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The Republic of Korea’s Ministry of Agriculture and
Forestry has announced that effective March 1, it will require
shipments of unprocessed soybeans and corn, as well as
soybean sprouts, to be labeled if it contains a 3 percent or
greater presence of biotech-enhanced commodities.

To qualify as complying with the 3 percent threshold – and
thereby to avoid labeling – the Koreans will require that the
exporter has utilized segregation or identity-preservation
systems, and will issue a certificate to those who provide such

assurances.  The Korean threshold level has been set at 3
percent to allow for unintentional mixing of biotech-
enhanced commodities with non-biotech-enhanced
commodities, it said.

Further, the U.S. embassy in Korea reports that the 3
percent tolerance is subject to a further reduction to 1
percent at some unspecified future date, depending upon
the availability of sufficiently precise verification
techniques and “international trends.”

���������������������		������������������ !�������
The NGFA’s Feed Industry Committee is actively

reviewing different policy options to proactively address
recent developments concerning bovine spongiform encepha-
lopathy (BSE), commonly referred to as “mad cow disease.”

Active surveillance in the United States since 1990 has
not detected a single case of BSE.

The NGFA was extensively involved in the development
of the Food and Drug Administration’s regulations, finalized
in 1997, that prohibit the feeding of prohibited mammalian
protein to ruminant animals as an additional safeguard to
protect against BSE.  Subsequently, the NGFA has been
engaged in extensive education and information activities to
inform the feed manufacturing industry about FDA’s BSE-
prevention rules and compliance measures.  More recently,
the NGFA participated in a Jan. 29 meeting organized by the
National Cattlemen’s Beef Association that resulted in the
issuance of a joint statement reaffirming the commitment of a
broad array of feed, animal agriculture, rendering and other
groups in support of sound, science-based measures as barriers
to BSE – including import restrictions on animal and animal
proteins from Europe, FDA’s BSE-prevention rule, and active
education, surveillance and enforcement.

The NGFA has been in active dialogue over the last
several weeks with representatives of FDA, the Association
of American Feed Control Officials, and the rendering, cattle
and meat industries.  As the Feed Industry Committee
develops policy recommendations for consideration by the
NGFA Board of Directors, the committee welcomes input
from NGFA members interested or involved in the feed and

feeding industries.  Please contact Randy Gordon at the
NGFA’s staff at (202) 289-0873, or via e-mail at
rgordon@ngfa.org.

(Continued on page 2)
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The Korean regulations, contained in Article 27 of a
presidential decree, requires that raw corn and soybean
shipments containing biotech-enhanced products must be
labeled with a statement “containing genetically modified
(soybeans or corn).”  For shipments that may contain
biotech-enhanced products, the label is required to state:
“may contain genetically modified (soybeans or corn).”
Under the Korean rules, sellers at each stage of the distribu-
tion channel, such as producers, importers, intermediaries,
wholesalers, retailers, repackers, etc., are required to
comply with the labeling requirement.

The Korean regulations also permit voluntary labeling of
non-biotech shipments – “Non-GMO” or “GMO-Free” –
but only if the shipment contains 100 percent non-biotech-
enhanced products (a zero tolerance).

Effective July 13, Korea also is scheduled to require
labeling of processed food products containing biotech-
enhanced ingredients.
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�	'  Meanwhile, the European
Parliament by a 338-52 vote (with 85 abstentions) on Feb.
15 approved a new regulatory directive for testing and
monitoring the safety of biotech crops, which eventually
may mean an end to Europe’s two-year moratorium on the
planting of commodities containing new biotech events.

But as part of the package, the EU is considering
onerous traceability requirements for both food and feed
containing biotechnology-enhanced ingredients that are
imported by or shipped within the 15-nation trading block.

The next step is for the European Council of Ministers to
formally adopt the regulatory framework text, which
contains new rules for issuing permits for growing biotech-
enhanced commodities in the EU.  The legislation updates a
1990 law [Directive 90/220/EEC] on biotechnology that
was faulted for not specifying a clear regulatory system for
biotechnology.  The legislation’s sponsor said he expected
permits for new biotech-enhanced crops to be approved in
time to allow them to be planted in the spring of 2002.

If adopted by the European Council of Ministers, EU
member states would have 18 months to institute national
policies consistent with the directive.  Six member states –
Austria, Denmark, France, Greece, Italy and Luxembourg –
already have indicated their intention not to lift their
nation’s moratoriums on planting and approval of biotech
crops until additional legislation is enacted by the EC that
addresses biotech food labeling, traceability and so-called
environmental liability.
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�	�'  The traceability
provisions being considered by the EU would apply to
any food or feed products derived from biotechnology
that are imported to, or shipped within, the EU.  Specifi-
cally, operators would be required to implement systems
and procedures to:  1) identify to whom and from whom
products are shipped; 2) transmit the specified informa-
tion to establish the identity of a product containing
individual biotech ingredients; and 3) retain the informa-
tion for five years and make it available to governmental
authorities upon demand.

“The requirement for operators to transmit and retain
this information from the stage when GMOs are devel-
oped and first placed on the market through their final
use as a food or feed or for processing will enable
competent authorities to trace GMOs back through the
production and distribution chains,” according to an EU
description of the plan.  “This will facilitate withdrawals
should an unforeseen effect come to light.  Operators
importing products into the (EU) will, therefore, have to
specify the identity of the GMOs contained in the
product.”  The document also said the proposal is
consistent with the EC food law’s general principles and
requirements, “which establish the principle of traceabil-
ity at all stages of the production and distribution chain
in the food and feed sectors.”

The traceability regime could greatly expand the
scope of Europe’s labeling requirements to include all
food and feed products sourced from, as well as contain-
ing, biotech commodities, and not just those that testing
finds contain biotech commodities exceeding 1 percent –
the current labeling threshold.  Under the new traceabil-
ity regime under consideration, any processed or refined
foods or feeds derived from biotech commodities where
the DNA/protein is not detectable would need to be
labeled with documentation from suppliers.
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  In a related development, the
American Seed Trade Association is renewing its call for
an international standard setting a 1 percent tolerance for
the unintentional presence of biotech-enhanced events in
conventional seed stock.

ASTA and the International Seed Trade Federation
have submitted the proposal to the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development – an organiza-
tion created to foster U.S.-European Union dialogue.  The
EU has sought a 0.5 percent tolerance for EU-approved
varieties and a zero tolerance for EU-unapproved biotech
events.

(“Biotech Labeling” continued from page 1)
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The House and Senate Agriculture Committees
have announced new hearings in their ongoing
examinations of farm policy.

On Feb. 28 and March 1, the Senate Agriculture
Committee will conduct a hearing focusing on the
conservation programs in the current farm bill, and
proposals to create new ones.  Also on Feb. 28, the
House Agriculture Committee will continue its series of
hearings on specific farm commodity policy proposals
when it receives testimony from the American Farm
Bureau Federation.   The National Cotton Council began
the process with its testimony on Feb. 15, in which it
called for a continuation of marketing loans, the
enactment of a combination of coupled and decoupled
payments, retention of planting flexibility and elimina-
tion of the payment limits.

Meanwhile, the House Agriculture Committee on
Feb. 14 reviewed the condition of the U.S. farm
economy.  U.S. Department of Agriculture Chief
Economist Dr. Keith Collins projected that under
current law (without supplemental income payments),
net cash farm income in 2001 would be at its lowest level
since 1994 and about $4 billion less than the average of the
1990s.  However, Collins provided cautious optimism on
several fronts, including projections for slowly increasing
commodity prices and exports, which should be strength-
ened by a weakening dollar.

Collins and Dr. Bruce Gardner of the University of
Maryland’s Department of Agricultural and Resource
Economics both faulted the current commodity loan rate
structure and government payment levels for encouraging
production, distorting trade, and raising land values and
rental rates.  Collins said large government payments
insulated producers from making sound business decisions
on crop production.  Gardner also termed acreage-reduction
programs of previous farm bills “a major mistake,” and
urged Congress to reshape farm programs to assist primarily
low-income producers rather than attempting to increase
commodity market prices through artificial means.  He said
it was “hopeless” to think that raising commodity prices
would meet the needs of low-income producers.  Gardner
also called the trend toward increased off-farm income by
farm families a positive development.

Presenting a contrary view, Dr. Daryll Ray of the
University of Tennessee’s Department of Agricultural
Economics and Rural Sociology testified that producers
were uniquely unable to adjust acreage in response to
market price signals.  Ray also maintained that foreign
farmers made production decisions without regard to U.S.
policy developments.

���������������������$������������

While awaiting the scheduled Feb. 27 arrival of President
Bush’s proposed budget for fiscal year 2002, Congress has
begun identifying some of the tough choices it will have to
make in the months ahead given the demands on the projected
surplus.

Each year, Congress debates the president’s budget request
and formulates a “budget resolution” – legislation that sets the
parameters for government spending.  The latest projections
put the total 10-year surplus at $5.6 trillion.  Of that, $2.4
trillion is derived from excess Social Security receipts, and
$392 billion comes from Medicare surpluses.  All of the
proposals being discussed on Capitol Hill would isolate the
surplus funds derived from Social Security, and many would
do the same for Medicare.  That would leave $2.4 trillion over
10 years for tax cuts, debt reduction and additional govern-
ment spending.  President Bush is supporting a $1.6 trillion
tax cut over 10 years, but some Republicans are seeking more.
Meanwhile, many congressional Democrats are coalescing
around a $900 billion tax cut, while dividing the remainder
between debt reduction and more spending.

On the spending side, priorities include increased funds for
defense, education and a prescription drug benefit for seniors.
Some agriculture groups have called upon Congress to use
some of the surplus for a substantial increase in the
budget baseline for agriculture spending.

���	��������������������%&'�����������

The following table summarizes farm legislation introduced thus far in the
Senate and House in the 107th Congress.
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The Food and Drug Administration plans to repropose

sometime next year a new rule on electronic records and
electronic signatures to gather input from the food and
animal feed manufacturing sectors on the application of such
requirements to their respective industries.

That was a major beneficial outcome of a meeting
conducted Feb. 13 between FDA’s Center for Veterinary
Medicine and feed industry representatives, including the
NGFA.  The meeting addressed concerns of the feed industry
on whether the agency’s rules that contain technical and
procedural requirements for businesses that maintain
electronic records or that use electronic signatures apply to
the feed industry.

Dr. Linda Tollefson, FDA/CVM deputy director, con-
firmed the agency last October had changed its interpretation
concerning the application of the electronic records/elec-
tronic signatures rule on the feed industry at the direction of
the agency’s Office of Regulatory Affairs, which determined
that such rules applied to all industries regulated by FDA.
However, she said, the agency received complaints from the
food and feed industries that the original rulemaking
appeared to be directed at the pharmaceutical industry, and
that the rules had been developed without adequate input.
Tollefson indicated she agreed with an NGFA suggestion

that FDA district offices be notified that the agency plans
to repropose its electronic recordkeeping/electronic
signatures rule, thereby reducing the possibility that
enforcement action would be brought against firms for
violating the existing rules.

The NGFA developed talking points for use by the
industry delegation that cited several major flaws with the
FDA rules as applied to the feed manufacturing industry,
including the following:  1) They could discourage mills
from using electronic systems by requiring redundant
paper records, complex procedures and manual signatures
as backup documentation; 2) They could have a dispro-
portionate impact on licensed feed manufacturers that are
more likely to use electronic systems and be inspected; 3)
They would create additional complexity, time and costs
for FDA’s already overburdened regulatory inspection
activities; 4) They potentially would divert attention away
from FDA’s more pressing inspection needs, including
completing inspections for compliance with the agency’s
BSE rule; and 5) They would not result in perceptible
benefits, since there have been no allegations impugning
the integrity of the feed manufacturing industry’s elec-
tronic records or demonstrating that feed safety or purity
has been compromised.

�$��������������������������������������������������)��������������

The Food and Drug Administration on Feb. 10 issued a
notice advising that it had issued a letter to the food
industry pertaining to the legal use and marketing of
conventional foods containing novel ingredients, including
botanicals.

The letter has potential relevance to animal feed, since
certain novel ingredients that have not undergone an FDA
review for safety and functionality – and have not been
classified as generally recognized as safe (GRAS) – are
being promoted by some for inclusion in feed for food-
producing animals and pet food.  The Association of
American Feed Control Officials (AAFCO), the profes-
sional organization of state and federal feed control
agencies, recently established an “Enforcement Strategy
for Marketed Ingredients Work Group” to focus on
enforcement-related issues concerning novel ingredient
that have not been reviewed under AAFCO’s ingredient-
definition process, which includes an FDA safety review.

In its recent letter to food companies, FDA said it was
“concerned that some botanical and other novel ingredi-
ents that are being added to conventional foods are
neither approved food additives nor generally recognized
as having been safe for these uses,” in violation of the
Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act.

FDA also said the letter “reminded” manufacturers
about legal requirements regarding claims on conven-
tional foods.  Under the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic
Act, certain claims are allowed, such as:  1) health claims
(characterizing the relationship between a food substance
and a disease or health-related condition); 2) nutrient
content claims (characterizing the level of a nutrient in a
food); and 3) structure/function claims (characterizing the
effect of a food on a structure or function of the body.
“FDA must review health claims and nutrient-content
claims prior to marketing, unless the claim has been
authorized by regulation or by statute under the authorita-
tive-statement-notification procedure,” the agency said.
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The Environmental Protection Agency announced Feb. 16
that it is delaying for 60 days – to April 17 – the effective
date of its rule that would reduce the Toxic Release Inven-
tory (TRI) reporting threshold for lead and lead compounds.

The new reporting thresholds were intended to apply to
2001 emissions, which are to be reported in 2002.  The latest
action is part of the Bush administration’s moratorium to
provide opportunity for review of certain regulations issued
in the waning days of the Clinton administration.

EPA on Jan. 8 had announced it was reducing the TRI
reporting threshold for lead and lead compounds to 100
pounds for reports submitted under Section 313 of the
Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act.
The previous threshold had been 25,000 pounds for manu-

facturing and processing, and 10,000 pounds for other
use categories.  EPA originally had proposed changing
the reporting threshold in August 1999 to 10 pounds
because it believed lead and lead compounds were
“highly bioaccumulative.”  However, data submitted to
EPA during the rulemaking process indicated that its
proposed 10-pound level would negatively affect
virtually all feed mills.  The agency plans to convene a
special review panel to consider whether lead and lead
compounds are highly bioaccumlative, leaving open the
possibility that it subsequently could reduce the threshold
further.  Lead is a naturally occurring contaminant that
may be present at trace levels in minerals and nutrients
commonly used in manufacturing animal feed.  Remov-
ing these minute levels from ingredients would be cost-
prohibitive and infeasible.

- $������������.&&&/���
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The U.S. Department of Agriculture on Feb. 20

announced it will make about $500 million in payments
to 590,000 oilseed producers as authorized under the
Agricultural Risk Protection Act of 2000.

Eligible for the
payments are produc-
ers who planted
soybeans, sunflowers,
flaxseed, canola,
rapeseed,
safflowerseed,
mustard, crambe and
sesame in 2000.
Payments are calcu-
lated based on the
five-year average
price for each oilseed,
after dropping the
high and low years,
and are adjusted to
keep spending within
the $500 million
authorized level.  The
final payment rates
are 1.8 percent more
than the projected
rates announced prior
to the Oct. 16-Jan. 12
signup period.  The
producer’s payment

yield is based on planted acres in 1997, 1998 or 1999,
except that for new producers the payment acres are
based on 2000-crop-year plantings.  The payment rates,
by state, are depicted in the accompanying chart.
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The Environmental Protection Agency has announced
that it has entered into a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) with the registrants of aluminum/magnesium
phosphide (which produces the fumigant phosphine gas)
that will permit its continued use in grain handling and
processing operations.

The agency is seeking comment on the MOA through
March 5.  As reported in the Nov. 30 edition of the NGFA
Newsletter, the MOA contains several key provisions:

� A requirement that the product registrants submit a
fumigation management plan to the agency that contains
procedures for monitoring fumigated areas, notifying
local emergency responders prior to fumigation, notifi-
cation of local residents in case of an emergency and
documentation of the plan’s development and monitor-
ing results.  EPA said each of the product registrants had
submitted draft plans by Jan. 1;

� Submit draft label revisions to EPA by June 1; and

�  Submit the first annual incident analysis report and draft
protocols and feasibility studies for collecting fumiga-
tion monitoring data by April 1.  EPA said the product
registrants also are to begin conducting applicator
training and certification programs during 2001.

In exchange, EPA has dropped its previous proposal to
prohibit fumigation within 500 feet of a residence, as well
as its earlier proposal to require advance notification of
businesses and residences within a 750-foot radius of a
planned fumigation.  In addition, the current 0.3-part-per
million exposure limit will remain in effect while EPA
evaluates data on the health effects of phosphine submitted
to the agency by Sciences International, a group retained by
the product registrants and users to collect such data.  The
MOA commits the agency to provide an opportunity for
public comment before taking any action to reduce the
exposure limit to less than 0.3 p.p.m.
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 In
another agricultural pest control development, the U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Office of Pest Management
Policy has scheduled a March 29 meeting in Kansas City to
discuss a strategy for phasing out the use of Reldan™ and
to develop a viable alternative for use on wheat and other
grains.  The meeting is scheduled for 8:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.
at the Hilton Kansas City Airport Hotel, located at 8801
N.W. 112th St.  Those interested in attending should contact
Ted Rogers of USDA’s Office of Pest Management Policy
at (202) 720-3846 or via e-mail at trogers@ars.usda.gov.

Hotel rooms are available by contacting the Hilton
by March 7 at (816) 891-8900.

EPA has indicated it plans to phase out the use of
Reldan (Chlorpyrifos-methyl) by Dec. 31, 2004.  While
EPA does not think the product poses a food safety or
ecological problem, it believes it may pose an unaccept-
able occupational risk to those involved in mixing and
handling the chemical.  The manufacturer of Reldan
decided not to pursue the additional scientific studies
needed to address the agency’s concerns with potential
occupational exposure.

Under EPA’s current plan, the chemical could be
manufactured and sold until Dec. 31, 2003 and existing
stocks could be used through Dec. 31, 2004.  In addition,
tolerances for the chemical’s residue would be retained
for an additional four years – until Dec. 31, 2008 – to
allow raw material and finished food products that may
have been treated with the pesticide to clear market
channels.  EPA estimates that 80,000 pounds of Reldan
currently are used annually, with approximately 80
percent applied to wheat and other grains.  EPA has
agreed to work closely with USDA, manufacturers and
the industry to ensure that its regulatory review process
does not unduly delay the introduction of new alternative
products to replace Reldan.
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The United States has submitted a formal response to the
European Union’s proposed maximum limits for ochra-
toxin A in imports of cereal grains, cereal products and
dried vine fruit.  The EU has proposed, effective July
2001, to set a limit of 5 parts per billion for ochratoxin A
in raw cereal grains, 3 p.p.b. in cereal products and 10
p.p.b. in dried vine fruit.  In addition, the EU proposed an
official method for sampling and analyzing for ochratoxin
A in bulk shipments of such products.

The U.S. response, submitted to the World Trade
Organization’s Committee on Sanitary and Phytosanitary
Measures, called the EU action premature, noting that the
Codex Alimentarius Committee on Food Additives and
Contaminants has asked that the Codex Joint Expert
Committee on Food Additives study the health risks posed
by the toxin.  In addition, work is underway on establish-
ing good agricultural and manufacturing practices to
minimize dietary exposure to ochratoxin A.  The U.S.
response also said that more objective data are needed on
the distribution and occurrence of ochratoxin A before it is
possible to set scientifically sound, achievable maximum
limits for the substance.
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because it would not materially improve safety and could
contribute to an explosion hazard where separate dust control
is not provided in each bin.  It also rejected a proposal to
require lightning protection on all structures higher than 50
feet above grade because such an arbitrary standard would
not be justified in many locations and would unnecessarily
burden the industry.  Also rejected was a proposal to prohibit
dust collected by a dust-control system to be returned to the
grain stream inside the facility unless the dust had been
treated with a dust suppressant.  The committee concluded
that dust could be returned to the grain stream without
materially increasing the explosion hazard, provided the dust
is handled in a manner that does not cause excessive airborne
dust (e.g., mixed with grain or placed under a layer of grain).

During the meeting, concerns also were raised over
whether NFPA’s standardized language on retroactive
application of the standard to existing facilities could result
in local fire officials applying the new code’s requirements in
the absense of an unacceptable risk.  However, the committee
approved the change based upon a NFPA staff recommenda-
tion that such wording has been adopted by other NFPA
committees and has not posed problems.
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 The NFPA next will publish a report on the
committee’s actions by early Spring for public review and
comment.  Those comments will be reviewed at the
committee’s next scheduled meeting in October 2001.  The
changes are required to be passed by a two-thirds majority
vote before they are forwarded to NFPA for final approval.
The newly revised standard is scheduled for publication in
July 2002 after being reviewed and approved by NFPA
membership at its annual meeting in Spring 2002.
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The National Fire Protection Association’s (NFPA)
Technical Committee on Agricultural Dusts met on Feb. 6-8
in Boston, Mass., to consider a series of changes to its
standard designed to protect personnel from injury and
property from damage caused by fires and explosions at
grain elevators, feed manufacturing plants, mills and
applicable portions of processing plants.

The standard (NFPA 61) was developed in 1923 and
originally consisted of four separate standards, which in
1995 were combined into one.  The standard was last
updated in 1999, at which time the technical committee
decided to place it on a three-year review cycle that is
scheduled for completion in 2002.

NFPA is an independent, voluntary nonprofit organiza-
tion founded in 1896 to develop scientifically based consen-
sus codes and standards, as well as to conduct research and
education on fire and related safety issues.  NGFA Safety,
Health and Environmental Quality Committee Chairman
James E. Maness, assistant vice president, Bunge Corp., St.
Louis, Mo., serves on the NFPA 61 technical committee,
while NGFA Director of Technical Services Thomas C.
O’Connor serves as an alternate.  Both represent the Grain
Elevator and Processing Society, with which the NGFA has a
strategic alliance.
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During the meeting, the NFPA technical
committee approved a major reorganization of the code,
including:

� a proposal clarifying that floor sweeps are allowed
provided they are on a separate dust collection system
with the fan downstream of the filter.  The use of floor
sweeps currently is prohibited under NFPA 61; and

� a reorganization the code’s provisions that apply to
elevator legs.  In so doing, the committee rejected
proposals that would have mandated additional alarms
and equipment shutdown when legs slowed to less than
90 percent of normal operating speed.  The committee
also debated, but did not approve, a proposal to provide
special firefighting access doors to leg areas with combus-
tible lining material, since the standard already requires
access doors to the leg and boot sections of the leg.  But
the committee added a provision to the standard to allow
the use of combustible lining in high-wear areas of spouts
and handling equipment, with advisory language indicat-
ing that the use of non-combustible lining is preferred and
adequate access should be considered for firefighting in
spouts and equipment lined with combustible lining.

The committee rejected a proposal to prohibit structural
openings between storage areas of bulk grain silos and tanks
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With the NGFA’s 105th annual convention looming,
membership recruiters are working overtime to sign new
members and qualify for fabulous cash and membership
prizes to be awarded in New Orleans.

At the Grand Opening Breakfast on March 15, here are
some of the prizes that will be presented:

� ����$��%�&� Weekend in Hilton Head – Travel spon-
sored by John P. Stewart Inc., Albuquerque, N.M.;
accommodations provided by Westin Hilton Head
Resort, site of the 2002 NGFA annual convention.

 � �
'�$��%�&� NGFA/GE Railcar – One year’s rent-free
use of the specially painted railcar, a symbol of the
support provided by GE Capital Rail Services, Chicago,
Ill., to the NGFA’s membership program.

� ���������	  Three months of free DTN services –
Sponsored by DTN, Omaha, Neb.

� (��)����*�����+����� ��'&  A special prize
awarded to the first-time recruiter compiling the most
recruiting points – A free upgrade at next year’s conven-
tion in Hilton Head.

� �**����������,������
�-�.
'���'���&� The
executive of an NGFA affiliate member compiling the
most points receives two free nights at next year’s
Hilton Head convention.

� /�������0����� ��'&��An endowment created
by former NGFA Chairman Herb Nootbaar funds an
annual cash prize for which all sponsors are eligible.
A random drawing will determine this year’s winner,
who receives a $500 cash prize!

�������������	
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��  Get on the phone, talk to
that prospect you’ve been thinking about recently, and
invite them to join the NGFA!  If your prospect joins and
selects you as the sponsor, your name is in the hat for
these prizes.

��������������	���� At press time, 76 new
member companies have been recruited since last year’s
convention.  Currently, 29 new members still are needed
to reach our 105-new member goal.  Challenging?  No
doubt.  Doable?  Yes, but we need your help today!  Call
your prospects now, and contact the NGFA staff if you
need membership materials or talking points.


