepartment-of-aqriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-stewardship-division-protect-and-extendthe-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-operations-throughout-thestate/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a&utm%20source=tarqet&utm%20medium=email&utm%20campaign=twohundred%20fiftv
http://Change.org
http://www.chanqe.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farmingoperations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a
http://www.chanqe.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farmingoperations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a
http://www.chanqe.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farmingoperations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farminqoperations-throughout-the
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farminqoperations-throughout-the
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmentalstewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farminqoperations-throughout-the
http://api.mixpanel.com/track?data=evJldmVudCI6lm9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzlip7lmVtYWIs
http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=m


Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: angela elhammer <mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:39 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Sandy Nordmark, Thomas Beller... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural 
small-scale farming operations throughout the state" on Change.org. 

There are now 170 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie burkey 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the 
state 

Sincerely, 

169. Sandy Nordmark Ceresco, Michigan 
168. Thomas Beller Onondaga, Michigan 
167. Christine Bishop Berkley, Michigan 
166. Madonna Lee Grand Rapids, Michigan 
165. Janet Smith-Hickman Central lake, Michigan 

mailto:mail@changemail.org
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M P A ) 

From: Alexis Hill <mail@changemail.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 11:31 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Alexis Hill, Erik Pye... 

5 new people recently signed julie burkey's petition "Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural 
Development's Environmental Stewardship Division: protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural 
small-scale farming operations throughout the state" on Change.org. 

There are now 175 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to julie burkey 
by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/michigan-department-of-agriculture-and-rural-development-s-environmental-
stewardship-division-protect-and-extend-the-rights-of-urban-suburban-and-rural-small-scale-farming-
operations-throughout-the-state/responses/new?response=ceee530c602a 

Dear Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development's Environmental Stewardship Division, 

protect and extend the rights of urban, suburban, and rural small-scale farming operations throughout the 
state 

Sincerely, 

175. Alexis Hill Central Lake, Michigan 
173. Erik Pye kalamazoo, Michigan 
172. Amy Drake Central Lake, Michigan 
170. angela elhammer kalamazoo, Michigan 
169. Sandy Nordmark Ceresco, Michigan 

Wi 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Wendy Banka <wendy@michigansmallfarmcouncil.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 7:55 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Proposed 2014 GAAMPs 

To the Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development, the Michigan Commission of Agriculture and Rural 
Development, and the 2014 GAAMPs Committees: 

I am writing in regard to the proposed changes to the 2014 Pesticide and 2014 Site Selection GAAMPs. 

First, I object to striking the language on page 8 of the Pesticide GAAMPs that requires farmers to follow label instructions 
on pesticides to protect state groundwaters. The language to be eliminated from the Pesticide GAAMPs reads as follows: 

Applicators need to be aware of, and adhere to, any pesticide use directions or references on pesticide labels concerning 
state management plans. These plans are specifically developed for the protection of groundwater. 

Without this language, farmers will we able to earn Right to Farm protection even if they ignore label directions intended 
to protect groundwater. The misuse of pesticides cannot be good for Michigan's agricultural sector or for the 
environment, and I urge you to reject this proposed change. 

Second, I object to the two changes in the Site Selection GAAMPs that together ensure, for the first time, that farmers in 
residential areas will be unable to meet the requirements of the Site Selection GAAMPs. The first change defines a new 
entity on page 3, a "Livestock Facility", which includes as few as one animal, and so for the first time brings operations 
with fewer than 50 animal units under the control of the Site Selection GAAMPs: 

Livestock Facility - Any facility where farm animals as defined in the Right to Farm Act are confined regardless of the 
number of animals. Sites such as loafing areas, confinement areas, or feedlots which have any number of livestock that 
preclude a predominance of desirable forage species are considered a part of a livestock facility. 

And then instead of providing management guidelines for Livestock Facilities, a second change on page 12 immediately 
excludes them as unacceptable in residentially zoned areas: 

Category 4 Sites are sites that are exclusively zoned for residential use and are not acceptable locations for livestock 
facilities regardless of number. Confining livestock in these locations does not conform to the Siting GAAMP. 

There are a number of issues related to the proposed changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs: 

1. GAAMPs have historically been used to establish guidelines which, if met, earn the farmer protection under the right to 
farm act. The preface added in 2012, and changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs over the past two years introduce a new 
kind of requirement which can't be met by any farmer in a residential area. Thus the purpose of this language is not to 
promote good agricultural management guidelines, but rather to exclude whole classes of farmers from Right to Farm 
protection. I urge the Ag Commission to turn back from making this kind of a fundamental change to the purpose of the 
GAAMPs. 

2. If the proposed changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs are approved, it will create a conflict between the Right to Farm 
law and the GAAMPs. The law will prohibit the use of local regulations to supercede RTF, and the Site Selection GAAMPs 
will require that local zoning supercede RTF, if that zoning is "residential". I expect that most lawyers will be able to 
explain that conflict to a judge, and that Michigan residents will continue to win Right to Farm cases in Michigan because 
the law will still protect us, even if this change to the GAAMPs is approved. Still, I urge the Ag Commission to not 
introduce this conflict between the language of the law and the language of the GAAMPs. 

3. One reason given for MDARD pursuing this policy change is that the department is receiving more inquiries from 
Michigan residents interested in urban and residential agriculture than they can easily handle. This would suggest that it 
is the express intent of our Department of Agriculture to suppress agricultural efforts in residential areas, where about 80 
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percent of Michigan residents live. I strongly urge the Ag Commission to not use its authority to thwart agricultural 
interests among Michigan citizens, but instead to use its authority to promote those interests. 

4. A second reason given for MDARD pursuing this policy change is that RTF protection for small farmers could lead RTF 
back to the legislature for amendment, and amendments to RTF could hurt other agricultural interests in the state. My 
own view is that the essential unfairness of the proposed changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs have the same power to 
bring RTF back to the legislature for clarity on who is protected by Right to Farm. I urge the Ag Commission to not pick 
winners and losers in an effort stabilize our existing RTF law, both because it is wrong and because it appears unlikely to 
work. 

5. Finally, I would note that there is a real and growing frustration among consumers around our food choices. One way 
that those concerns can be alleviated without fundamental change is to create greater options for purchasing locally 
grown foods, and greater options for individuals to grow their own food. Instead, the proposed changes to the Site 
Selection GAAMPs will have an enormous dampening effect on both of these options, and in my view will lead to greatly 
increased frustration on the part of Michigan residents. I urge the Ag Commission to promote the kind of small 
sustainable agriculture that is required to support farmer's markets and the locally grown food movement, by not 
approving the proposed changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs. 

Sincerely, 

Wendy Lockwood Banka 

Wendy Lockwood Banka, PhD, MPP 
President, Michigan Small Farm Council 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: Amanda Kik <amanda.l.kik@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:08 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Do NOT drop the animal units down to 0 in the definition of a Livestock Production 

Facility. 

Dear MDARD, 

If we want true food security — defined as the ability of a country, region, state or community to be as self-sufficient in 
food production as possible — then we need a legal system that supports local, small-scale food production. 

Farms that fit this bill turn out healthful food, guard against shortages, stabilize local economies and instill community 
camaraderie. 

Michigan is ahead of the curve when it comes to setting up legal protections for small-scale farmers, and the state's Right 
to Farm laws are making a real difference. 

Do NOT drop the animal units down to 0 in the definition of a Livestock Production Facility. This will create undue 
burdens on small farmers. 

Do NOT gut the Right to Farm Act by giving local zoning ordinances the power to control where farming can happen. This 
change would violate the language and intent of the Right to Farm Act. 

The Michigan RTFA is a template for the defense and encouragement of local food production and the restoration of 
agriculture to its rightful place — integrated into communities. 

Respectfully, 
Amanda Kik 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M P A ) 

From: Aria Dammons <ariadamm@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:09 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Right to Farm 

No one can say that we, as Americans, are free if the government takes Americans right to farm their own land away. 

Aria J. Dammons 

mailto:ariadamm@yahoo.com


Wilcox. Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: faeriechylde@gmail.com on behalf of Seth and Becca Mallay 
<sethandbecca@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:09 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: The Proposed 2014 GAAMPs 

I am writing to tell you I am opposed to two of the changes made in the 2014 GAAMPs. According to the 
Michigan Small Farm Council, "In the proposed changes, MDARD defines a new term, Livestock Facility, as 
one with any number of animals - including a single animal; by taking this step, MDARD for the first time 
brings small farm operations under the control of the Site Selection GAAMPs. And then in a second 
step, MDARD creates a new class of sites - Category 4 sites - that are not ever acceptable sites for Livestock 
Facilities. Category 4 sites are defined by MDARD as those sites that are exclusively zoned for residential 
use." 
These steps allow too much state government interference in something that is best governed locally, and would 
only hurt small farms and individual families who want to raise chickens in their backyards. I oppose this 
limitation of their freedoms and ask that these changes be withdrawn. 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Mallay 
Quincy, Michigan 

mailto:faeriechylde@gmail.com
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Mark Angelini <angelini.mark@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:10 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: I do not support the proposed changes to GAAMP 

I am writing in protest to the proposed changes to Generally Accepted Agricultural and Management Practices 
for Site Selection and Odor Control for New and Expanding Livestock Production Facilities 

It is unreasonable to place additional limitations onto small-scale agricultural activity, especially those stationed 
near or within urban limits. Even rural areas now zoned residential are at risk, even if local zoning allows for 
small-scale agricultural activity. It is a grave mistake to undermine time-honored practices of resilient, 
distributed food production in relative location to its processing and consumption; the home and local economy. 

The foundation of a sustainable and just local food system rests largely on the expression of well-intentioned 
individuals to exercise their right to produce nutritious animal based foods within communities, so long as 
proper management is followed. Thus, what is more pertinent an issue regarding food safety and quality of life 
is the education of the public as to where food comes from and how its local rearing supports local economy 
and a renewed vitality of the general public through its consumption. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Angelini 

l 

mailto:angelini.mark@gmail.com


Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: Melanie Guidotti <melanieguidotti@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:11 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: MI Right to Farm Act 

I would like to express my concern, and voice my objection, to the Site Selection GAAMPs being redefined to 
include the new term Live Stock Facility, and the definition as being one with any number of animals. This 
would include a single animal. I object strongly to redefining Livestock Production Facilities to less than 50 
animal units. I believe the Michigan Right to Farm Act, Act 93 of 1981, adequately addresses generally 
accepted agricultural and management policies, and would like to see the Act protected. Thank you again for 
this opportunity. 

Respectfully, 
Melanie Guidotti 
Kalamazoo, MI 49008 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Lynne Freitag <miraniejane@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:12 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan's Right to Farm act 

Corporate farms have reduced the quality of our food and produced a despicable system for providing meat for 
the masses. These Companies pump growth hormones and antibiotics into the animals we eat. Eating rare meat 
and sunny-side up eggs is now hazardous to our health because big business has taken over. We should have the 
right to provide ourselves with safe wholesome food. The changes proposed to the "Right to Farm Ac"t would 
take our ability to provide ourselves with good safe healthy food. Please protect our rights! 

Lynne Freitag 
11399 Nappers Rd. Herron MI 49744 
miraniei ane(a),gmail.com 
cell ph # (989)464-7306 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: katy@fixedgeargallery.com 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:14 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: farm animal facilities 

I recently read about proposed changes in agriculture regulations that would define any an animal 
facility as something having as few animals as 1; and then allowing animal facilities in only particular 
places. I think this is bad for Michigan. Lots of people are now trying out small scale farming and that 
is a good thing. The proposed changes could certainly be used to bend policy and zoning and more 
regulations away from small and start up farms. We don't need more CAFOs, we need more farmers 
who are concerned with local production, and distribution. 

People in subdivisions and residential neighborhoods that are "invaded" by farm animals should be 
able to work out their differences by themselves. Indeed, many site condos and subdivisions have 
rules that prohibit the keeping of animals except in the most ordinary way, and numbers. I don't think 
the State needs to address those at all. 

Michigan needs small, creative farms, and places were potential farmers can start their projects 
without having to own a lot of land, or having to give up "day jobs" that are nearby. 

Don't make these changes. 

Katy Bean-Larson 
small farmer 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: Vince Locke <vince.locke@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:18 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Do not remove Right to Farm protections 

I am writing this to urge you to not remove Michigan Right to Farm protections from suburban and "hobby" 
farms, as discussed in an Mlive article 
(http://www.mlive.com/news/kalama2Oo/index.ssf/2014/01/removing michigan right to far.htmn. Many of us 
working poor residents of this state rely on these "farms" to feed our families and help us make ends meet. 
Stripping us of this protection would harm us in very real, physical ways. It would literally take food from our 
children's mouths. In these hard economic times, it is unconscionable to even consider forcing us into even 
greater poverty than we already suffer. I thank you for your consideration. 

Vince Locke 
Mount Pleasant, MI 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: james n lesley goodgasell <jamesnlesley@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:19 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Agriculture Commission and MI Dept. of Agriculture & Rural Development Seeking 

Public Input on Agricultural Management Practices 

I am writing in regards to changing this "loophole" that is trying to be closed in the GAAMP. 

My number one concern of this is that we just purchased a home in a rural community, but it is currently 
under township ordinances that restrict "livestock" in under 5 acres of land. Our property is 2.4 acres, 
sufficient enough to house chickens with room to spare. The local municipality considers chickens "livestock" 
which would prohibit us from raising our own chickens for the source of food that we intend. Under the 
GAAMP we can do this and fulfill our desire to live a self-sustaining lifestyle. If this is changed it limits our way 
of life and in turn continues dependency upon the government, who is already in far too much control of the 
agricultural development of our country. 

Please consider the families that will be hindered by this change. Please consider the amount of monies that 
are contributed to those who cannot afford to place food on their table and then in turn seek the government 
to meet those needs because they are being told that they are not "allowed" the freedom to live and provide 
for their families as God has intended. Please hear the voices of so many who strive to live self-sustaining 
lifestyles and less dependant on our government. 

Thank you from a concerned citizen! 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Jason Wojtoviets <JWojtoviets@bmt-aerospace.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:19 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan Right to Farm Act 

I am writing you today concerned with the proposed changes to the Michigan Right to Farm Act. I believe it is the 
unalienable right of every citizen in this country and every resident of this state to grow their own food and raise their 
own livestock to be self sufficient, and an individuals personal rights and property rights should not be stripped away 
because a neighbor or government official does not like and/or agree with the farming they are doing. 

I do believe that reasonable restrictions can be placed on the number of animals being raised in conjunction with the 
size of the property to eliminate the potential for poor animal habitat and conflicts with neighbors, so long as those 
restrictions do not impede upon that individuals right to be self sufficient. Stripping a person of their rights because of 
social, political, or economical pressure is egregious. 

It is my right to keep enough meat and egg chickens to sustain my nutritional needs as well as plant every square inch of 
that property in a garden if I so choose regardless of what any government official or government employee has to say 
about it. It is also my responsibility to ensure the animals have proper habitat and nutrition as well as my responsibility 
to control pest in the gardened areas of my property. 

I urge you to drop all of the proposed changes to the Michigan right to farm act regarding small farms. We deserve to 
have our rights protected and for the current state law to protect us from our over infringing local governments. The 
fact that we need government to protect us from government is a joke in itself. If this infringement moves forward we 
will vote with our money and our feet. 

Regards, 

Jason Wojtoviets 
Process Engineer & Tooling Engineer 

BMT Aerospace USA, Inc. 
Office: 586 285 7700 x 236 
Fax: 586 285 9734 
iwoitoviets@bmt-aerospace.com 

www.bmt-bevels.com 
www.bmtaerospace.com 

This email may contain technical information or data subject to the United States Export Administration Regulations (EAR) or the United 
States International Traffic In Arms Regulations (ITAR). In the event that technical data is being transmitted with this email it is being 
exported in accordance with such regulations and in conjunction with the Manufacturing License Agreement issued to BMT Aerospace USA, 
Inc. Diversion contrary to U.S. law is prohibited. This Internet message may contain information that is proprietary or confidential, and may 
not be disclosed to other parties. It is intended for use only by the person to whom it is addressed. If you have received this in error, please 
(1) do not forward or use this information in any way; and (2) contact me immediately. 
BMT Aerospace USA, Inc. 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Kristina Dawkins <kdawkins3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:44 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Right to Farm Act 

I hope this goes to the right person. All apologies if not. 

Please, do not support, change, or introduce law, or change the GAAMPs related to the Right to Farm Act 
that would rescind residential zoned areas from owning livestock. At our last house in Traverse City, we 
owned 4 hens for their egg production. It was not only a bonding opportunity for us as neighbors loved to 
stop and watch them (oh, the children!) but also to purchase the very fresh eggs. I use the word 
"purchase," but it was such a small amount as most were given away as a way to interact with the people 
around me with whom I couldn't find another way to relate. Purchasing was only essential for us to qualify 
as commercial. The benefit of knowing where the eggs came from and that the egg producers had a 
wonderful life compared to their mass producing counterparts....immeasurable. We are now in the 
Lansing area with a larger lot and would love to recreate our previous, fowl hobby. I think you'd find that 
stories such as mine, real people with small flocks, are the majority most concerned and to be affected. 

Talking point, because I love evidence-based: 
According to the law, changes to the GAAMPs should be for purposes of improved public health or the 
environment; no evidence has been provided that small farms in residential zoned areas are a threat to 
public health or the environment. 

Sincerely, 
Kristina Dawkins 
Delta Township 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: DeLaney Becker-Baratta <delaneybaratta@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:22 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan's Generally Acceptable Agricultural Practices (GAAMPs) 

Good afternoon, I am a resident of Kent County, Michigan. I am emailing you today to express my concern at 
the proposed changes to the GAAMPs law. These changes which I am speaking of would limit the right of 
small farmers to own livestock in a place 'not permitted' to have livestock. This ban would include cities, 
suburbs and smaller acreage, which would hurt small farmers seeking a sustainable way to farm their land. This 
ban claims it would be reducing the unappealing aspects of owning livestock such as waste and smell. However, 
in a properly managed system animals waste is converted into biologically rich compost with little to no odor. 
Further while keeping a rooster in a flock of hens in the city is a noise issue, keeping a small flock of just hens 
comes with hardly any noise. Why can big agriculture corporations be able to own gigantic amounts of 
livestock, caged in big open air houses, with tons of waste poisoning groundwater? Why wouldn't this sort of 
farming be considered a public nuisance? I wonder what people who live around big CAFO's (concentrated 
animal feeding operations) think about this proposed law, would they be able to have a case against these 
corporations that pollute and sully their land and water? How much damage really can a small backyard flock of 
livestock do compared to these huge CAFO's with manure lagoons and the like. If the proposed law is seeking 
to protect constituents from "Site Selection and Odor Control for Livestock Production Facilities" why 
aren't huge operations (like CAFO's) with proven negative health effects and proven polluting 
practices examined with a closer eye? Why are the small operations that pose little to no risk outside 
a certain area being criticized as smelly and a nuisance? What I am trying to say is why would you 
seek to shut down backyard operations, where the owners have more at stake for keeping their 
operation sanitary and nuisance free? Thank you for your time. 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Paige Lloyd <paigelloydl979@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:23 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan Right to Farm Proposed Changes 

To whom it may concern: 

I am commenting regarding the proposed changes to the Michigan Right to Farm Act. My family - which 
includes me (stay at home mom), my husband (a nurse anesthetist) and our 6 young children - live on 26 acres 
in northwestern Livingston County in an agricultural area. We live in a very country area, and dream of adding 
animals to our lifestyle, raising cattle for meat and milk for our family, chickens for and eggs, growing berries, 
grapes and peaches, and keeping bees. But we live next door to a subdivision. We feel that the MRFA protects 
our right to farm now; however if the state removes those protections and allows local governments and 
councils to again choose whether they want us to be able to engage in farming practices on our private 
property, we fear that our right to do so will be in peril. Please consider keeping the MRFA intact as it is, for 
the protection of small farming families in our great state. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Paige Lloyd 

mailto:paigelloydl979@hotmail.com


Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Meadow Brady < mysecretmeadow@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:24 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 2014 GAAMP 

am writing to tell you I am opposed to two of the changes made in the 2014 GAAMPs. According to the Michigan Small Farm Council, "In the 
proposed changes, MDARD defines a new term, Livestock Facility, as one with any number of animals - including a single animal; by taking this 
step, MDARD for the first time brings small farm operations under the control of the Site Selection GAAMPs. And then in a second step, MDARD 
creates a new class of sites - Category 4 sites - that are not ever acceptable sites for Livestock Facilities. Category 4 sites are defined by 
MDARD as those sites that are exclusively zoned for residential use." 
These steps allow too much state government interference in something that is best governed locally, and would only hurt small farms and 
individual families who want to raise chickens in their backyards. I oppose this limitation of their freedoms and ask that these changes be 
withdrawn. 
Sincerely, 
Meadow Brady 

l 

mailto:mysecretmeadow@gmail.com


Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: Michelle Smolenski <mmsmol5@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:28 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Preserve Michigan's Right to Farm Act! 

Michigan has the best Right to Farm Act (RTFA) in the country! Why would you mess up a good 
thing? 

Please, please, please don't fall prey to the big money-making mega-farms or their 
terrible influence! Let Michigan stand as a shining example of a state that cares more for its 
people than money at the expense of the people. 

1. According to the law, changes to the GAAMPs should be based on scientific evidence; no evidence has 
been provided that supports the current changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs. 

2. According to the law, changes to the GAAMPs should be for purposes of improved public health or the 
environment; no evidence has been provided that small farms in residentially zoned areas are a threat to 
public health or the environment. 

3. The proposed changes create language in the GAAMPs that contradicts the language of the law (that 
is, the GAAMPs require zoning to regulate Livestock Facilities while the Law prohibits zoning from 
regulating them). While the Agriculture Commission has the authority to change the language of the 
GAAMPs, they do NOT have the authority to change the meaning of the law, and that is what this change 
attempts to do. 

Thank you! 
Michelle Smolenski 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: jsudol501@yahoo.com 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:39 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Right to farm act 

1. According to the law, changes to the GAAMPs should be based on scientific evidence; no evidence has been 
provided that supports the current changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs. 

2. According to the law, changes to the GAAMPs should be for purposes of improved public health or the 
environment; no evidence has been provided that small farms in residentially zoned areas are a threat to public 
health or the environment. 

3. The proposed changes create language in the GAAMPs that contradicts the language of the law (that is, the 
GAAMPs require zoning to regulate Livestock Facilities while the Law prohibits zoning from regulating them). 
While the Agriculture Commission has the authority to change the language of the GAAMPs, they do NOT 
have the authority to change the meaning of the law, and that is what this change attempts to do. 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

ksoucy@comcast.net 
Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:41 PM 
Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
GAAMP 

I would like to put my two cents in regarding the new potential changes to the GAAMPs for 2014. My 
family was the first family in Ann Arbor to receive a permit for backyard chickens in August 2008. We 
still have one of the original chickens and two others. They are part of our family and 
neighborhood. Not only has no one ever complained about our keeping chickens but neighborhood 
children come and visit them and others bring fresh greens to feed them. 

Our chickens have been a learning experience and they have brought us many wonderful memories, 
as well as fresh eggs. Please support the existing 2013 GAAMPs, protecting our right to keep the 
Ann Arbor maximum of four chickens in our area and other areas zoned as "Residential". 

Thank you, 
Kristin Soucy 

1411 Hatcher Crescent 
Ann Arbor Ml 48103 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Erica House-Ruiz <erica-house@live.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:43 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Right to Farm Act Loophole 

Hi there! 

I have had backyard chickens in the past. No roosters. The organic eggs are awesome! And the chickens 
are really great pets. They don't bark like dogs. I have neighbors whose dogs can be heard even when they 
are locked up in their house (!) I don't believe raising a few chickens in the back yard for food (and sweet pets) 
should be considered circumvented the Right to Farm Act. I encourage you to not make changes to the Right 
to Farm Act 
that prohibit back yard chickens. 

Thank you! 

Sincerely, 
Erica House 
Springfield Township Michigan 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Becky Hammond <bhammond713@aol.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:42 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: backyard farmers 

Hello. I am rather surprised to see an attempt to halt all small backyard farming under the pretense that some 
are living next to thousands of chickens. That would be a CAFO. If people are understandably bothered by 
living next to thousands of chickens, please, by all means, deal with that. However, outlawing all the tiny 
farming operations popping up here and there is overkill. Not to mention the taking over of local government 
by the state. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Rebecca Hammond 
Ferndale, Ml 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Michael McGowan <cakchiquel85@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 11:03 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan right to farm act 

Hello, 

I am a supporter of the michigan right to farm act and I urge you to keep it intact. Thanks for your 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Mike McGowan (concerned citizen) 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Jim Cavender <jimcavenderl@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:32 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan Right to Farm Act 

Please leave the Michigan Right to Farm Act as is. Thanks, James Cavender 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Tanguay,Julie <jtanguay@wccnet.edu> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 11:44 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: I support Michigan Right to Farm Act 

It is an important part of my life! 

Julie Tanguay 
Senior Graphic Designer 
Public Relations & Marketing Services 

Washtenaw Community College 
SC308E 
734.973.3629 
itanguay@wccnet.edu 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Luke Hollis <lukehollis53@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 11:42 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Right to farm 

Pis do not change mi right to farm act 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MPA) 

From: Theodore Boss <heathen7@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 11:34 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Michigan Right to Farm Act 

I support the Michigan Right to Farm Act and I would like your assurance that you will do your due diligence 
and protect this right of the citizens of Michigan. 

Thank you, 

Theodore H. Boss 
Michigan Resident and farmer wannabe 

mailto:heathen7@yahoo.com


Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Gregory McGrath <maxfly999@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:56 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: MRTFA 

I am in support of the MRTFA and do not want to see Michigan change something that should stay on the 
books! 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: srschultz@reagan.com 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 8:16 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: RTFA 

PLEASE LEAVE THE RTFA AS IT IS TO MAINTAIN OUR FOOD QUALITY. 
SCIENCE NEEDS TO UTILIZED IN THESE TYPES OF CHANGES NOT JUST ANOTHER 
GOVERNMENT POWER GRAB. 

THANK YOU, 

STEVEN SCHULTZ MD 
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Wilcox, Rhonda ( M D A ) 

From: Elisabeth Biggs <biggsmomma@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:22 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: MRTF 
Attachments: uncle-sam-wants-chickens.jpg 

My family and I are AGAINST this proposed change and degradation of the MRTF act. 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Ana Hotaling <ana@hotalings.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:18 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Regarding the changes to the Michigan Right to Farm Act 

Good afternoon! 

I am writing in response to the proposed changes that will affect the Michigan Right to Farm Act. I am quite 
against these changes, as I understand them. 

First off, as a poultry advocate (I was a member of a small group instrumental in getting the Chelsea City 
Council to allow for backyard hens in the city of Chelsea), I know first hand that opposition to having backyard 
microflocks comes mostly from those who tend towards selfish, unfounded reasons. These include but are not 
limited to: the smell (rare if the poultry owner cares for his/her coop, run, and birds correctly); the noise (hens 
make very little noise, other than soft clucking, unless alarmed or laying an egg; dogs have a greater decibel 
volume and tend to bark indiscriminately); the possibility of vermin (attracted more by wild bird feeders and pet 
animal dishes than birds); the devaluation of property (there have been no studies that show actual data that this 
occurs; in fact, a community in the Carolinas has shown property values rising; in addition, most 
urban/suburban coops are very fashionable, hence the many Tours de Coops around the county). 

Secondly, as a poultry journalist (I am a contributing writer for such magazines as Backyard Poultry, Chickens, 
and Urban Farm) I am very aware that most microflock owners and urban/suburban farmers are very meticulous 
and cautious about their animals, how they are cared for, and how to ensure that they provide the very best and 
use the latest sciences to keep their flocks healthy and safe. Those who invest their time, money, and precious 
suburban/urban property space to a microflock are those who are serious about raising hens. They aren't 
lackadaisical slackers who keep their poultry in a lean-to, running all over the place. 

Third, as a certified Michigan pullorum tester, I can attest to the fact that incidences of disease based on poultry 
ownership are very rare indeed. Avian influenza is close to non-existence, and this is the one illness that 
ignorant people harp on about when hearing that someone is going to have poultry near their home. 

Finally, as a poultry farmer myself, it is my understanding that the proposed changes to the Right to Farm Act 
will pretty much prohibit any suburban or urban farmer from keeping a poultry microflock. I focus on poultry 
because it is my understanding that the changes will create a classification for suburban and urban residences 
that will disallow livestock. It is EXTREMELY rare that a suburbanite will have a goat, or a pig, or a cow, or a 
sheep, but increasingly likely that he or she might have a small coop with a trio of hens, or perhaps a rabbit or 
two. Agriculture is one of the foundations on which this country was built; it is also something that more and 
more Americans are returning to in light of the economic issues, as a way to sustain themselves and their 
families, as a way for their children to learn more about the stages of life and where food comes from, as a way 
to teach responsibility, as a way to provide their meals with a few eggs per day. For many, their hens are pets. 
For many, their chickens are breeding projects for 4-H. For others, they are calming influences, either for 
companions or as therapy birds, officially or unofficially. There are many, many reasons that people raise 
backyard microflocks. To take this ability, this right to farm away from the people of Michigan not only 
deprives suburban and urban Michiganders of their agricultural heritage, but this can also be construed as 
interfering with the right to a pursuit of happiness, which is one of the rights protected by the American 
Constitution. 
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Sincerely, 

Ana Hotaling 
17308 N.M-52 
Chelsea, MI 48118 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: hwde tar <hwdetar@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 4:53 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Proposed GAAMP Changes 

Hello, my name is Hilton de Tar and as a citizen of Michigan I believe it is tantamount to the protection of 
domestic livelihood and human rights to maintain the integrity of the Michigan Right to Farm Act. 

There are currently proposed changes to the GAAMP that I believe would corrode this integrity, and I ask you 
to please read the letter attached below which summarizes the major talking points that I and the author 
believe to be a threat to said integrity of the act: 

F. Michelle Halley 
Attorney 
375 N. McClellan Avenue 
Marquette, Ml 49855 
906-361-0520 
michelle.halley@sbcglobal.net 

January 21, 2014 

Dear Members of the Michigan Commission of Agriculture & Rural Development: 
I am writing on behalf of Michigan farmers who are acutely concerned about two proposed changes in the 
2014 Draft Site Selection & Manure Management Generally Accepted Agricultural Management Practices 
("Site Selection GAAMP"). These two changes would undermine the Michigan Right to Farm Act's protection 
for farmers. 
As a small farmer myself and an attorney who represents small farmers, including those who can continue to 
farm thanks only to the Right To Farm Act, I assure you that small farms are critical to the financial and 
physical vitality of communities across Michigan. Small farmers form a vibrant portion of the overall community 
giving hands-on farming classes, providing goods to consumers and fueling lively farmers' markets. Small 
farms are bastions of teaching the next generation how to farm. The Right to Farm Act is lauded nationally as 
an act to emulate for the encouragement and success of farming. Farmers need you to protect its integrity. 
First, we oppose the adoption of language extending the reach of the Site Selection GAAMP to farms with 
even less than one animal unit: 
Livestock Facility - Any facility where farm animals as defined in the Right to Farm Act are confined regardless 
of the number of animals. Sites such as loafing areas, confinement areas, or feedlots which have any number 
of livestock that preclude a predominance of desirable forage species are considered a part of a livestock 
facility. 

2014 Draft Site Selection GAAMP, definitions. The addition of this definition would make the Site Selection 
GAAMP requirements applicable to the smallest of farms. Even a home with one chicken would be required to 
meet the setbacks of this GAAMP. This change would likely abolish any keeping of livestock, even flocks of 
less than a dozen chickens or one bee hive, in most urban settings because the setbacks would be difficult or 
impossible to meet there. We believe that this is unnecessary over-regulation that could be avoided by leaving 
the definition of "livestock production facility" just as it is, or at a minimum, making it applicable at a reasonable 
number of animal units. 
Second, we oppose the changes throughout the Site Selection GAAMP that ban all keeping of animals in 
residential areas: 

l 

mailto:hwdetar@gmail.com
mailto:michelle.halley@sbcglobal.net


> 4 

Category 4 Sites: Sites not acceptable for New and Expanding Livestock Facilities and Livestock Production 
Facilities. 
Category 4 Sites are sites that are exclusively zoned for residential use and are not acceptable locations for 
livestock facilities regardless of number. Confining livestock in these locations does not conform to the Siting 
GAAMP. 

2014 Draft Site Section GAAMP, p. 12. This change would subject every newly regulated "Livestock Facility" 
(again, just one animal would qualify) to local zoning restrictions. This change would preclude kids across the 
state from having even one animal for the county fair. Surely this is not your intent, but it would just as surely 
be a result. 
This change gives the power to control where farming can and cannot occur to each city, township or village. 
This change is in direct conflict with the plain language of the Right to Farm Act: 
Beginning June 1, 2000, except as otherwise provided in this section, it is the express legislative intent that this 
act preempt any local ordinance, regulation, or resolution that purports to extend or revise in any manner the 
provisions of this act or generally accepted agricultural and management practices developed under this act. 
Except as otherwise provided in this section, a local unit of government shall not enact, maintain or enforce an 
ordinance, regulation or resolution that conflicts in any manner with this act or generally accepted agricultural 
and management practices developed under this act. 
MCL 286.474(6)(emphasis provided). The legislative intent of this amendment to the Right to Farm Act is 
obvious: the legislature intended that local zoning schemes not be able to dictate where or how farming could 
occur. In 1999, the Senate Agricultural Task Force recommended strengthening the Right to Farm Act in order 
to alleviate the impacts to farmers trying to comply with different zoning requirements all over the state. The 
report states regarding the state of affairs then, which is exactly what this proposed change would again 
create, that: 
...The current situation of local control creates havoc. Under the current policy regime, 1,800 units of 
government determine land use policies and regulations. This is a prescription for confusion and frustration on 
the part of farmers, particularly those who have farmland in more than one unit of government. In order for 
agriculture to be successful, regulations concerning farming practices have to be consistent on a statewide 
basis. 

1999 Report by the Senate Agricultural Preservation Task Force, p. 32. Returning to this state of affairs would 
be an immense step backward for agriculture of all sorts everywhere in Michigan. And, it is in direct conflict 
with the legislative intent and plain language of Michigan's Right to Farm Act. 
In its first look at the RTFA, the Michigan Court of Appeals addressed the basis of the law: 
The primary rule of statutory interpretation is to ascertain and give effect to the legislative intent. Farrell v Auto 
Club of Michigan, 148 Mich App 165, 169; 383 NW2d 623 (1986). The language of the statute is the best 
source for ascertaining this intent. Great Lakes Steel Division of National Steel Corp v Public Service Comm, 
143 Mich App 761; 373 NW2d 212 (1985), Iv den 424 Mich 854 (1985). From the language chosen by the act's 
drafters, we ascertain that the Legislature was concerned with the regulation of land use and its impact upon 
farming operations. This concern was directed towards regulations imposed upon farms by local government 
sources as well as private sources. MCL 286.474; MSA 12.122(4). The Legislature undoubtedly realized that, 
as residential and commercial development expands outward from our state's urban centers and into our 
agricultural communities, farming operations are often threatened by local zoning ordinances and irate 
neighbors. It, therefore, enacted the Right to Farm Act to protect farmers from the threat of extinction caused 
by nuisance suits arising out of alleged violations of local zoning ordinances and other local land use 
regulations as well as from the threat of private nuisance suits. 

Northville v. Coyne, 429 NW. 2d 185,187; 170 Mich. App. 446, 448 (1988) (emphasis provided). The Court's 
interpretation leaves little room for doubt regarding the legislative intent of the RTFA and its proper 
interpretation. Even so, this interpretation was rendered prior to the 1999 amendment that mandated that the 
RTFA not be over-ridden by local ordinances. 
To the extent that the Site Selection and Odor Control of New and Expanding Livestock Facilities GAAMPs 
changes purport to require compliance with local zoning, that portion of the GAAMP would be in direct conflict 
with the RTFA's specific and deliberate language to the contrary, MCL 286.474(6), and would be invalid. 
Please contact me at (906) 361-0520 with any questions you may have about these comments. 
Sincerely, 
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F. Michelle Halley (P62637) 

c: Farm to Consumer Legal Defense Fund 
Michigan Small Farmer Council 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Hilton de Tar 



Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Mary Colborn <slugborns@msn.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 2:05 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Statement/Comment regarding Michigan Agriculture 
Attachments: 20131219_151303.jpg; 20131219_162906.jpg; 20131219_162921.jpg; 20131219_ 

162948.jpg; Pictures from phone 709.jpg; Pictures from phone 710.jpg 

Hello, 
I am unable to testify or comment in person, but wish to make a comment regarding my concerns. We own 

a nearly 60 acre farm in Allegan County. We have been working diligently to farm in a way that sequesters 
carbon and reduces carbon emissions into the atmosphere. We haven't received any federal or state funds to 
do our work. 

However, we are concerned that many of our fellow farmers feel that they must destroy all the surrounding 
forest lands to have an advantage of one or two more acres or even feet of land to farm corn, soybeans and 
wheat. We have witnessed entire forests being pushed down and burned, which not only releases significant 
amounts of carbon dioxide into the soil, but the practice also removes valuable carbon sinks from our 
landscape and affects the amount of water retained in our aquifers. The forest pictured is off 118th St. in 
Allegan Township. I have already spoken with the Allegan township board and also the USDA office in Allegan. 
I was told that farmers see incentive in cutting down and burning their forests, that the "carrot," as one called 
it, leans toward putting ALL farmland in corn, soybeans and wheat. 

As organic, sustainable farmers this troubles us greatly. Not only because of the resulting blight to the 
landscape, but also because it is counter productive. 

I have attached pictures of the forests being burned. As you can see, the trees are not utilized for anything 
practical - not for firewood for needy families and not for wood chips that can be composted. They are just 
pushed over and set on fire. 

I understand how our farm funding works. I understand all too well that the incentives create situations that 
are in direct contrast to what is desired. 

Please consider this a request to revisit farm land/forestry practices and advise us on how to stop this 
destructive practice. 

Mary A. Colborn 
2566 122nd Ave. 
Allegan, Ml 49010 
(360) 621-0050 
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Wilcox. Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Amanda Maria Edmonds <amanda@growinghope.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:02 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: GAAMP Comment 

Dear Michigan Agriculture & Rural Development Commissioners, 

I am the Executive Director of Growing Hope, a nonprofit in Ypsilanti dedicated to helping people improve 
their lives and communities through gardening and healthy food access. We run four urban farmers markets--
in Ypsilanti, Wayne, and Westland, Michigan, and support near 100 vendors, many of whom are agricultural 
producers at small scales— urban, suburban, and rural. We support this sector through offering training, 
connections, and resources for these producers to grow and sustain their agricultural businesses. Half of our 
vendors are low-income, making under $25,000/year in household income, and relying on their small operations 
to meet basic needs. We also support urban farmers and gardeners throughout the state. We know that these 
farmers and gardeners are providing critical food for themselves and our broader community, and we've been 
able to make a big inroads into increasing healthy food access by supporting and growing this sector. Several 
years ago, we assisted in getting backyard chickens and bees legalized in the City of Ypsilanti, and advise other 
communities who contact us on how to do the same. We've also helped make ordinances changes that clarify 
how and where food can be grown in our city in ways that meet community food security needs, personal 
property rights, and public health and safety. 

Additionally, I serve on the Michigan Food Policy Council and chair the healthy food access task force for the 
state, where we work to identify state-wide policy and administrative barriers to healthy food access in ways 
that are win-win for our agricultural sector and our citizens. 

In reference to the proposed changes to the Site Selection GAAMPs for Livestock Facilities, please consider the 
following comments: 

1) I do not support the change that livestock facility is now considered minimum of 1 animal. While I agree 
with the purpose of GAAMPS to ensure safe and respectful ag management practices, this would hinder the 
smallest of farmers- specifically urban farmers- with tiny production for themselves and/or selling things like 
eggs to neighbors or at neighborhood farm stands. Urban chicken keeping at a small scale has been found to be 
a non-issue for the most part across the country, from a health, safety, and nuisance standpoint. 

2) I also do not support the new clause that sites with residential zoning are never acceptable for livestock 
facilities. Again, this may prohibit small or hobby farms (which for many growers provides critical household 
income, and has for decades) from current and future activities found to provide no nuisance to neighbors, water 
supply, or public health. This change could cripple some of our current market vendors whose zoning doesn't 
comply. It also keeps neighborhoods from being able to meet their own food needs— the way many across the 
state have embraced without challenges through keeping, in particular, of a small flock of chickens or a few 
goats. I understand the need to consider appropriate scale for a given location, but an outright prohibition is a 
giant backwards step for our state, especially as communities across the country- Cleveland, for example-
have become leaders in embracing appropriate allowance of urban livestock in win-win ways. 

In general I don't think— or hope at least— that these GAAMP changes are intended to rule out urban food 
production including small numbers of livestock. I know that most urban chicken keepers are not registered as 
farms, but the continuum in our current world is fluid- people keep chickens for themselves, sell a few to their 
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neighbors, join a local farm stand or farmers market (where of course we make sure they know and meet all 
requirements for how to keep and display eggs, other safety needs, etc), and potentially scale up on other 
properties after having tested their market. This is the trajectory we see over and over, and the way we're 
encouraging our next generation of farmers to join the sector that is otherwise losing people far too fast. If we 
cut off this pipeline, or discourage this activity in the state, so many of these (particularly) younger future 
farmers or small farmers will no doubt choose to leave the state for places where food security and growing is 
embraced and encouraged in safe, win-win ways. After so much progress here, that would be a real loss. 

Amanda Edmonds 
Executive Director, Growing Hope 
Member and Healthy Food Access Chair, Michigan Food Policy Council 
Vice-Chair, Washtenaw Food Policy Council 

Amanda Maria Edmonds 
Executive Director, Growing Hope 
amanda@growinghope.net 
734.330.7576 

"We must be the change we wish to see in the world." 
"To forget to dig the earth and to tend the soil is to forget ourselves." 

-Mahatma Gandhi 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: pariah tds.net <pariah@tds.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:14 PM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: 2014 Proposed GAAMPs 

Ms. Wilcox, 

I am writing in regards to the proposed changes to the Michigan Right to Farm Act, that would strip away the 
legal protection of farms located in or near residential areas: 

Thank you for hearing us out, Ms. Wilcox, in what I assume is a very heated subject. 

I live in Grand Rapids where I operate an urban farm. A farm where we are hoping to be able to add three to 
four chickens. 

Officially, owning livestock has been illegal in Grand Rapids. Unofficially, there is a moratorium on 
prosecuting urban farmers until the city comes up with their own guidelines for urban agriculture. But from 
what I hear, with a few exceptions, most people running the city have no idea what goes on in urban farms or 
small hobby farms. They wonder what happens with "all the sewage" that would potentially come from my 
property. However, when properly raised there is no sewage. They have a myriad of other concerns, such as 
pesticide use, etc., that shows their total ignorance of the purpose of small farms. Jim Johnson, who is behind 
these new GAAMPs, also shows total ignorance when arguing these new proposals. For instance, 4999 chickens 
in someone's backyard is something that simply doesn't happen, and I don't think Johnson can come up with one 
example in real life that even comes close to that. I've personally visited many small urban farms and have been 
amazed at not only cleanliness and lack of odor but the care and compassion that goes into maintaining it. 

Most urban farms and hobby farms are revolutionizing the way farming has been done over recent decades, and 
they are returning to organic practices, as well as more humane ways of raising livestock, which usually means 
fewer animals over a larger space. There is a market for this local food as more people choose to eat organically 
grown products and animal products from humane sources. 

These proposed changes in the GAAMPs would not only limit consumers' choices at the checkout, but they 
would discourage small farms, and therefore small businesses, which are becoming a burgeoning industry in the 
state, as well as limiting our individual freedoms and restricting our property rights. I find it ironic that we are 
allowed to "stand our ground" when it comes to fighting crime, but the trend is to not allow us to "stand our 
ground" when it comes to the freedom to produce food in a safe and humane manner on our very own property. 
This, in my opinion, should be an inalienable right. 

To tell people to move further into the country is not necessarily the answer either. Most farms, regardless of 
size, usually rely on another source of income, and these jobs usually require people to be near urban areas. 
Also, the customers that keep these farms viable live in the urban and suburban parts of the state. Requiring 
people to reside further on the outskirts would, for all intents and purposes, kill small farms. I know it is up to 
the individual municipalities to create their own laws regarding agriculture, but knowing that the laws could 
change, or that one's agricultural property could be zoned residential without warning would discourage people 
from investing in urban or suburban areas in the first place. 

I rely on the Right To Farm Act to protect me and my way of life. It is the one foothold in an otherwise slippery 
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slope of ignorance and corporate control of agriculture, and one of the many reasons I am proud to live in 
Michigan, and extremely honored to be part of the growth of urban farms in Grand Rapids.. I propose that no 
changes be made to the GAAMPs until local governments are up to speed on some of the great things that are 
happening in urban agriculture and small farms in Michigan. Thanks for hearing me out, and please visit your 
local farm! 

Sincerely, 

Kathy Fitzpatrick 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Pamela Dusci <pameladusci@yahoo.com> 
Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:14 PM 
Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Right to Farm Act 
State of Michigan.docx 
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To: Rhonda Wilcox WilcoxR2@michigan.gov. 

Re: Right to Farm Act 

From: Eric A. Dusci, c/o Dusci Farms, LLC. 

Date: Wednesday, January 22,2014 

Dear Ms. Wilcox, 

I write to you regarding two issues; the first being the new proposal to the Michigan Right to Farm Act 

(MRTFA) regarding suburban, hobby farms; the second being regarding GAAMP's. 

1) With regards to the first, I oppose this change. I have seen over the many years my area 

(Kimball Township) change from 80% agriculture to almost 20% agriculture. I have seen new 

ordnances come about that are now inhibiting my farming practices, practices that my family 

has used since 1974 when we purchased the land. While it may sound like a "conspiracy theory" 

but, as we have seen in time past, it is only a matter of time before government (federal, state, 

county, local/township) uses those rules to force me either to retool (at my cost) or sell. We 

oppose this new rule change. 

2) With regards to the second, we have used a practice in clearing our fields in which we remove 

the brush and pile it up. We then do a controlled burn; this is after taking, since 1974, the 

proper precautions, such as having water available, considering the wind, drought level, etc, etc, 

etc. Recently, however, since Kimball Township has become more "suburban" we have seen 

new ordinances enacted, including the requirement to purchase a permit to open burn. The 

requirement to purchase a permit not only requires me to spend extra money to conduct my 

farming operations, but does not (the purchase of the ordinance) protect me from lawsuit if a 

forest fire begins (which is what I am told the permit is for). 

Madam, I do not know if open burning is a protected practice under the GAAMP's or not. If so, 

would you please direct me to where I can find this; if not, I respectfully request that this 

practice, which I know I am not the only farmer who does this, be added to the GAAMP's 

forthwith. (I can be contacted at Dusci.Farms@gmail.com or 810-488-9562.) 

The aforementioned two issues are of deep concern to me as a commercial hops farmer. I thank you for 

taking my concern before the board, as I am presently out-of-state on business. 

Respectfully, 

Eric A. Dusci, Dusci Farms, LLC. 

Cc. Jennifer Holton (holtonj@michigan.gov) 
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Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Monica King <mkingmsw@aol.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 9:58 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: GAMMPS , Michigan Right to Farm 

Dear Ms Wilcox, 

I've been very involved in Southeast Michigan for over 10 years working on a 
grassroots level with others to help people feel empowered and more secure in 
uncertain economic times. One important area has been eating healthy food & 
food security, and engaging people in urban areas to reconnect with their land 
and food in the ways our grandparents did ~ with some knowledge and greater 
awareness of how to provide for oneself via gardens, locally grown food, bees 
and other small scale urban appropriate animals ~ such as rabbits and chickens. 

This seems to be good for everyone, particularly kids. Being connected with your 
land, community, knowing the plants, how the soil works and produces gardens, 
how small animals and bees help with the garden - these are all grounding for kids 
and families to learn and be involved in. 

This is so important for a sense of security and resilience in communities, it 
has also opened up the door for some new local livelihoods, for which there is also 
great need, as people are hard pressed. The cities have passed responsible and 
supportive ordinances as they see the need for this. People have reskilled, and 
are able to stretch their money a bit more, and it has as well gotten people more 
interconnected as community. 

Why on earth your new proposed legislation under the "Right to farm act" would aim 
to restrict and bar this is beyond me. It seems like the kind of changes made with 
"Right to work", or calling missiles peacekeepers. Communities have worked long 
and hard to develop these new skills and capabilities in responsible ways ~ who 
would it possibly benefit to have everyone completely dependent upon the industrial 
food system and to squash these local efforts to be able to some degree provide for 
oneself and neighbors in this way ~ very much what was once quite typical in our 
grandparents time ~. 

I wanted to express to you my strong concern and objection to these restrictions on 
activities that are allowed under local ordinances, and to which people in their 
communities have given long thought and good responsible efforts. 

It would also be nice to know the source of this new effort to change existing law, and 
create new stipulations that would undermine the wonderful things that have been 
happening in our communities. 

Best, 

Monica King 
Monica King L M S W , A C 5 W 

Psychotherapist 
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Wilcox. Rhonda (MDA) 

From: Missy <migreenthumb@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:36 AM 
To: Wilcox, Rhonda (MDA) 
Subject: Changes to GAAMPS 

Hello-
I don't normally get involved in writing letters and publicly speaking my mind, but this issue is very dear to my 
heart, and I felt that I should at least share with you why. 
Seven years ago, after my husband was deployed to Iraq, I lost our house in the city and had to move back 
home with my parents. It was upon returning home that I started a garden and got a few chickens to keep on 
their large bit of land, as a way of supplementing my groceries, which I now had very little money for. I had 
grown up in 4-H, so being around animals was not new to me, but for some reason this time was different. This 
time I new I wanted to farm and help people with less money get access to good food. Farming became my full 
time goal. My husband returned home and we rented a small forgotten farm now zoned residential, so I could 
pursue my goal. I started a 1/2 acre market garden and a 5 member CSA and got a few more chickens. I also 
rented a local greenhouse durning the winter months to grow year round, and started selling to chefs and 
restaurants. Within 2 years I had outgrown the small farm. On one of my trips out to the greenhouse I was 
renting, I found what would be our new farm. Just under 30 acres, 300 apple trees, a wash/pack, barns and it 
was zoned agricultural. I could finally apply for the special beginning farmer programs with the USDA and 
NRCS, because now I would be a "real" farm. We are now working on our MAEAP verification and participating 
in other programs with NRCS and Michigan Farmers Market Association. We even applied for a loan for a high 
tunnel through the Hoop Houses for Health project, our CSA is up to 20 members and we are looking to add a 
second market this year. We also participate in EBT and Double Up Food Bucks at our market, fulfilling my 
original goal of helping low income families have access to good food. 
Last year I had an intern, a stay at home mom with a similar goal for her urban farm. This year she will be 
returning as an intern but she won't be alone. I also have another girl who has been inspired by the local food 
movement and will be interning with us this year. It's my hope that these women will become future farmers 
and maybe one day be a few booths down from me at market. 
We have so many great plans for our farm to keep growing and contributing to the State and I feel like my story 
is one of success so far. 
But I wouldn't have got going at all, not even one foot in the right direction, if I hadn't started small in my 
parents backyard. If I hadn't been allowed to have the chickens I needed to be able to have eggs to take to 
market and put in my CSA shares, I know I wouldn't be here yet. You see, when I started at the farmers market 
3 years ago, only one farmer offered eggs. My market didn't necessarily want or need another veggie 
producer, but they wanted and needed eggs. I have brought eggs to every market since. So deep down, I can 
say without fear of exaggeration, that without those few chickens, I wouldn't be hear yet. Maybe someday I 
would have gotten here, but not with out that market, and not as quickly as I have. 
Our state has alway had the BEST farmer friendly Right To Farm laws in the country. Changing these few 
things may not seem like a big deal, they may seem like a stream line way of stopping future RTF issues in 
urban lots. But it very well could end up being the end of someone's farming career, before it even gets started. 
Have you looked at the surveys lately on the demographic of aging farmers? Where are we going to find 
farmers to replace them? They have to be able to start small, maybe in back yards or in cleaned up city plots in 
Detroit, but they have to have our protection to grow, the protection the Right To Farm laws give them, if they 
are to be successful and become that big farmer we are all going to need them to be. Most of those new 
farmers coming up are women. Women with kids, who's husbands work outside the home, who aren't going to 
be able to leave the kiddos at home while they go off and learn how to become farmers on a big farm 
somewhere. They have a better chance at success, a better chance of growing, if they can start at home, with 
the kids playing in the yard or right next to them in the garden or chicken coup. 
Please, leave GAAMPS as they are. Please honor the legislation that has already been in place and is what 
the people want. 
Thank you for taking the time to read my story and to consider my thoughts. 
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Missy VanWormer 
Toad Hall Farm & 
Ml Green Thumb CSA 
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