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within the period of this grave National 
Emergency, unless the Public Health 
Service makes a realistic approach, as 
we trust it will, toward the entire 
problem. 

Because it is the United States Pub­
lic Health Service, however, my feeling 
is that despite all else we should en­
deavor to find ways and means of 
retaining the Standard Milk Ordinance 
in some modified form for sentimental 
reasons, out of our respect, if for 
nothing else, for the prestige of this 
important federal agency. After all, I 
trust we are almost all agreed that we 
need uniform regulations, and with a 
wholesome degree of compromise on 
all sides, I see no reason why the 
Standard Milk Ordinance should not 
be utilized as the framework about 
which this end may be attained. 

CoNCLUSIONS 

It is >vith considerable reluctance 
that I place myself in the position of 
being critical of our present day sys-

. tern of public health milk control. Like 
many of you, I have been associated 
with this particular system for a long 
period of time, and have had an oppor­
tunity over these years to study its 
virtues and its faults. Our present un­
coordinated system of milk con­
stitutes not only a serious blot upon the 
enlightenment and prestige of public 
health authorities throughout America, 
but in addition, it is jeopardizing the 
economics of the dairy industry, is 
seriously impairing public welfare, and 
is, without doubt, dangerously under­

ining our \Var Effort. 
It is with such thoughts in mind, 

that I present for considera­
the following conclusions : 

. That the present lack of uniform 
regulations, and closer coordina­

of our entire milk control system 
· is largely responsible for 

barriers, which handicap the 
needed free flow of milk ; that 

situation is an important factor 
ved in the question of the high 

of milk and of low milk con-

sumption; and that delay in solving the 
problem is seriously undermining our 
\Var Effort , since there is now a grow­
ing shortage of fluid milk for our 
Army and civilian population alike. 

2. That our present system of official 
milk control policy trespasses too far 
into the purely aesthetical and eco­
nomical side of farm dairy control, 
often ,,·ith no true public health pur­
pose to be served, while losing sight of 
the growing public health need of more 
adequate supervision and control of 
milk as received at the plant, and of its 
subsequent processing and handling. 

3. That due to faulty administrative 
policy on the part of many state and 
city boards of health, official milk con­
trol is at present improperly organized, 
and the technical personnel engaged is 
frequently lacking in well-rounded ex­
perience, \vith a result that both the 
economical and nutritional angles of 
the milk problem are being seriously 
mishandled. 

4. That many of the obstacles delay­
ing adoption of unified regulation and 
a more coordinated system of milk con­
trol. in this country, may be attributed 
to the same faulty organization of milk 
control as referred to in conclusion 
number three. 

5. That while it would seem impor­
tant for control over all final milk safe­
guards to remain in the hands of city 
departments of health. including deter­
mination at the plant of the fitness of 
milk for pasteurization purposes, that 
is, pending the creation of some appro­
priate state system of milk control, 
economical considerations, otherwise, 
point to the advisability of divorcing 
farm inspection entirely from the scope 
of activities of local health departments 
and consideration being given to the 
wisdom of placing it in some way 
under the broader experience and in­
fluence of the United States Depart­
ment of Agriculture. through a new 
form of organization to be studied 
and set up. 
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SERIOUS FLAWS IN MILK CONTROL POLICY WHICH IMPAIR 
OUR WAR EFFORT 

(Cm~tinued from page 85) 

6. That a stage has been reached 
where the situation points to the neces­
sity of the immediate appointment of 
a National Technical Commission em­
bracing milk sanitarians, dairy econo­
mists, and nutritionists to study the 
entire field of milk control, including 
the whole question of trade barriers, 
and with powers to act. This step 
should not be for the purpose of setting 
up just one more agency, but rather 
with a view of eliminating many 
agencies, and dove-tailing others now 
in the field-many of which at present 
with widely conflicting interests, some 
of them selfish. 

Finally, it is my firm belief that if 
boards of health and milk sanitarians 
concerned fail to examine frankly evi­
dent truths pertaining to factors that 
are in any way responsible for the 
present market milk situation in this 
country, it is to court disaster, and to 
speed the inevitable economic conse­
quences involved directly and headlong 
into the arms of Congress. I would be 
as regretful as other milk sanitarians 

to see this happen, especially, if i 
should come precipitately and withoti 
guidance, which may be the case in the 
event that boards of health are unable 
to find ways and means of presidi ' 
appropriately over the matter and fitf 
a solution. 

And, in the absence of our ability t , 
do the job ourselves, the fact is in­
escapable that anything which threa" 
ens the welfare or proper maintenanc, 
of the nation's milk supply, particu, 
larly in war-time, is actually a matte 
that gravely concerns the Congress d~ 
the United States. 
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