To whom it may concern:
	My name is Trevor McCalmont and I am writing in opposition to the proposed rule regarding the importation of eggplant from Israel.  As a concerned citizen, I believe that this rule creates too many risks and encourages wasteful actions in a time where secure financial practices are imperative.  In this letter, I will first address the safety issues with the importation of eggplant from Israel and secondly I will discuss the economic and environmental areas where waste is encouraged.
	The safety of the multi-billion dollar agricultural industry must be the primary concern of the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS).  California, the state in which I reside, has firsthand experience with the potential destruction that the pests we are guarding against can cause.  In the early 1980s, the Mediterranean fruit fly caused huge impositions against the people of California and the safety checks the state implemented, which were absolutely necessary, took valuable time and money from the California Highway Patrol, among other state agencies.  Instead of keeping our highways safe from dangerous drivers, the CHP set up checkpoints at various sites around the state to inspect fruit that people had in their cars.  Not only were billions of dollars of crops threatened in the Central Valley, but the government actually becomes strained during an outbreak of any of the six pests mentioned in the proposed rule.
	I understand that there are a variety of security measures being implemented to protect against the threats that cause me to be fearful.  The construction of the “pest-exclusionary structures” includes most of the proper measures for elimination of these bugs from where the eggplants will be grown, but to me there are a few shortcomings.  For starters, the Scirtothrips dorsalis, one of the six pests explicitly mentioned in the proposal, can fit through the 1.6mm grate that will be placed over all openings.  I disagree with the acceptability of the bug being “partially discouraged” from entering the building.  At the very least, I expect complete discouragement and physical prohibition of this bug’s ability to enter the structure.  The proposed rule states that the thrips pest will be removed at a later stage and the eggplants that are exported to the United States will be inspected and the thrips will be removed during inspection.  I agree that modern technology will allow for thorough inspection, but the bug is less than 1.6mm long, and therefore difficult for most humans to see.  It worries me that this minute critter could feast on any given eggplant and create a small crevice that could appear to be a natural breaking of the skin in normal eggplant growth.  Accidentally, the bug would be welcomed into the United States and be able to ravage crops here.  Admittedly, this is a relatively rare hypothetical situation, but nothing in the proposed rule comforts my fears of the above situation.
	I feel that the procedure being adopted in this proposal requires a great investment of faith in human decency.  I am not the least or most trusting person in the world.  I believe most people intend to act in a way that benefits themselves first, but also society.  However, this proposed rule requires people with little to gain to act with the best interests of two countries and multiple businesses in mind.  Something as simple as an inspector having a bad day or being tired, could lead to significant problems for the agricultural industry in the United States.  There are some preventative measures that work against pest infestations, but as I understand it, there are not very many secondary checks to keep our country safe.
	To me, the unease in no way stops there.  The current financial crisis that the entire world is experiencing needs to be brought to a halt, and the enacting of this proposed rule will not encourage fiscal responsibility or contribute to the conclusion of the situation.  First off, for Israel to export these goods to the United States, they must convert old buildings into “pest-exclusionary structures” which would require a significant if not overwhelming investment.  Next, they must hire the required laborers for inspection and maintenance of the structures.  These initial investments are not a burden for a government to incur, but are already well over $20,000.  As I am sure you are well aware, the entire United States market for eggplants dwarfs the production capabilities of Israel and we import nearly 200 times the entire Israeli production of the fruit.  Also, Israel would not be exporting 100% of their eggplants to the United States, so really their impact would be reduced further.  It would take decades for Israel to make a profit off of this business venture, if they ever would profit, and the United States would not be receiving a higher quality product.  Why should our government, the symbolic and in some cases literal leaders of the world, encourage this economic gamble, especially given the current status of the world?
	My final concern deals with the environmental impact of this proposal.  We are discussing the shipment of less than $20,000 worth of eggplant which would have a trivial positive impact but potentially a more noteworthy negative one.  The economic market may be small, but the physical volume of space taken up by $20,000 worth of eggplant is significant.  The fossil fuels spent on transportation would slightly increase our dependence on foreign oil and exacerbate political issues with the Middle East.  The United States of America is halfway around the world from Israel, and the world would be better off shipping these goods somewhere closer to their country of origin.  The current administration apparently has little interest in protecting and maintaining the health of the planet, but environmentalism promotes a way of life where humans have as little negative impact on our home as possible.  If we need to have more eggplants in the United States, we can stop exporting almost ten metric tons of the fruit annually and Israel can export their goods to countries that are physically closer to them.
	In general, my concern with the proposed rule is how trivial of a positive impact acceptance would have, while approving the rule simultaneously creates real situations where a non-trivial negative impact is relatively likely.  I feel that the rule is wasteful and encourages wasteful behaviors in the short-term and this is intolerable given the economic circumstances.  In the long-run, this proposed rule is not productive or progressive and has no benefits for either party involved.  If this is a method for the United States government to coyly deny Israeli requests for increased trading rights by making the financial requirements too great, it is equally unacceptable.  I cannot find any standard that shows why this rule should be accepted, therefore I urge you to reject this proposal.  If the agency determines that this rule will be accepted, my secondary request is that the system of checks is strengthened in order to deny access to the fruitful fields of the United States to all pests.
