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from Washington &&=

There probably won’t be any extension of the new July
1, 1978, deadline for labels of foods containing fats and oils
to specifically identify the source of those ingredients.

When the Food and Drug Administration announced last
November that the deadline was being revised from Jan. 1,
1978, it also said “the Commissioner wants it clearly under-
stood that he is not likely to grant a request (for another
extension) unless an extension is clearly justified.”

Left unresolved after the Nov. 11 announcement in the
Federal Register (p. 58789) was when the FDA would
choose between the terms “hydrogenated” and “saturated”
to identify processed fats and oils, Taylor Quinn of the
FDA’s Bureau of Foods said in December he didn’t know
when a decision would be forthcoming—or even whether it
would be made before the new July 1 deadline for source
labeling.

Quinn did say, however, that FDA’s policy continues to
be that either term may be used. When a decision is made as
to which term is obligatory, food processors will be given a
reasonable amount of time to use up stocks of old labels,
Quinn said.

William Goodrich, president of the Institute of Shorten-
ing and Edible Oils, said that the six months’ extension
should be satisfactory to permit firms to use up old labels.
Much of the burden would have fallen upon food proces-
sors who use fats and oils as an ingredient in their products.
Under existing rules, the processors could use the term
“shortening” with no further identification, or could use
hardened fats and oils identified solely as to whether they
were of animal, vegetable, or marine sources. Potato chip
manufacturers could simply state that the product had been
fried in vegetable oil. When the new regulation takes effect,
labels on such products will need to identify the specific
source of the fat or oil used.

Extended at the same time until July 1, 1978, were
proposed regulations affecting bakery goods optional ingre-
dients labeling.

The role of the federal government in helping Americans
improve their diets from a nutritional standpoint continues
to be discussed.

USDA Secretary Bob Bergland announced in November
that he is forming a Human Nutrition Research Service
within USDA. A standard part of many USDA officials’
speeches this past year has been the comment that “We
know more about nutritional requirements of pregnant
sows than we do of human nutritional requirements.” An
interagency task force spent time last year investigating
what role different federal agencies should have in nutrition
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work, but no major changes have been outlined as yet.

Robert Angelotti, administrator of USDA’s Food Safety
and Quality Service, said that his unit would develop pro-
grams designed to educate consumers about problems
“associated with excessive intakes of sugar, sodium, or fat.”

“Though controversy exists over the relationship be-
tween saturated fats, cholesterol, and heart disease, little, if
any, controversy exists over the fact that the American diet
is higher in fat than is necessary for good nutrition,” Dr.
Angelotti said. .

During the USDA’s annual outlook meetings, one session
dealt with dietary goals. Food Chemical News reports that
the Poultry and Egg Institute has charged that the session
failed to provide a full discussion of cholesterol.

FDA’s Wayne L. Pines, deputy assistant commissioner
for public affairs, told the Puerto Rico Chapter of the
American Dietetic Association that percentage labeling of
foods would be increasing and ‘“We now want additional
information on nutrition labels, including cholesterol, fatty
acid, sodium and potassium labeling,” according to the
Food Chemical News of Nov, 14, 1977.

The USDA has set acreage allotments and marketing
quotas for the 1978 domestic peanut crop. National acreage
quota is 1,614,000 acres, the minimum permitted under
present law, and the national poundage quota will be
1,680,000 tons, the minimum quota permitted. The USDA
expected that about 1,530,000 acres will be planted and
1,500,000 acres harvested in 1978, producing a total crop
of about two million tons. Federal Register, Tuesday, Dec.
6, 1977, p. 61588,

The U.S. Department of Labor has scheduled a hearing
for April 4, 1978, on its proposed regulations on “Identifi-
cation, Classification and Regulation of Toxic Substances
Posing a Potential Occupational Carcinogenic Risk.” The
hearing will be held in the departmental auditorium, 14th
St. and Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington, DC,

The hearing originally had been scheduled for March 14,
but the date was advanced in late November when the de-
partment set a Jan. 30 deadline for submission of com-
ments on the proposed regulations.

Persons interested in receiving a copy of the proposed
regulations as they appeared in the Federal Register of Oct.
4, 1977, and the extension of time for comments from the
Federal Register of Nov, 29, 1977, may write Anson M.
Keller, U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, Washington, DC 20210 (tele:
202-523-7075).

The rules are designed to provide new procedures and
regulatory framework to control workers’ exposure to
potential occupational carcinogens. The rule would estab-
lish Categories I, II, III, and IV for workplace chemicals,
Category I would be for substances known to be potential
carcinogens as shown in various tests; Category II for
chemicals for which evidence is “only suggestive’” that it is
a potential carcinogen; Caiegory III would be for other
chemicals which are not known to be potential carcinogens;
Category IV would be for substances not found in Ameri-
can workplaces, for which no controls would be set until
such time as the substances are proposed for use.

The full proposal covers approximately 100 pages in the
Federal Register,

The Environmental Protection Agency, meanwhil.. has
published its final rules for “procedures for rulemak..o
under Section 6 of the Toxic Substances Control Act.” The
procedures will include publication in the Federal Register
of proposed rules, at least a 30-day notice of informal
hearings, provision for public comments and reply to com-

ments, Federal Register, Friday, Dec. 2, 1977, pp.
61259-61262, P
'89A



