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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 105( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVE BUNDE
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED

"An Act providing forthe licensing of speech-language pathologists; and providing

for an effective date."

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 08.01.010(5) is amended to read:

(5) regulation of audiologists and sneech-language pathologists under

AS 08.11;
* Sec. 2. AS 08.02.010(a) is amended to read:
@) An acupuncturist licensed under AS 08.06, an audiologist or sneech-

language pathologist licensed under AS 08.11, a person licensed in the state as a
chiropractor under AS 08.20, a professional counselor licensed under AS 08.29, a
dentist under AS 08.36, a dietitian or nutritionist licensed under AS 08.38, a marital
and family therapist licensed under AS 08.63, a medical practitioner or osteopath under
AS 08.64, a direct-entry midwife certified under AS 08.65, a registered nurse under
AS 08.68, an optometrist under AS 08.72, a licensed pharmacist under AS 08.80, a

-1- CSHB 105( )
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 1-LS0340\G

physical therapist or occupational therapist licensed under AS 08.84, a psychologist
under AS08.86, or a clinical social worker licensed under AS 08.95,shall use as
professionalidentification appropiiate letters or a title after that person’sname that

represents the person’ specific field of practice. The letters or title shall appear on all
signs, stationery, or other advertising in which the person offers or displays personal
professional services to the public. In addition, a person engaged in the practice of
medicine or osteopathy as defined in AS 08.64.380, or a person engaged in any
manner in the healing arts who diagnoses, treats, tests, or counsels other persons in
relation to human health or disease and uses the letters "M.D." or the title "doctor" or
"physician” or another title that tends to show that the person is willing or qualified
to diagnose, treat, test, or counsel another person, shall clarify the letters or title by
adding the appropriate specialist designation, if any, such as "dermatologist”,

"radiologist”, "audiologist”, "naturopath”, or the like.

* Sec. 3. AS 08.11 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 08.11.015. Qualifications for speech-language pathologist license. The
department shall issue a license to practice speech-language pathology to an individual
who

(1) is 18 years of age or older;

(2) applies on a form provided by the department;

(3) pays the fee required under AS 08.11.050;

(4) has not engaged in conduct that is a ground for imposing
disciplinary sanctions under AS 08.11.085; and

(5) furnishes evidence satisfactory to the department that the person
holds a Certificate of Clinical Competence in speech-language pathology from the

American Speech-Language-Hearing Association or the equivalent of the certificate.

* Sec. 4. AS 08.11 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 08.11.025. Temporary license to practice speech-language pathology
as a speech-language pathologist, (a) On receipt of the completed application, the
department shall issue a temporary license for the practice of speech-language
pathology as a speech-language pathologist to an individual who is licensed to practice

speech-language pathology in another state and has submitted to the department an
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application for a license under AS 08.11.015.

(b) Subject to (c) and (d) of this section, the department may issue a temporary
license to the following:

(1) a nonresident for the practice of speech-language pathology as a
speech-language pathologist in the state for 60 days or less in a calendar year, if the
individual is licensed to practice speech-language pathology in another state, territory
of the United States, foreign country, or province that has requirements for a license
to practice speech-language pathology that are substantially equivalent to or higher
than the requirements of AS 08.11.015;

(2) a nonresident for the practice of speech-language pathology as a
speech-language pathologist in the state for 60 days or less in a calendar year, if the
individual meets the qualifications and requirements for a license under AS 08.11.015,
and resides in a state or territory of the United States or a foreign country or province
that does not license individuals to practice speech-language pathology;

(3) a resident or nonresident who is in the process of completing the
year of supervised clinical experience required for a Certificate of Clinical Competence
in speech-language pathology from the American Speech-Language-Hearing
Association; a temporary license issued under this paragraph is limited to one year
except that it may be renewed once for an additional year.

(c) The department shall deny a temporary license to an applicant under (b)
of this section if the board finds that the applicant has committed an act that is grounds
for a disciplinary sanction under AS 08.11.085.

(d) The department may impose by regulation additional limitations that it

determines appropriate on a temporary license issued under this section.

* Sec. 5. AS 08.11.030(d) is amended to read:
(d A suspended license is subject to expiration and must be renewed as

provided in AS 08.01.100, but the renewal does not entitle the individual while the
license remains suspended to practice audiology or speech-language pathology or to

engage in other activity or conduct that violates the order or judgment that suspended

the license.

* Sec. 6. AS 08.11.040 is amended to read:

3 CSHB 105( )
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sec. 08.11.040. Display of license, (a) An individual licensed to practice
audiology as an audiologist or licensed to practice speech-language pathology as a
speech-language pathologist in the state shall display the license in a prominent place

at each place of business of the individual.

(b) If an audiologist or speech-language pathologist has more than one place
of business, the department shall, on request and payment of a fee, issue a duplicate
license for each place of business of the individual.

* Sec. 7. AS 08.11.050 is amended to read:
Sec. 08.11.050. Fees. The department shall set fees under AS 08.01.065 for
each of the following:

(1) application;
(2) credential review;
(3) audiologist license and speech-language pathologist license:
(4) temporary license;
(5) renewal of license;
(6) delinquency;
(7) reinstatement;
(8) duplicate license.

* Sec. 8. AS 08.11.080 is amended to read:

sec. 08.11.080. Grounds for imposition of disciplinary sanctions on an
audiologist. After a hearing, the department may impose a disciplinary sanction on
an audiologist when the department finds that the licensee

(1) secured a license through deceit, fraud, or intentional

misrepresentation;
(2) engaged in deceit, fraud, or intentional misrepresentation in the

course of practicing audiology;
(3) advertised professional services in a false or misleading manner;
(4) has been convicted of a felony or other crime that affects the
person's ability to continue to practice competency and safely;
(5) continued to practice audiology after becoming unfit due to

(A) professional incompetence;

CSHB 105( ) -4-
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(B) use of drugs or alcohol in a manner that affects the person's
ability to practice audiology competently and safely;
(C) physical or mental disability;
(6) permitted another person to use the licensee's license;
(7) employed a person who does not have a valid current license to
practice audiology to perform work as an audiologist covered by this chapter;
(8) failed to comply with a provision of this chapter or a regulation
adopted under this chapter, or an order of the department.
* Sec. 9. AS 08.11 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 08.11.085. Grounds for imposition of disciplinary sanctions on a
speech-language pathologist. After a hearing, the department may impose a
disciplinary sanction on a speech-language pathologist when the department finds that
the licensee

(1) secured a license or temporary license through deceit, fraud, or
intentional misrepresentation;
(2) fraudulently or deceptively used a license or temporary license;
(3) altered a license or temporary license;
(4) sold, bartered, or offered to sell or barter a license or temporary
license;
(5) engaged in deceit, fraud, or intentional misrepresentation in the
course of practicing speech-language pathology;
(6) advertised professional services in a false or misleading manner;
(7) has been convicted of a felony or other crime that affects the
person’s ability to continue to practice competently and safely;
(8) continued to practice speech-language pathology after becoming
unfit due to
(A) professional incompetence;
(B) use of drugs or alcohol in a manner that affects the person’s
ability to practice speech-language pathology competently and safely;
(C) a physical or mental disability;

(9) permitted another person to use the licensee’s license or temporary
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CIO) employed a person who does not have a valid current license or

temporary license to practice speech-language pathology to perform work as a speech-

language pathologist covered by this chapter;

(11) failed to comply with a provision of this chapter or a regulatior

adopted under this chapter, or an order of the department.

* Sec. 10. AS 08.11.090(a) " amended to read:

(a)

When it finds that an audiologist has committed an act listed in

AS 08.11.080 or that a speech-language pathologist has committed an act listed

in AS 08.11.085. the department may impose the following sanctions singly or in

combination:

(1) permanently revoke a license to practice;

(2) suspend a license for a determinate period of time;

(3) censure a licensee;

(4) issue a letter of reprimand,;

(5) place a licensee on probationary status and require the licensee to

(A) report regularly to the department on matters involving the

basis of probation;

(B) limit practice to those areas prescribed;

(C) continue professional education until a satisfactory degree

of skill has been attained in those areas determined by the department to need

improvement;

(6) impose limitations or conditions on the practice of a licensee.

* Sec. 11. AS 08.11.100 is amended to read:

Sec. 08.11.100. Prohibited acts. Unless a person is licensed as an

audiologist under this chapter, the person may not

audiologist;

(1) practice audiology;

(2) use a title indicating or representing that the person practices as an

(3) advertise that the person practices audiology.

* Sec. 12. AS 08.11.100 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

105( )
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(b) Unless a person is licensed as a speech-language pathologist under this
chapter, the person may not

(1) practice speech-language pathology;

(2) use a title indicating or representing that the person practices as a
speech-language pathologist;

(3) advertise that the person practices speech-language pathology.

* Sec. 13. AS 08.11 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 08.11.125. Exemptions, (a) Except as otherwise specifically provided
in this section, this chapter does not apply to an individual who practices speech-
language pathology consistent with the accepted standards and code of ethics of the
individual’s profession as part of the individual’s duties as

(1) a physician licensed under AS 08.64;

(2) an employee of a school district while practicing speech-language
pathology under the provisions of certification issued by the Department of Education
and Early Development;

(3) a student, intern, or resident pursuing a course of study in speech-
language pathology at an accredited college or a clinical training facility approved by
the department if the activities of the student, intern, or resident constitute part of a
supervised course of study and the student, intern, or resident is designated as a
"speech-language pathology intern," "speech-language pathology trainee," or other title
approved by the department that clearly indicates thr- the person is training to be a
speech-language pathologist.

(b) An individual who is not licensed as a speech-language pathologist but
who is exempt under (a) of this section may not use a title or description stating or
implying that the person is a speech-language pathologist.

(c) An individual who is not licensed under this chapter but who teaches the
practice of speech-language pathology in a speech-language pathology training program
at a college or university may use the title "speech-language pathologist” but may not
practice speech-language pathology.

* Sec. 14. AS 08.11.200 is amended by adding new paragraphs to read:

(6) "practice of speech-language pathology™ means the application of
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principles, methods, and procedures related to the development and disorders of human

communication, including but not limited to

(A) screening, identifying, assessing and interpreting,
diagnosing, rehabilitating, and preventingdisorders  ofspeech, such as
articulation, fluency, voice, and language;

(B) screening, identifying, assessing and interpreting,
diagnosing, and rehabilitating disorders oforal-pharyngeal function or
dysphagia or related disorders;

©) screening, identifying, assessing and interpreting,
diagnosing, and rehabilitating cognitive and communication disorders;

(D) assessing, selecting, and developing augmentative and
alternative communication systems and providing training in their use;

(E) providing aural rehabilitation and related counseling services
to hearing impaired individuals and their families;

(F) enhancing speech-language proficiency and communication
effectiveness, such as accent reduction; and

(G) screening of hearing and other factors for the purpose of
speech-language evaluation or the initial identification of individuals with other
communication disorders, provided that judgments and descriptive statements

about the results of the screening are limited to pass-fail determinations;

(7 "speech-language pathologist” means an individual who is license

under AS 08.11.015 to practice speech-language pathology in the state.

* Sec. 15. AS 08.55.150(a) is amended to read:

(@) Unless a person is licensed under this chapter or islicensed as an

audiologist under AS 08.11, the person may not

(1) deal in hearing aids;

(2) use a title indicating or representing thatthe person deals in hearing

aids or is licensed to deal in hearing aids;

(3) advertise that the person deals in hearing aids.

* Sec. 16. AS 09.55.560(1) is amended to read:

‘SHB 105(
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(1) "health care provider" means an acupuncturist licensed under
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AS 08.06; an audiologist or speech-language pathologist licensed under AS 08.11;
a chiropractor licensed under AS 08.20; a dental hygienist licensed under AS 08.32;
a dentist licensed under AS 08.36; a nurse licensed under AS 08.68; a dispensing
optician licensed under AS 08.71; a naturopath licensed under AS 08.45; an
optometrist licensed under AS 08.72; a pharmacist licensed under AS 08.80; a physical
therapist or occupational therapist licensed under AS 08.84; a physician licensed under
AS 08.64; a podiatrist; a psychologist and a psychological associate licensed under
AS 08.86; a hospital as defined in AS 18.20.130, including a govemmentally owned
or operated hospital; an employee of a health care provider acting within the course
and scope of employment; an ambulatory surgical facility and other organizations
whose primary purpose is the delivery of health care, including a health maintenance
organization, individual practice association, integrated delivery system, preferred
provider organization or arrangement, and a physical hospital organization;

* Sec. 17. AS 42.05.296(b) is amended to read:
(b) A telephone subscriber is eligible for the service required by (a) of this

section if the subscriber is certified as deaf, hard of hearing, or speech impaired by a
licensed physician, a speech-language pathologist licensed under AS 08.11, an
audiologist, or the Department of Health and Social Services or if the subscriber is an
organization representing the deaf, hard of hearing, or speech impaired as determined

by the commission.

* Sec. 18. AS 44.62.330(a)(53) is amended to read:
(53) Department of Community and Economic Development concerning

the licensing and regulation of audiologists and sneech-language pathologists under

AS 08.11;

* Sec. 19. AS 47.17.290(13) is amended to read:
(13) "practitioner of the healing arts" includes chiropractors, mental

health counselors, social workers, dental ' ygienists, dentists, health aides, nurses, nurse
practitioners, certified nurse aides, o cupational therapists, occupational therapy
assistants, optometrists, osteopaths, naoiropaths, physical therapists, physical therapy
assistants, physicians, physician's assistants, psychiatrists, psychologists, psychological

associates, audiologists and sneech-language pathologists licensed under AS 08.11,

-9- CSHB 105( )
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1| hearing aid dealers licensed under AS 08.55, marital and family therapists licensed
2 1 under AS 08.63, religious healing practitioners, acupuncturists, and surgeons;

3 I *Sec. 20. This Act takes effect July 1, 2000.
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October 30,1998

The Honorable Con Bunde
Representative

716 W. 4th Ave.
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Representative Bunde,

It was a pleasure speaking with you on behalf of the Alaska Speech-Language-Hearing
Association (AKSHA) regarding state licensure for speech-language pathologists. AKSHA
members fully support licensing in the state of Alaska for one main reason: consumer

protection.

State governments are the only agencies capable of passing regulations to protect its
citizens. Forty-four states have already passed licensure laws for speech-language
pathologists (SLP's). Here, in Alaska, we have already passed licensure laws for
audiology, physical therapy and occupational therapy. Occupational licensing for SLP's
would demonstrate the continuing commitment our state government has to protecting the

consumer public.

Can consumers be injured through improper delivery of speech-language pathology?
Absolutely yes! Consumers can be physically harmed during procedures to treat voice
disorders and swallowing disorders. They can be injured during the fitting of prosthetic
devices and augmentative communication devices.

Consumers can be emotionally harmed when they are misdiagnosed and mistreated by
improperly trained SLP's; when they aren't referred to the right treatment sources for

further testing and follow-up.

Consumers can be financially harmed when they pay for weeks and months of services
from an incompetent provider. Inaddition, a problem that might have been overcome or
eliminated, continues on, delaying or preventing the consumer from returning to their normal

life.

Has this happened in Alaska? Yes. We have a man in Homer (see enclosed
advertisement) advertising himself to be a SLP. He has a Bachelor of Arts Degree but it
isn't even in the field of Communication Disorders. The public has complained about his
services, but there is nothing we can do.

How will licensure protect the consumers of Alaska? Licensure is the only available
means we have to protect consumers from improper service delivery.

For years, SLP's have voluntarily imposed standards for practice of speech-language
pathology upon themselves through the American Speech-Language-Hearing Association
(ASHA). ASHA has developed very stringent educational and ethical requirements for the
legal practice of the profession, culminating in the Certificate of Clinical Competence
(C-C.C.). Until recently, Medicare/Medicaid and the Joint Commission on the Accreditation
of Healthcare Organizations (JCAHO) referenced the C.C.C. as a necessary requirement
to provide speech language pathology services in hospitals, etc. A new trend has
developed, however, moving away from recognizing private accreditation groups, like



ASHA, to greater reliance upon state determination of qualifications via licensure. As a
result, we are left with an even thinner veil of protection for the consumer.

Now that insurance companies and hospitals are relying more on state iicensure to
determine if a service provider is qualified to practice, we are even more vulnerable. Not
only will an unqualified provider be able to practice, but also, qualified providers will be
unable to be reimbursed for services. At least one insurance company has denied
Dayment to a SLP in Anchorage because she was not licensed in the state of Alaska.
Since licensing is not available, there is no solution tuthe problem.

AKSHA recognizes that the time has come to enact legislation to license SLP's in private
and/or clinical practice in the state of Alaska. We have considered the Eligibility/ Renewal
Requirements and would like themto be commensurate with current ASHA requirements
for the C.C.C. Therefore, to be eligible for licensure, all speech-language pathologists
presently practicing in the state must hold a current Certificate of Clinical Competence.
Private practice/clinical SLP's moving to Alaska from other states or countries may use the
ASHA C.C.C. or another state or country license with standards equivalent to the C.C.C.
as evidence of meeting specific licensure requirements. We do not expect this license to
apply to school SLP's certified by the State Department of Education, teachers of the
deaf, physicians and their employees, students, nurses, or psychologists.

AKSHA is ready to work with you and the Alaska legislature in draftino and implementing a
bill to license speech-language pathologists in our state. Thank you aaain for you
support and willingness to protect the consumers of Alaska.

Kit Roberts, M.A., C.C.C.
Speech-Language Pathologist

cc: Diane Poaoe, AKSHA President
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STATES REGULATING AUDIOLOGY & SPEECH-LANGUAGE PATHOLOGY

46 states regulate 1 or both professions

** 46 states regulate AUDs (NH is the most recent—1996)
** 44 states regulate SLPs (all but AK and CO)

** 2 states regulate only AUDs (AK, CO), and not SLPs
** 44 states regulate both AUDs and SLPs

*x all but 3 states regulate via licensure

***  CO regulates AUDs & MN regulates SLPs & AUDs via registration-a
lesser form of regulation than licensure, which is mandatory

*** WA regulates AUDs & SLPs via certification, which is very similar to

CO and MN registration. Because it’s voluntary, it’s a less restrictive
form of regulation than licensure

22 states permit licensed or registered AUDs to dispense HAs under AUD Icgulation
(not have to meet additional requirements and/or pay additional fee)

** AL, AK, AR, CO, CT, FL, GA, IN, LA, MA, MD, NH, NY*** OH, OK,
RH, SC, TN, TX, UT, WA, WV

**** only in not-for-profit settings; AUDs dispensing in for-profit settings
must be registered as hearing aid dealers
9 states require all AUDs/SL”s to be licensed, regardless of work setting-includes
school-based personnel; MD and NH require all AUDs to be licensed
*x AZ, CT, DE, HI, IL(?), KS, LA, MA, MD (AUDs), MT, NH (AUDs)

30 AUD/SLP licensure laws recognize support personnel (may not regulate them)

30 states require continuing education for license renewal
SPD/7-96/cel

10801 ROCKVILLE PIKE ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20852 301-897-5700 VOICE OR TTY FAX 301-571-0457
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615 East 82nd, #204, Anchorage, AK, 99518
(907) 349-6151, Fax 349-6383, %800) 474-2116

December 29,1999

The Honorable Con Bunde
Representative

716 W. 4th Ave.
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Representative Bunde,

lam writing this letter in support of HB 105, an Act to provide licensing for speech-
language pathologists (SLP). Consumer protection is the main reason speech-language
pathologists need to be licensed. Ihave an additional, practical reason to support it:

reimbursement.

It seems that over the last several years medical insurance companies have started to
rely on state licensure of speech-language pathologists to determine if a service provider
is qualified to practice. Ifthe SLP does not have a state license, the insurance company
denies payment for the services. This has happened to me. lhave had several claim
denials from Blue Cross/Blue Shield for this very reason. At this time, | cannot get a
license to practice in Alaska. Icannot resolve the situation by obtaining a license. Ittakes
many letters, phone calls, and eventually intervention by the office of the State of Alaska
Insurance Commissioner to explain and resolve the situation.

Alaska is one of only four states that does not license speech-language pathologists in
private/clinical practice. The trend to allow state governments to license SLP's instead of
the federal government is a good one. Itis time for Alaska to include SLP’s on the list of
licensed service providers such as physical therapists, occupational therapists and
audiologists. The state needs to support our ability to obtain reimbursement from national

insurance companies.

lam ready to work with you and the State of Alaska to support this hill to license speech-
language pathologists in our state. Thank you again for you support and willingness to
support our profession and protect the consumers of Alaska.

Sin

Kt e e
Speech-Language Pathologist
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January 10, 2000

Patti Swenson

Representative Bundy's Office
Alaska State Capitol, Rm 501
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Ms. Swenson:

I am writing on behalf of the Alaska Speech-Language and Hearing Association in support of
HB 105, licensure for speech-language pathologists.

For over a decade, the association has been investigating the need for licensure of speech-
language pathologists in private practice. We have made the commitment as an association to
support this bill as it works its way through the licensure process. It is the consensus of this
association that this bill will help to assure consumers that the speech-language services they
are receiving are of the highest standards. We are proud to be joining our fellow physical
therapists, occupational therapists and audiologists in having professional licensing in the State
of Alaska. As an active member of the national organization of speech-language pathologists we
are increasingly aware of our uniqueness in not having standards such as those outlined in the
bill. Licensure will allow us to join forty-four other states in regulating the profession of

speech-language pathology.

We praise the efforts of your staff in helping this become a reality and on behalf of our Alaskan
residents with communication impairments we applaud ycur energy and appreciate your

support of the licensure bill.

Thank you.
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PATRICIAOLMSTEAD, MCSD, CCC

Speech-Lcmgucige Pathologist
P.O. Box 774462
Eagle River, Alaska 99577
(907)694-3238

To: Executive Council
Alaska Speech-Language-Hearing Association

From: Patty OlImstead
Eagle River, Alaska

D ate: March 13, 1999

Subject: House B ill 105

Today | received Susan Bunting's "GOOD NEWS" bulletin that
House B ill 105 is coming to the legislature. Licensure for
speech-language pathologists working outside of the school
district certification requirements is long over due. |

PRAISE your efforts to have this bill be passed.

As an AKSHA member, | too am pleased that soon we will be
joining our fellow physical therapy, occupational and
audiology practioners on having professional licensing in the

State of Alaska.

I have always been supportive of any assurances to consumers
that the speech-language services they are receiving are of
the highest standards...no matter where they live in Alaska
..especially rural-remote regions where | continue to

practice since 1979.



AMERICAN
SPEECH-LANGUAGE.
HEARING
ASSOCIATION

| HOMf ;| 5EA.CH SHE | CONIINM | CON.AO « |

Fact Sneet. Speech- Language
Pathology

Nature of the Work

Speech-language pathologists are professionals
concerned with evaluation, treatment, prevention and
research in human communication and its disorders.
They treat speech and language disorders and work with
individuals of all ages, from infants to the elderly. They
diagnose and evaluate speech problems, such as fluency
(e.g., stuttering), articulation, voice disorders, or language
problems, such as aphasia and delayed language and
related disorders, such as dysphagia (e.g., swallowing
difficulties). They design and carry out comprehensive
treatment plans to achieve the following:

Help individuals learn correct production of speech sounds

Assist with developing proper control of the vocal and

respiratory systems or correct voice production

Assist children and adolescents with language problems,

such as understanding and giving directions, answering and

asking questions, understanding and using English

grammar, using appropriate social language and conveying

ideas to others

Assist individuals who stutter to increase the amount of

fluent speech and to cope with their disorder

» Assist individuals who have had strokes or suffered other
brain trauma relearn language and speech skills

« Help individuals to use augmentative and assistive systems
of communication

. Counsel individuals with speech and language disorders
and their families or care givers to understand their disorder
and to communicate more effectively in educational, social,
and vocational settings

. Advise individuals and the community on how to prevent

speech and language disorders

Although speech and language professionals work closely with
teachers, physicians, psychologists, social workers, and
rehabilitation counselors, and other members of an
interdisciplinary team, they are autonomous and do not work

under direct medical supervision.

In addition to clinical applications focusing on the diagnosis,
treatment and prevention of communication disorders,
speech-language pathologists have almost an infinite variety of
ways to use their skills: train future professionals in colleges and

1/11/2000 1:26 PM



universities; administer or manage agencies, clinics,
organizations, or private practices; engage in academic,
laboratory or medically related research to enhance knowledge
about human communication processes; develop new methods
and equipment to test and evaluate problems; establish more
effective treatment programs; and investigate behavioral patterns
associated with communication problems.

Work Sites

The practice and work of speech-language pathologists may take place in
various settings:

e Public and private schools

« Hospitals

. Rehabilitation centers

» Nursing care facilities

e Community clinics

e Colleges and universities

= Private practice offices

e State and local health departments

« State and federal government agencies
« Home health agencies ( home care)

» Long-term care facilities

e Adult day care centers

« Centers for persons with developmental disabilities

e Research laboratories

Entry Requirements

To enter this career, one must have a sincere interest in helping
people, an above average intellectual aptitude, and the
sensitivity, personal warmth, and perspective to be able to
interact with the person who has a communication problem.
Scientific aptitude, patience, emotional stability, tolerance, and
persistence are necessary, as well as resourcefulness and
imagination. Other essential traits include a commitment to work
cooperatively with others and the ability to communicate

effectively orally and in writing.

During high school, prospective speech-language pathologists
should consider a program with courses in biology, physics,

social sciences, English and mathematics, as well as in public
speaking, language and psychology. On the undergraduate level,
a strong liberal arts focus is recommended, with course work in
linguistics, phonetics, anatomy, psychology, human development,
biology, physiology and semantics. A program of study in
communication sciences and disorders is available at the
undergraduate level. The work of a speech-language pathologists
is further enhanced by graduate education, which is mandated by
ASHA. Speech-language pathologists and audiologists are also
required by ASHA to obtain the ASHA Certificate of Clinical
Competence (CCC) which involves the completion of a master’s
degree, a supervised Clinical Fellowship (CF), and a passing
score on a national examination. In some areas, such as college
teaching, research, and private practice, a Ph.D. degree is
desirable. In most states, speech-language pathologists and
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audiologists also must comply with state regulatory (licensure)
standards to practice and/or have state education certification.
The requirements are very similar or identical to ASHA's CCC

requirements.

Earnings

Salaries of speech-language pathologists depend on their
educational background, specialty and experience, along with the
geographical location and type of setting in which they work. The
median salaiy for ASHA-certified speech-language pathologists
in 1997 was $44,000. Persons in supervisory positions for —
example in administration and management, may earn well over
$53,000 per year. While the 1997 median salary for certified
speech-language pathologists with 1-3 years experience was
$38,000, the median salary for certified speech-language
pathologists with doctorate degrees was $53,250. Good benefits
packages, such as insurance programs and leave, are usually

available to these professionals.

Working Conditions

Because there is such a wide variety of employment settings,
working conditions also vary. Facilities in most school systems
and established clinics are comfortable and adequately equipped,
as are most facilities for research, colleges, and private pract ce.
Since speech and hearing services are a vital part of total health
care and the educational system, the number of work sites is
constantly expanding. Because of the increasing demand for
these services, work schedules may be heavy. An additional
challenge is the constant need to update knowledge through

educational experiences and reading periodicals. These
challenges are balanced by the satisfaction of contributing to the

quality of life of adults and children through facilitating the vital
need of persons to communicate effectively.

Size of the Profession

The American Speech-Language Hearing Association (ASHA)
represents 96,636 professionals. There are more than 79,000
ASHA-certified speech language pathologists. Also, there are
approximately 1,400 persons who hold dual ASHA certification.
That is, they are certified as both audiologists and
speech-language pathologists. These individuals hold many
major positions in clinical, academic, and research fields. There
are an estimated 42,000 additional individuals who are providing

services in the profession.

Future Outlook

The future of the speech-language pathology profession appears
excellent. More frequent recognition of problems in preschool and
school age children by teachers and parents, combined with the
increased numbers of older citizens, and medical advances has
created a growing need for speech and language services. There
are shortages of qualified personnei in some areas of the
country, especially in the inner city, rural and less populated

1/11/2000 1:26 PM



areas. Job opportunities in medically related areas are expected
to grow at an above average rate. Although competition for
positions in some areas is keen, the potential for private practice
and contract work is increasing rapidly.
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Scope of Practice, Speech-Language

ing Pathology and Audiology

association

Committee on Interprofessional Relationships

Thefollowing document, prepared by the American
Speech-Language-Hearing Association (ASHA) Commit-
tee on Interprofessional Relationships, was adopted as an
official statement by the ASHA Legislative Council (LC
6-89) in November 1989. Currentand past members ofthe
committee responsiblefor the development ofthe document
include Crystal S. Cooper, 1988-90 chair; John L. Peterson,
1988 chair; Rachel E. Stark, 1986-87 chair; Brenda L. B.
Adamovich; Katharine G. Butler; Janina K. Casper; Becky
S. Cornett; Ted A. Culler; Frank DeRuyter; Elaine S.
Dunn; Anita S. Halper; Anne E. Seitz; Rosalind R.
Scudder; Barbara Shadden; and Brenda Y. Terrell. Michelle
M. Ferketic, 1988-89 ex officio; Lynette R. Goldberg,
1989-90 ex officio; Carol Kamara, 1986-87 ex officio;
Patricia G. Larkins, 1988 ex officio. Ann L. Carey, current
vice presidentfor professional and governmental affairs,
and Nancy Becker, vice presidentfor professional and gov-
ernmental affairs, were monitoring vice presidents.

Preamble

The purpose of this statement is to define the
scope of practice of speech-language pathology and
audiology in order to: (1) inform members of ASHA
and certificate holders of the activities for which cer-
tification in the appropriate area is required in accor-
dance with the ASHA Code of Ethics; and (2) educate
health-care and education professionals, consumers,
and members of the general public of the services of-
fered by speech-language pathologists and audiolo-
gists as qualified providers.

The scope of practice defined here, and the areas
specifically set forth, are part of an effort to establish
the broad range of services offered within the profes-
sion. It is recognized, however, that levels of experi-
ence, skill and proficiency with respect to the

Reference this material as: American Speech-Language-
Hearing Association. (1990). Scope of practice, speech-lan-
guage pathology and audiology. Asha, 32 (Suppl. 2), 1-2.

Index terms: Scope of practice, speech-language pathology,
audiology, autonomy, preferred practice patterns

activities identified within the scope of practice will
vary among the individual providers. Similarly, it is
recognized that related fields and professions may
have knowledge, skills and experience which may be
applied to some areas within the scope of practice. By
defining the scope of practice of speech-language pa-
thologists and audiologists, there is no intention to
exclude members of other professions or related
fields from rendering services in common practice
areas for which they are competentby virtue of their
respective disciplines.

Nothing in the scope of practice statement is in-
tended to affect the licensure laws of the various
states or the implementation or interpretation of such
laws.

Finally, itisrecognized that speech-language pa-
thology and audiology are dynamic and continuously
developing practice areas. In setting forth some spe-
cific areas as included within the scope of practice,
there isno intention that the list be exhaustive or that
other, new, or emerging areas be precluded from
being considered as within the scope of practice.

Statement

Speech-language pathologists and audiologists
hold either the master's or doctoral degree, the Cer-
tificate of Clinical Competence of the American
Speech-Language-Hearing Association, and state li-
cense where applicable. These professionals identify,
assess, and provide treatment for individuals of all
ages with communication disorders. They manage
and supervise programs and services related to
human communication and its disorders. Speech-lan-
guage pathologists and audiologists counsel indi-
viduals with disorders of communication, their
families, caregivers and other service providers rela-
tive to the disability present and its management.
They provide consultation and make referrals. Facili-
tating the development and maintenance of human
communication is the common goal of speech-lan-
guage pathologists and audiologists.



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 105

2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note Ifcorrection) Dept. Affected Community & Econ. Dev.
Title An Act providing for the licensing of speech BRU Occupational Licensing
lanauaoe Datholoaists; and providing for an effective date. Component Occupational Licensing
SDonsor Rep. Bunde

Reaue9ter House Labor & Commerce Component Serial No. 2360

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include Inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2001 FY 2002 Fv 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006
Personal Services 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5

Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 75

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES 1

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 15.0] 0.0 15.0 15.0 0.0 |

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match I
1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts 7.5 7.5
1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type)
TOTAL 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5 75

7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5

Estimate of any current year (FY99) C03t: 00

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separata page it nocessary)

HB 105 creates licensing of speech-language pathologists by the Department of Community and
Economic Development. The division of occupational licensing anticipates existing staff will perform the
licensing and investigative functions; however, like all licensing programs, time spent on this program will
be based on positive timekeeping. The personal services costs reflected in this fiscal note are estimates
of time that will be required to implement this new program. All costs will be covered by licensing lees.
The estimated costs are explained on the attached page.

Prepared by  Jennifer Strickler, Administrative Manager Phone 465-2144
Division Occupational Licensing Date/Time 1/18/2000 11:35 AM
Approved by Commissioner Deborah B. Sedvvick Date )/fl/TO

Agency Community & Economic Development

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION'COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rov 10V98) 99fnform.xia/OMB Page 1ot 2



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 105

2000 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

ANALYSIS: (Continued)

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
FISCAL NOTE CALCULATIONS FOR HB 105

PERSONAL SERVICES $4.0
Provides 1.0 months of an Occupational Licensing Examiner I position, Range 12.
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES $3.0

Funding provides approximately 15 hours of AG legal time for regulations, license appeals, and
discipline, $1.5; and printing, postage, communications, and advertising costs, $1.5.

SUPPLIES $ 5

To fund daily operating supplies of the program, $.5.

TOTAL: $7.5

REVENUE & FUND SOURCE: Revenue will be generated by licensing fees sufficient to
cover program costs. Approximately 25 licensees are expected to seek licensure and renew
licenses biennially. Licensing fees must cover diiect costs plus approximately $100 per licensee
for division/department overhead for the two-year period. Based on 25 licensees, I"nsing fees
are estimated to be $700.00 for the first biennium, and adjusted to actual costs based on positive

timekeeping for the first renewal.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE REI(DORT

)
Date Referred to Committee: February 24, 1999 FURTHER REFERRALS: Judiciary
Date of Committee Action: /h (IC\L <c£.&. <2 7

HB 110

The LABOR AND COMMERCE Committee considered:

HOUSE BILL NO. 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

"An Act relating to the sale, offer to sell, and labeling of fluid milk, meat, and meat products.”

\g\ﬁ%ﬁ%nge%%o{/twga sl 05 110c//c N) L Tnon e
[ ]additional referral to__ Committee

[ |attached amendments)

ADOPTS: Letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): (@, APPROVES PREVIOUS: OtpiDate)

| Jfiscal notc(s) [ ] fiscal note(s)

[v~fzero fiscal note(s) @, D [ ] zero fiscal note(s)
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CHAIR’S SIGNATURE



TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
DIRECTOR’S OFFICE

555 CORDOVA STREET Telephone: (907) 269-7644
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99501 Fax: (907) 269-7654
http:/Avww .state.ak.us/dec/dch e-mail: jadair(<t>envircon.slate.ak.us
April 21, 1999

The Honorable Norm Rokeberg

Chairman, Labor and Commerce Committee
House of Representatives

State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801
26

Subject: HB 110, Labeling of Milk and Meat Products

Dear Representative Rokeberg:

Thank you for the courtesy you extended to the Department earlier this week during the

hearing for the above-referenced bill. | also appreciate your willingness to allow us to
check with FDA on the legislation’s restriction on requiring additional labeling
information.

Unfortunately, we were unable to contact the appropriate FDA official in time for your
expected hearing on this bill on Wednesday. However, Dr. Gore did contact Wisconsin
and a few other states on this topic. Based on the information he found, which is
provided with this letter, we believe the restriction for additional information on the label

on page 3, lines 2 - 4 of the bill should be deleted.

As | explained in the hearing, the FDA guidance says that labeling milk products
regarding the use of rBST must not result in a false or misleading label. The guidance
explains that labeling the product as “from cows not treated with rBST” must be
accompanied by a statement that puts that phrase into the proper context to prevent the
label from being misleading. The additional information that would put the “from cows
not treated with rBST” in proper context would be “no significant difference has been
shown between milk derived from rBST treated and non-rBST treated cows.” Wisconsin
does require this qualifying statement as do Michigan and Minnesota. You will see
included in the following FAX'ed information, which | hope is legible, examples of

Wisconsin's labels.

Safe Food, Safe Water, Healthy Communities
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The Honorable Norm Rokeberg
April 23, 1999

Because the federal guideline does indicate such a qualifying statement is necessary, and
since the other states we’ve been able to contact require the qualifying statement, we
believe the state needs the ability to require the qualifying statement. We’d prefer that it
be specifically required in the bill, but we can also address it through department
regulation. In that case, however, we’d prefer an amendment to the bill that provides the
department with specific direction to adopt any additional labeling requirements
necessary to meet FDA requirements or guidelines.

The other aspect of the bill we’d like to see amended is that dealing with the labeling of
meat. An affidavit like that required for milk is needed for meat. Laboratory testing to
determine the accuracy of a label is expensive. To complicate the matter in this case, we
cannot test meat for the presence of all the synthetic hormones that might be used. We’d
prefer a specific requirement in the bill but are also fine with specific regulatory authority

to develop the appropriate type of record keeping.

Dr. Gore did want to ensure the committee was aware of a critical difference between the
milk and meat sections of the bill. The milk labeling section deals with a specific
synthetic hormone - rBST or the synthetic bovine growth hormone. The meat section
however deals with all synthetic hormones. We are not sure if that distinction is
intentional but it does raise the bar for meat producers. We would recommend it be
limited to the rBST synthetic hormone, at least as a starting point.

The committee asked how we would enforce this law, and the sponsor suggested we
contact other states to see how they go about enforcement. Dr. Gore explored this with
the states he contacted regarding their labeling requirements. What he found was that
these states approach enforcement as | had described our expected approach —the dairy
sanitarians, which are those inspectors who look to the safety of a dairy product, do a

records check.

If the above changes are made to the bill, our fiscal note will continue to be zero. It will
be clear that records must be kept, and we can review those records during routine
inspections. If there are any complaints that we need to investigate, we can either do that
investigation during routine inspections or work with the farmers or dairy processors to
receive the records via fax to save travel. We will not need to make any major
amendments to our regulations and can do that during a planned revision. We will plan
to do some kind of a guidance document for the people affected by the bill so they will
have a “plain english” explanation, but that will not be a major expense for us.



Page 3
The Honorable Norm Rokeberg
April 23, 1999

Again, thank you for your consideration of our concerns. Please don't hesitate to contact
me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

JA/ow(j:\eh\director\TheHonorableNorm Rokeberg)

Enclosures:
1 Federal Guidelines (2 pages)
2. Wisconsin Rules (3 pages)
3. Michigan and Minnesota Summary (1 page)

cc: The Honorable Andrew Halcro
The Honorable Lisa Murkowski
The Honorable Jerry Sanders
The Honorable John Harris
The Honorable Tom Brice
The Honorable Sharon Cissna
Michele Brown, Commissioner
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interim CMJLdange on the voluntary labeling of Milk and Milk
Products I*rom CAM That Have Not Been Treated With Reocmbinarrt

Bovine Sorijatotrapin
Appropriate* Labeling Statements

At the Federal lewel, statements about rbST in the labeling of food
shipped in interstate ccrareroe would be reviewed under sections
403(a) and 201(n) of the act. Under section 403(a) of the act, a
food is misbranded if statements on its label or in its labeling
are Talse or misleading in any particular, under section 20i(n) 2
both the iresence and the absence of information are relevant to
whether Icbeling is misleading. lhat is, labeling may be
misleading if it fails to disclose facts that are material in light
of repreatntationa made about a product or facts that are material
with respect to the consequences that may result tan us© of the,,J
product. lhus, certain labeling statements about the use of rbST
may be mi* leading unless they are accompanied by additional
information. This guidance is based on the use of the false or
misleading starvdard in the Federal law, which is incorporated in
many States®™ food and drug laws, states may also have additional
authorities that are relevant in regulating such claims.

Because of the presence of natural bST in milk, no milk is ®©ST-
free,” and a "TST-"fr2ll labelinglsMrent would be false. Also,
FKTTs concerned'that the term "rtST free"” may JEply a
cotipositional difference between milk from treated and untreated
cows rather than a difference in the way the milk is produced.
Instead, the concept would better be formulated "*from cons not
treated with rbST" or in other’similar ways- However, even sue* a
statement) Which asserts that rbST has not been used in the
production of the subject milk, has the potential to be
misunderstoed by consurers, without proper context, such —
statement? could be misleading. Such unqualified statements may
imply that milk from untreated cows is safer or of higher quality
than milkj Jrom treated cons. Such an duplication would bo false 7

and Misleading. -

FDA belie such misleading implications could best be avoided by
.tha use 0T accompanying information that puts the statement in [l
/" mproper context. Proper context could ba ieved in a number of
different! ways. For example accowpanyintt;ht e statement "from CdlM
v not treated with rbST with the statément that 'No significant fC
differencjjThas been *'shoamn between milk derived from rbsr-treated.
_and non~rfrst~treated cows™ would put the® claim in proper context.
~Proper context could also be achieved by conveying the firms"s
reasons (Other than safety or quality) for choosing not to use milk
from cons! treated with rbST, as long as the labal is truthful and
nomislea“ding.

States shbulld evaluate any labeling statement about rbOT in the
context of the complete label and all labeling for the product, as
wall as any advertising for the product. Available data on
consumer#™ perceptions of the label statement could also be used to

determine whether a statement is misleading.

SEA-DO Page 3 " received on 2/8/94
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substantiation Of Labeling Claims

There IS currently no way to differentiate analytically between
naturally Occurring bST and recombinant hOT in nilk, nor are there
any measurjable compositional differences between milk from ocowb
that receive supp]omental bST and milk from oows that do not, /
Therefore,' to ensure that claims that milk comes from untreated”
cows are valid, States could require that films that use such
claims establish a plan and maintain records to substantiate the
claims, arid make "those records available for inspection by
regulatory officials. The producer of a product labeled with rbST
claims sheuld ba able to demonstrate that all milk-derived
ingredient in the product are from Cam not treated with rbST.
Failure td maintain records would make it difficult for a firm to
"defend Itself in the face.of clrovmretantlal evidence that it is
ualhg'xtCT or selling milk from treated ccws. In some situations
(eTgT, daijry cooperatives that only process milk from untreated
cows), States may decide that affidavits from individual fazmere
and processors are adequate to document that milk or milk products
received by the firm were from untreated cows.

states shcjnald consider requiring that firms that uso statements
indicating that their product is "certified" as not from oows
treated with rbST be participants in a third party certification
program tq verify that the cows have not been injected with rbST.
States could seek to ensure that certification programs contain the
following jelements: Participating dairy herds should consist of
animals that have not boon supplemented with rbST. The program
should belable to track each cow in the herd over time. Milk from
non-rbST herds should be kept pepurate from other milk by a
physical segregation, verifiable ly a valid paper trail, throughout
the transportation and processing sterps until the finished milk or
dairy product is in final packaged form in a labeled container.
The physical handling and recordkesping provisions of such a
program wpuld be necessary not beaiuse of any safety concerns abcut
milk from;treated cows but to ensum that the labeling of the milk
is not faj.se or misleading.

T. #H«
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Chapter ATCP

DAIRY PRODUCT ADVERTISING AND LABELING

NfPEB%? Hptiekato wiadieyo ol

ATCP 83 «M u as tiwrjwey rek rffortm

Awfurt 11SW.
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W N\N\ﬂiﬁlg areutﬂ, VYOWE™
tiou» rack <atnaratiflo wivi>tba *«« rtTnwf for *d<\ fdrariWnjr, pronto-
trac (WtuViSoa cfrtajy prMucui In tns* rist». muJtw. ofrtm !im
4*Iry predawn orifinotr.

TKE* doater U tdrptW Wer m. 4147 (1), «<7.m (O, STJfi (3

100.70 (71 Raj*,, «* 'Ejarrpm* M. 33.15, 97.35, gTIX ( red (),
10815 ItEJIY\/ @é | H.AT, VREISEW Ve orSter |1 H ftwt
ond ITTTA T 1321 (&) 97.77, 1w.13 »U, or 1003* (U, O), () or (5),
SM».

Appn mfaaffn* lewbeecr rfi Hotrcke of o

chapter vi=t ret th. rfototoe ilrartly u» U « 100.19 (SJ, State.. rm 1 (a-r
w w tf brier Unj irooW of lbo 1»k, te« tw "ith «rt» nod rewnablo
Li
ATCP 02.01 OfinPfon*. In this chapter:

(1) "Bovine somatotropin™ or "BST" me/m? the protein
growth fconwwe that 58 produced naturally in tiro pitui-
tary glands of rows and that occurs naturally Jn the milk
of ojW “Bovine TCuintotroptn™ Includes bovine somato-
tropin represented by any name or symbol, such as "'bo-
vine grciwth hormone™ or “BGH."

(2) “Dairy product™ hen the meaning given in A 97.20
(1) (M, JStats.

(30 “Milk” hoo the raeoning givan in b. 97.22 <IJ (e),
State. |

(<) “Person’ menus sn individual, eorporntiott, coopera-
tive, partnership, limited liability company, nanoastion or
other business argnnitntion or entity.

(5> "rRST-firee claim* moons w»y direct or implied claim
that n dishy product contains no synthetic bovine somato-
tropin, dr is mode from milk produced without the use of
synthetic bovine somatotropin. “rBST-frw claim™ includes
a statement made under s. ATCP 83.02 (5) (b) by a sup-
plier ofdairy products or ingredients, but does not Include
a milk produeor affidavit: under s. ATCP 83.02 (7).

1
(S) “Sale’ menus advertising, promoting, labeling, dis-
tributing, offering forwde or OcUiig a dairy productin this
state, Wri1ether at wholesale or ratiiL

(T) “Synthetic bovine somatotropin®* or “rBST moans
bovine somatotropin fabricated by recombinant DNA tech-
nology or other means. “Synthetic bovine somatotropin’
ioeludes synthetic bovine somatotropin represented by
any n»ryo or eymbot. aueh av “artificial bovine growth
hormone,” “recombinant bovine growth hormone," “oxtifi-
cisl boTfcoe somatotropin,” “recombinant bovino somato-
tropin® «jr “rBGH."

TIUL-IT Or- Rerterw, April. 1#0«. Nex47%, d t S-10S.

ATCP M71Z Synthetic bovine *om»>a*epini *d*»vU»k>b
and label eiatm*. (1) A person may, iu connection with the
sale of a dairy product, represent that the dairy product i*
“fanner certified cBST-fiwa' tfthe repreocntation complies

with this ration.
W r Sw ». 7723, Stitv. S»brKfm (1) Awe B pnkit IM <
MerEstBad Fritet onpit et m

' (2) No person may do any ofthe following in connection
with the solo of o dahy product

(a) Maks any rBST-ireu claim that IS false, deceptive or
misleading.

(b) Moke any rBST-frro claim without appropriate
qualifying statements under rob*. (3) and (4).

(e) Make any rBST-frw! chum unless that penwn po*-
ocssea reasonablo substantiation fbr that d*im wteen the
claim io mad*. Substantiation shall comply with Il b. (5).

(d) Repreaont, directly ox by implicatieD, th»c dairy
productfl produced with milk from cows (rested with syn-
thetic bovine somatotropin differ significantly in coaipori-
tfon other dairy products.

(o) Boprwnf, directly or by implication, that dairy
products produced with milk from cows treated with syn-
thetic bovine Mmntotmpia are of lower quality, Of #ro Iro»
safe or less wholesome than other dairy products.

(f) Reprrwrnt, directly Of by implication, that » 'tury
product contains no bovine somatotropin.

. /\ i
< Si N*), I N, > 68 nﬂ.hgan.a
R T Rk T W (et
rawHIM v> tvfw fa »y»»tedc berim KwataOrvjsn. Systtedr tanrfaia w
auvwnvta «AT b* (fo»lci*t*| ** TBST ert e tn/

(g) Moke any rBST-fiee claim for a dairy product if
(hat dairy product, or suy ingredient of that dairy prod-
uct, is made with milk from cows treated with synthetic
bavin* somatotropin.

(3) Quauftuto yrATTMEtfrs KQOTRED. No peroou may
MaKE an rBST-free claim In eonosction with toe wtio ofa
dairy product uuJobs that claim (ucfadeo oil of tiro foOow-

ing quaKfyrog statements:

(«) Aclear and conspicuous itaTornect that [Tl ik owed m
that dairy productis derived “from cow* not treatwd with
rBST,* or an eqoivwlent statementwhich clarifies efcmtthe
rBST-frw claim denote* a difference In milk production
ro*thoda rather than a cnmpoaitional difference {a dairy

products. . ]
Kota A* Ua 0 rar=tm QiMaatj vaz n H

unomWgl tmri mKer ikag « <lliTen*c* in tSg le'fﬂ*'\m&h
hOtK 1 K, 4T
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(b> A clear and conspicuous owtsment that no signifi-
cant! difference has beta shown between milk derived

*frumlcowg treated with synthetic bovine somatolropiu and

milkhderived from untreated cows.

(e>: Other dear and conspicuous qualifying statements
needed to ensure that the rBST-free claim la not untrue,
deceptive or minleading.

fu yt TetTMspif. It artloDer maltai u FAST-frv* titim out «uM H
to»po'r u nJ fyid a dairy d-gd~"T<w,
et claim ibeuM M g UE Wis Ol thou TTH e -t

WIFORMATOF WALIDfINOSrATOItKNTS. («) EjtOOpt C8
provijled under par. fb), qunWying statements required
under sub, (31in connection with an rBST-firee claim shall

be bolh ofthe following:
L |At least CBcIear and coospicuouo as the tBST-froe

eUtlmi

2.
claim, ao thntthere is no written or grnphio material sepa-
rating the rBST-free claim from the required qualifying
statements,

(b) |Ifan rBST-fre* claim is made on the label ofa dairy
product pnekage, the qualifying rtatementa required
under nub. (3) may dPPEAl'in n separate statement on the
Otuneidisptay pastel of that package If all of the following
conditions are met

1. :The principal rBST-free claim in limited {0 the
pbrewt “fexraer eertifiwi rBST-firec,”" “from cows not
treated with rBST,” “‘made with milk from eown not
treated with rBST,” Ol an equivalent phrase,

2. The qualifying statements are clearly legible.

3. Tho type fine of the qualifying ptateunmfo is tret lew
than S the type sine ofthe principal rBST-free claim.

(S) Substantiating claims. (a) No person may make
an rBST-free niniia In connection with the sale of d dairy
product unleeo that person posnesnes reasonable substan-
tiation for thnt claim at the time the claim is made. Sub-
stantiation shall comply with pars, (b) and (e),

(b) Except as provided under per. (c), a person malting

art rBST-free cloim for a dairy product may eubewntiate
that claim with e written StAtEMENt from each perron who
supplies that dairy product or its dairy ingredients to th«
porooci malting tho rBST-free claim. The statement by
each supplier shall certify that the dairy product or dairy
ingredient provided by that supplier is made from rnilk
produced without the use of synthetic bovine somato-
tropm.,1

(©) No peroon who ttcilsm raw milk from milk produc-
ers raqy make an rBST-free claim in connection with the

Refurtor,fpril. 1904. No. 42
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sale of that milk, or in connection with the sale of any
dairy product made from that milk, unless that claim is
sohotanliatad by affidavits from those milk producers.
The affidavits shall comply with oub. (7).

(8) Demand rott suestantlattoti. The department
cany issue a written notice to any person malting nn rBST-
free claim in connection with the sale of a dairy product,
requiring that person to provide the departmentvith that
parson'? substantiation under sub. (5) foe that claim. The
department may require thnt person to provide that sub-
stantiation within 14 days, or by a later date specified by
the department No person may Gad to provide SQhatantja-
tion under this subsection within the time specified by [N€

department

(7) Mclk fboducct amDAVrre. (a) A milk producer
affidavit under Sub. (15) (e) shall be a written afritemeet,
signed by the milk producer, which certifies to the pmm
receiving the affidavit that the milk producer doe» not srw

jMade directly in conjunction with the rHST-freesynthetic bovine somatotropin in the prvdoctiwa of ssBt

shipped to that pm m . All nffkfrrrite in effect niter Janu-
ary 1, 1996, shall be irworn and aotnnred.

(b) No tnffit producer signing an affidavit under par. U)
may, contrary to that affidavit, ixe synthetic hovina so-
matotropin !n th« production of milk shipped {0 the recipi-

ent ofthat affidavit

(c) No milk producer may do wry ofthe fallcrwinf:

1. Sign an affidavit under par. (a) ifany row in the raiSc
producer’s herd ban been treated with rBST within the
previous 30 days.

2. Withdraw or cancel pa affidavit under par. OO uxdewt

that milk producer gires the recipient oftint affidavit at
leaet 30 dayb prior written notice of that witfa2r»wal *r

cancellation.
3. Add to the milk produerria hwrd. wfcfla Mia ot b*g

affidavit under par. (a) remains in affect, a row that has
been treated with rBST within the previous 30 i*»yw.

(d) No person may use a milk producer sfSdavk to
substantiate an rBST-frtc chum if any of the following
applini

1. The milk producer has withdrawn or caneeded that
affidavit.

2. The person making th» rDST-4re* drim Vroowa, sir

has reason to know, that the producer who «lamed the
affidavit IS using nynthetic bovine oomstotropuE in nUk

produetina.
3. The affidavit IN more than o*nt ymu sld «-h«» the
fPST-Eree claim Il made.
Cr. K-"Wior, ArrO, leK, ru. <PAIL w-k.
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Chapter ATCP 83

APPENDIX A
SAMPLE LABEL STA .SMENT5

These are snmpln label statements which would be acceptable for fluid milk under tha rule, provided all other
requirements of the rule are met. Tho turn of oquiralont wards or phraoco io not prohibited. Note that rBGH and rBST
ore coftridered to be equivalent, interchangeable terms. For dairy products other than fluid milk, the statement “from
cows rjoi treated with tBST" should be altered to read "made with milk from cowa not treated with rBST

fanner Certified rBST-Free From cows certified as

From cows not treated with rBST not treated Wlth rBST
No nigttffieant difference b.« boat shown NO r-g'lmmfference mmm

between milk hum ifiST-weaied and untreated oow*. kHS/m’]fTilkfl’Un IST—I'WNU a.dumm

Farmer Certified rBST-Free From cows not treated with rBST

From ctwj « k treated with rBST
{ No significant difference has been shown N o significant tfiflereure bat been shown
between milk from rBST-trcnted and untiesled cows. between milk from rBST-trealed and untreated cow*.

For njon-Isbel claims, such as thooe made in ndvertising and point.of.purcha?» displays, all qualifying .statements
must be at least as clear and conspicuous as the primary itstoncnt. All qualifying statements must be placed directly
in conjunction with the primary statement.

Rtrnur. April, IWK. 1*4 fI2
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1 State

Michigan

Minnesota

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

(

Depanment of Agriculture believes labeling is not necessary. If a processor wishes to
develop a voluntary labeling program, die following guidance Is provided: 1) All proposed
labels and advertising materials shall be submitted to tho Michigan Department of Agriculture
for review prior to use. The review will be based on the "Pasteurized Milk Ordinance”
Appendix L under misbranded food, Section 403(a) of Title 21 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. 2) No label or advertising statements may be false or misleading, as defined in
the Michigan Food Law of 1968 (Act No. 39 of 1968, as amended) (MSA 289.717). 3) No
label or advertising statements may contain "BOH Free,” "BST Free,"” "rBGH Free,” or
TBST Free." 4) Any statement should be the same or similar to: "from cows not treated
with BST," accompanied by the statement: "no significant difference has been shown
between milk derived from rBST-treated and non-rBST-treated cows.” 5) Claims must be
supported by written affidavits from individual farmers and processors through a third-party
certification program. 6) There must be verification of the physical separation of all milk
from rBST-treated cows from farm to the package. All milk-derived ingredients also must be
certified to be from cows not treated with rBST. 7) All records are to be made available to

the Michigan Department of Agriculture on request.

Department of Agriculture believes labeling is unnecessary. Any voluntary labeling should
be submitted to ensure there will be no regulatory action against the product. Voluntary
labels must meet-following criteria: J) No label or advertising statements may be false or
misleading. 2) No label or advertising statements may contain "BGH Free,” “BST Free,”
"rBGH Free," or TBST Free" because these terms are considered misleading. 3) Any
statement should be the same as, or similar to, "from cows rot treated with rBST"
accompanied by the statement "no significant difference has been shown between milk
derived from rBST-treated and non-rBST-treated cows.” 4) Claims must be supported by
affidavits from individual fanners and processors through a third-party certification program.
5) The program must include a tracking system from all herds and cows within those herds.
6) There must be verification of the physical sepaiation of all milk from non-rBST-treated
cows from farm to package. 7) All records must be kept so that they are immediately

available for inspection by MDA,

The Missouri State Milk Board has issued the state's interim voluntary guidelines for rBST-
rBGH which follows the FDA interim guide. The Board and the Department of Agriculture
feci that labeling is unnecessary and that no public health issue is involved. Nonetheless, the
consumer Iras the right to decide if the issue is important from their viewpoint and the
voluntary guide allows (be processors to establish a "certified” rBST non-supplememal source
of milk if the consumer shows adequate demand. The Missouri Depanment of Agriculture
has testified in oppositiou to proposed state legislation which would enable labeling of BST
milk. The Department believes that any labeling of milk and milk products that has reference
to the presence or absence of rBST would be inappropriate, misleading and difficult to
enforce, Thus, the Department further believes, even FDA’s interim labeling guidance is
similarly misleading. The Missouri Department of Health issued a formal comment letter to
FDA voicing strong opposition to the interim guidance on voluntary labeling on the basis that
any attempt to differentiate milk from supplemented and non-supplemcnted cows would only
serve to confuse most consumers and cast unnecessary doubt on the safety and purity of the

milk supply.
The Montana Department of Livestock has not adopted a policy or plans for rBST labeling
and will be following any guidelines that FDA may propose. _

The Nebraska Department of Agriculture believes that labeling is unnecessary and should not
occur since any label statements cannot be verified. Labeling requirements would be
impossible to enforce.

Nevada Division of Health will not allow voluntary labels, advertising or point of sale signs.
Will not allow product shipped into state with a label.



Ms. Rebekah A Smith
PO Box 233682

Anchorage AK, 99523 272-2823

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: | OPPOSE BGH AND | STRONGLY SUPPORT HB 110. NATURAL PRODUCTS IS THE

A0 WAY TO O IN REGARDS TO THE COWS
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Nirvair K Khalsa
4501 Bayview Dr

Anchorage AK, 99516 345-1339

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: FOR THE WEALTH AND WELL-BEING OF ALASKANS, LABELING OF DAIRY PRODUCTS

PRODUCED WOULD BE EXTREMELY BENEFICIAL.
DISTRIBUTION: 60

Ms. Wendy A Alward
5323 Maria Ct

Anchorage AK 99508 333-8229

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: PROTECT FOODS FROM POTENTIAL CARCINOGENS BEING INGESTED BY WS ALL. VE
ALl HAVE THE RIGHT TO KNOW WHAT VE ARE INGESTING, THEN WE CAN BE FREE TO

CHOOSE
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mrs. Dagmar | Nye
1200 WDimond Blvd S147B

Anchorage AK, 99515 349-4154

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: PLEASE SUPPORT HB 110 TO PRESERVE GENETIC DIVERSITY BECAUSE IF DISEASE

OR DISASTER STRIKES ONE SUBSPECIES THERE MUST BE OTHER SURVIVING SUBSPECIES.
DISTRIBUTION: 60

Mr. Scott H Ballin
PO Box 102932

Anchorage AK 99510 268-9196

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: | WOUD LIKE TO SEE A BGH FREE ALASKA | ABSOLUTELY WONT PURCHASE

DAIRY PRODUCTS WITH BGH
DISTRIBUTION: 60

Ms. Tara L Melton
1046 W 26th Ave S314

Anchorage AK 99503 272-2419

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING JF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: | STRONGLY SUPPORT MY RIGHT TO KNOW WHAT IS OR ISN'T IN MY MEAT

PRODUCTS.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Cheryl A Hilmes
9300 Glenn Haven Dr SD4

Anchorage AK, 99515 243-2166

Non Constituent Supports
BiLLs: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: | HAVE BEEN CONCERNED ABOUTH THE CANDER RISKS ASSOCIATED WITH THIS

HORVONE (BGH). I'D HOPE THAT BY NOW WED KNOW ENOUGH TO MAKE BETTER DECISIONS

FOR OUR FUTURE
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Margaret S McConnauohy
12840 Von Scheben Dr

Anchorage AK, 99516 345-7036

Non Constituent Supports
BILLS: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: VE SUPPORT HB 110 TO HAVE VOLUNTARY LABLUING OF BGH FREE DAIRY

PRODUCTS. KEEP OUR FOOD SAFE!
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mr. John P Clarke
1046 W 26th Ave

Anchorage AK, 99503 272-2419

Non Constituent Supports
BILL# HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:

MESSAGE: | DO NOT OPPOSE BGH BUT | DO NOT WISH TO HAVE IT IN MY FOOD. LABELS
STATING THAT THIS IS IN MY MILK WOUD GREATLY LIMITN My SHOPPING CHOICES.
LABELS SHOULD BE MANDATCRY FOR CONSUMERS PROTECTION.

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Lamia M Bouziane
3105 Brookside Dr #11

Anchorage AK 99517 248-1538

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: WE SHOULD USE NATURAL PRODUCTS FOR OLR HEALTH.

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mr. James L Logg
1303 W 23rd Ave #2

Aichorage AK 99503 274-7468

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: ARTIFICIAL HORMONES ARE GRASS. THE TRUTH IS THAT YOU'D BE BETTER OFF

NOT EATING AT ALL THAN EATING SO MANY CHEMICALS. IT IS TERRIBLE TO BE TORTURING
THE CATTLE AS WELL. LET'S KEEP BGH OQUT OF ALASKA. WELL ALL FEEL BETTER
DRINKING CLEAN MILK.

DISTRIBUTION: 60

Ms. Martha Siebe
8700 Solar Dr

Anchorage AK 99507 346-3329

Non Constituent Supports
BILL# HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: | SUPPORT THIS BILL BECAUSE FOOD PRODUCERS SHOULD HAVE A RIGHT TO

TRUTHFULLY ADVERTISE AND INFORM THE PUBLIC ABOUTH THEIR PRODUCT. THE PUBLIC
SHOULD BE ABLE TO KNOW AND CHOOSE WHAT THEY EAT. IT SHOULD NOT BE A CHALLENGE
TO FIND QUT THIS INFORMATION.

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mrs. Martha A Tomed
2421 Lake Otis Pkwy

Anchorage AK, 99508 000-0000

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: PLEASE PREVENT BOVINE GROWTH HORMONES FROM ALASKAN®"S AGRICULTURAL.

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. DeeAnn K Apgar
3131 W 100th Ave

Anchorage AK, 99515 522-5440

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT!
MESSAGE: AS A MOTHER 1°D LIKE TO BE ABLE TO CHOOSE BGH FREE PRODUCTS.

DISTRIBUTION: 60

Ms. Courtney A Sullivan
4101 University Dr

Anchorage AK, 99508 000-0000

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: LET"S ENCOURAGE THE REPRESENTATION OF OUR POSITIVE EFFORTS BGH FREE

ALASKA!
DISTRIBUTION: 60

Ms. Andra J Muth
4101 University Dr

Anchorage AK, 99508 563-4921

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: AS A CONSUMER, 1 SUPPORT THE PUBLICATION OF INGREDIENTS ADDED TO THE

PRODUCTS 1 BUY.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Athena D Swinford
12636 Silver Fox Ln #3

Anchorage AK, 99515 345-9472

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: KEEP ALASKA COWS BGH FREE!

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mr. Kevin M Wiley
6715 Cutty Sark St

Anchorage AK, 99508 562-0081

Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: KEEP ALASKA COWS BGH FREE!

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Jane Atkinson
4130 Viscount Cir

Anchorage AK, 99502 248-1483

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: 1 SUPPORT LABELING DAIRY FOR CONTENT OF BGH AND OTHER ADDITIVES IN MY

DAIRY PRODUCTS. THIS SUPPORTS CONSUMERS ACROSS ALASKA. THANK YOU.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Melaine E Brown
4101 University Dr #635

Anchorage AK, 99508 337-9738

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: PLEASE SUPPORT BILLS ALLOWING FARMERS TO LABEL THEIR PRODUCTS BGH-

FREE. MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY WANT TO KNOW WHAT OUR SYSTEMS ARE DIGESTING.
ORGANIC OR CHEMICAL IMPORTED DAIRY FOODS NEED APPROPRIATE LEBELS. THE CONSUMERS

RIGHT TO KNOW IS A FOREMOST PRIORITY. THANK YOU.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Belle G Dawson
1814 Arctic Blvd

Anchorage AK, 99503 272-8757

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT *
MESSAGE: THIS IS A "RIGHT TO KNOW ISSUE AND 1 URGE YOU TO SUPPORT IT. THANK

YOu!
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mr. Michael J Bruner
341 E 23rd Ave

Anchorage AK, 99503 279-4020

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECTI
MESSAGE: 1 SUPPORT HB 110. 1 OPPOSE HAVING ANY TYPE OF HORMONES IN OUR FOOD

SUPPLY, INCLUDING GROWTH HORMONES.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Ms. Margaret N Carr
3505 Woodland Park Dr

Anchorage AK, 99517 243-4234

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: PLEASE PASS HB 110. HB 110 GIVES CONSUMERS THE RIGHT TO KNOW AND THE

RIGHT TO CHOOSE WHAT GOES INTO THE PRODUCTS THEY BUY. THIS IS A RIGHT THAT
SHOULD BE DENIED TO NO ONE! THANK YOU FOR YOUR CAREFUL CONSIDERATION AND

SUPPORT OF THIS BILL!
DISTRIBUTION: 32



Mr. Randy J Dedrich
3625 Rabbit Creek Rd

Anchorage AK, 99516 000-C000

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: SUPPORT HB 110 FOR HEALTHY CATTLES AND HEALTHIER HUMANS.

DISTRIBUTION: 60



Mr. Damien J Warren
3625 Rabbit Creek Rd

Anchorage AK, 99516 345-0413

Non Constituent Supports
BILL#: HB 110 SALE/LABELING OF MEAT/MILK PRODUCTS

SUBJECT:
MESSAGE: WE THE PEOPLE OF ALASKA THINK THAT WE DON"T WANT TO GET CANCER AND BGH

IS NOT OKAY.
DISTRIBUTION: 60



Jwfcc Adair, Director

Divirion of Hnvironrennl Heal
566 Cordova Street
Anchonift, AK 996501
Q7-200- A4 voice
0r-209- oA fax ,
Jadair@envjroon.iaw.ak.itt
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Adalr, Janice

From: rhennes@ora.fdo.gov
Sant: Wednesday. April 21.1999 1:50 PM
To jadair@envircon.state.ak.us

C . . bgore@envircon.state.ak.us
§UbJeCt- rbST Labeling

Janice:

After calling FDA's Division of Food Labeling, the interim rbST milk labeling
policy of 1894. o copy previously provided to you, is still the guidance
provided by FDA.

Without tho qualifying statement, i.e. "No significant difference has been
shown between milk derived from rbST-treatod and non-rbST-treated cows", it
may imply that milk from untreated cows is safer or of higher quality than

milk from treated cows. Such an implication would provide labeling that

would be determined to be false ana mis'eading. Therefore, without the
qualifying statement FDA would determine the labeling to be false and the

milk product to be misbranded.

If you have any further questions or concerns, please feel free to contact
mo.

Adair, Janice 4/21/9%
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APR 19 1329 HB 110 - Sale/Labeling of Meat/Milk Products
House Labor and Commerce Committee

Cook Inlet Keeper is a nonprofit citizen organization composed of over 500 members working to
protect the environmental and human health in the Cook Inlet watershc d. Cook Inlet Keeper
supports HB 110 - to encourage voluntary labeling for Bovine Growth Hormone Free dairy and
meat products, because this bill is in the best interest bfthe human health of Aiaskans and the

economic health of Alaska's meat and dairy farmers. (_ :

1 Human Health

N

A. Human Health Concerns

L canceris on ihc rise HW, CiuwAo V0O ruMnwaos) CMiXrn fOI’
pws\ vjq , V*A Wwjl tOr«nf>myioal«.SWvip vi\ TKWIrA” Ir&blm
Cancer has risen 49.3% between 1950 and 1991, and today 40% of Americans will contract

cancer sometime during their lifespan. In fact, cancer is the leading cause of death among fwmM
Americans between 36 to 64. ,
Vxcliw »
2. BGH could cause cancer or other human health problems A
) \¥) ) ) At/ wO J*'
Bovine Growth Hormones are-just one more thing that wc are being exposed to that can
N\ N\

contribute to human health concerns. Although the Federal Drug Administration claims that
BGH is safe for human consumption, there is Still inconclusive evidence, which causes concern.

Studies on BGH do show that the immune system detects and responds to ihcyborraone. in fact,
cysts reportedly developed on the thyroids of male rats exposed to"BGH and some of the rats

suffered increased infiltration of the prostate gland.

3. Studies are incomplete

Long-term toxicology studies have not been done to determine the ultimate effect of BGH on
human health.

B. Proof

1. We cannot wail until there is substantial proof 'OCIf'k? (*OVidl Iflfbfw  ~

We cannot wait until there is proof. The Stirgcn General set a good example, when the warning
that smoking cigarettes could cause cancer was released about 30 years before there was
conclusive scientific proof that in fact chemicals in cigarette smoke breakdowft-specrfic

chreRKMMWTSS? QUUJAId E£fl,rv(LK
30115, bifirt Mtfo p4Ofif-
*WOCp.ntd tn\pAOrm w

(KW b rcadf a/lbMtt

\jOW uu to w  ~rrdu or W &
LXhCMIcUL'
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The public has a right to know what chemicals and hormones are put into the foods we consume,
regardless if there is conclusive evidence that those chemicals cause cancer or other health
defects. Since studies of BGH have already produced results of concern, we should ensure that
humans have the timely and accurate information on the products they consume to make the

choice on whether they will consume that product or not.

Many of us are concerned about our health or the health of our friends, family and children.
Passing HB 110 will give our friends and families the information they need to make choices to

protect their health.

If. Economy

uc

1. HB 110 will benefit Alaskan meat and dairy farmers flldns) VYy&vU&s

Voluntary BGH-frce labeling also helps the dairy and .neat industry in Alaska. Most of the
industry in Alaska is currently not using the hormone. When they use the labeling, people will
recognize the health benefits of consuming the BGH-free product, and choose products made by
locally owned and operated meat and dairy farms in Alaska, giving the Alaskan farms the
support they need to compete with the large corporate farms from outside. We owe this support

to Alaskan farms.

Please pass HB 110 and protect the human and economic health of Alaskans.
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Alaska Exte Hegtolature

REPRESENTATIVE JOHN HARRIS

District 35 - Valdez, Cordova, Whittier, Glennallen, Delta Junction, Tatitlek, Kenny Lake, Paxson, Gakona, Chenega Bay

MEMORANDUM April 16, 1999

To: Representative Norman Rokeberg, Chair
House Labor and Commerce Committee

From: Representative John Harris

Subject: Comparison of HB 110 to proposed CS

Sec. 1- Duties of the Commissioner, is identical in both bills.
Sec. 2 - Main body of the bill, is rewritten as follows:
The first section, relating to milk date labeling, is dropped from the CS.

The second section, relating to the nonuse of synthetic hormones, is expanded into
two separate subsections of the statutes, one for milk and a second for meat and meat

products.

The milk subsection (new AS 17.20.013) has been rewritten as follows: to provide
more specific descriptions of the types of growth hormone used by some dairy producers;
to add definitions for the words, “advertisement,” “principal display panel,” “milk
product” and “recombinant bovine growth hormone or rBGH;” and to provide a
description of the affidavit that a dairy farmer would sign that he had not used rBGH in
his milk production. This language is patterned after current statutes in Wisconsin and
Minnesota, which follow the interim federal guidelines for labeling for rBGH.

The meat subsection (new AS 17.20.015) is identical to the original bill.

Sec. 3 - Penalties section, is only changed to reflect subsection changes in Sec. 2.

Co-Chair: Community and Regional Affairs Committee; Member: Resources, Labor and Commerce, Oil and Gas, Fisheries and Regulation Review
Sossion: State Capitol, Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 « Phono: (907) 465-4859 Fax: (907) 465-3799
Interim: P.O. Box 1245, Valdez, Alaska 99686 ¢ Phono (907) 035-2836 Fax: (907) 835-3732



04-19-1999 10:i6flIM FROM Paul Peyton TO . 4652040 P.01

April 19, 1999

TO: House Labor & Conunerce Committee
FR:  Julie Koehler

P.O. Box 21106

Juneau, AK 99802 "

RF.: HB 110 Sale & Labeling of Meat and Milk Products

Earlier this session | testified in support of this bill. 1would again like to express my
suppoit of this legislation and urge its passage from your committee.

I strongly believe in producing organic food products and support this legislation as a
step towards encouraging organic food production in Alaska. Organic food production
will help enhance the profitability of Alaska’s agricultural economy as organic products
sell for a higher price than those laden with pesticides and hormones.

CcC: Senator Kim Elton
Rep. Betl. Kcrttula



FROM  Paul Peyton TO 4652040 P.02

March 15, 1999

RE: HB 110, Sale/Labeling of Meat/Milk Products with Bovine Growth Hormone

Members of the House Labor & Commerce Committee, thank you for this opp< /[unity to
testify regarding HB 110. My name is Julie Koehler, 1live here in Juneau.

I support this bill as an important step forward in the public’s right to know what
ingredients are being put in the food we eat. The public needs to be given the
information necessary for making informed decisions between which products to buy,
which ones have ingredients that should be avoided. In today’s world, there are far too
many cancer causing ingredients being put into our food. We are always told that even
though an ingredient is a known carcinogen, it isn’t in an amount high enough in our food
to worry about. But no one ever addresses the cumulative effect of hundreds of
carcinogens, each at a low level, being put into our food each and every day.

I hope you will pass this bill out of your committee. But | also urge you to amend it so
that the punishment for false labeling is much stronger than a misdemeanor and the fine
at least $10,000. It is important to make the fine high enough to hurt—not ?o small that it
is simply a cost of doing business by merchants willfully and blatantly using false
labeling in order to gamer a higher price for their product.

TOTAL P.02
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Alaska Jtatc legislature
REPRESENTATIVE JOHN HARRIS

Disirict 35 - Valdez, Cordova, Whittier, Glennallen, Delta Junction, Tatitlek, Kenny Lake, Paxson, Gakona, Chenega Bay

Sponsor statement

CS forHB 110

The proposed committee substitute for HB 110 provides for the labeling of milk, meat
and meat products to indicate that they were not produced using synthetic hormones, such
as rBST or rBGH, provided such hormones were not used.

HB 110 promotes consumer choice. In a 1996 poll commissioned by the U.S.
Department of Agriculture, 94 percent of the 1900 respondents said they favored labeling
of milk to indicate whether the cows producing the milk had been injected with rBST.

With the expectation that individual states would adopt regulations for the labeling of
milk, the federal government has provided interim guidelines that give detailed
descriptions for the complex labeling needed to give consumers the information they
need to make their choice. To date, 26 states have adopted such regulations and

underlying statutes.

Additionally, Alaska statutes currently provide some general food and product labeling
requirements at AS 11.46.710 and AS 17.20.040. However, with some foods the
Legislature has provided more specific guidelines when it believed necessary, which is

the approach HB 110 proposes.

W hether synthetic hormones such as rBST and rBGH are safe for the livestock and/or the
consumers is still unknown. Chemical producers, such as Monsanto, maintain that
synthetic hormones are safe; yet some jurisdictions, such as Canada, Australia, New
Zealand and the European Union, have chosen not to allow the use of such hormones.

HB 110 does not propose to ban the use of synthetic hormones, but presents a reasonable
compromise by giving a choice to those consumers who would prefer to have synthetic

hormone-free products on the shelves.

Co-Chair: Community and Regional Affairs Committee; Member: Resources, Labor and Commerce, Oil and Gas, Fisheries and Regulation Review
Session: State Capitol, Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 « Phone: (907) 465-4859 Fax: (907) 465-3799
Interim: P.O. Box 1245, Valdez, Alaska 99686 « Phone (907) 835-2836 Fax: (907) 835-3732



On December 15, 1998 attorneys from the Center for Food Safety (CFS), on
behalf of a broad coalition, filed a legal petition in Washington, D.C. against
the FDA to have rBGH taken off the market. The legal action received major
attention from the mass media, including a widely viewed segment on ABC

TV national news.

The CFS petition cites mounting evidence that the original testing of rBGH
was flawed. In 1990 the FDA said BGH was "safe for human consumption."”
Part of its findings were based on 90-day rat feeding studies in which they
reported "no toxicologically significant changes..." Based largely on this
conclusion, FDA did not require human toxicological tests usually required

for a veterinary drug.

However in April of 1998, researchers from Health Canada, the Canadian
equivalent to FDA, issued a report which contradicted FDA's findings.
Canadian researchers found studies showing that rats were absorbing rBGH
after all. In fact, between 20 and 30 percent of the rats were developing
distinct immunological reactions. Additionally, cysts formed in the thyroid
of some male rats and infiltrated the prostate-both warning signs for
potential cancer hazards. "These are toxicologically significant changes in
the rats and they should have triggered a full human health review, including
assessment of potential carcinogenic and immunological effects,"” said Dr.
Michael Hansen, an expert on rBGH and a scientist with the Consumer
Policy Institute, a division of Consumers Union.

According to CFS attorneys it is "unclear” how or why these results were
overlooked in the original FDA review of rBGH. Monsanto says it
submitted the studies to the FDA, while the agency says it only saw

summaries of the rat tests.

"We're going to go to the courts and say-you were lied to,” said Andrew
Kimbrell, lead counsel for the CFS. "Essentially it was fraud by the agency
and fraud by Monsanto in telling the court that there were no human health
effects possible from consuming these products made with rBGH treated
milk." The EU has already banned rBGH, but this policy comes up for

review later this year.
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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 110( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVES HARRIS, Dyson
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act relating to the labeling of milk, cream, or any product or byproduct

of milk or cream, and to the sale, offer to sell, and labeling of meat and meat

products.”

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 17.20.005 is amended to read:

Sec. 17.20.005. Powers and duties of commissioner. To carry out the
requirements of this chapter, the commissioner may issue orders, regulations, permits,
quarantines, and embargoes relating to

(1) food offered to the public or sold, including
(A) inspection of meat, fish, poultry, and other food products:
(B) standards of sanitation and handling methods for all phases
of slaughtering, processing, storing, transporting, displaying, and selling; and
(C) labeling;

(2) control and eradication of pests;

-1- CSHB 110( )
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(3) enforcement of hazard analysis critical control point programs for
seafood processing that are developed in cooperation with appropriate industry
representatives or, to the extent not inconsistent with this chapter or regulations
adopted under the authority of this chapter, that are established by regulations of the
United States Food and Drug Administration as they may periodically be revised;

(4) labeling, subject to AS 17.20.013. and grading of milk and milk
products and standards of sanitation for dairies offering to the public or selling milk
or milk products to at least the minimum of current recommendations of the United
States Public Health Service pasteurized milk ordinance as it may periodically be
revised;

(5) standards and conditions for the operation and siting of aquatic
farms and related hatcheries, including

(A) restrictions on the use of chemicals; and
(B) requirements to protect the public from contaminated
aquatic farm products that pose a risk to health;

(6) monitoring aquatic farms and aquatic farm products to ensure
compliance with this chapter and, to the extent not inconsistent with this chapter or
regulations adopted under the authority of this chapter, with the requirements of the
national shellfish sanitation program manual of operations published by the United
States Food and Drug Administration as it may periodically be revised;

(7) tests and analyses that may be made and hearings that may be held
to determine whether the commissioner will issue a stop order or quarantine;

(8) transportation of, use of, disposal of, recalls of, or warnings
concerning quarantined or embargoed items;

(9) cooperation with federal and other state agencies.

* Sec. 2. AS 17.20 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 17.20.013. Hormone labeling for milk products, (a) Products offered
for wholesale or retail sale in this state that contain milk, cream, or any product or
byproduct of milk or cream and that have been processed and handled under the
requirements of this section may be labeled "Milk in this product is from cows not

treated with rBGH" or "Milk in this product is from cows not treated with rBST."

CSHB 110( ) -2-

New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



© © N o g b~ W N

W W N NN NN DN NN NN =

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT 1-LS0408\H

Labeling of milk products under this section may also include an indication that the
milk used is "farmer certified rBGH-free" or "farmer certified rBST-free." Milk
products offered for wholesale or retail sale in this state are not required to contain any
further label information related to the use of rBGH or rBST in milk products.

(b) The labeling described in (a) of this section may appear on the principal
display panel of a packaged milk product, may be conspicuously attached to the
container of a bulk product, or may appear in an advertisement for a milk product,
including media advertising or displays or placards posted in retail stores. In this
subsection,

(1) T"advertisement" means the representations disseminated in any
manner or by any means, other than by labeling, for the purpose of inducing, or that
are likely to induce, directly or indirectly, the purchase of the milk product;

(2) "principal display panel” means that part of a label that is most
likely to be displayed, presented, shown, or examined under normal and customary
conditions of display for sale.

(c) A dairy plant that purchases milk or cream to be used in milk products
labeled under (a) of this section shall require an affidavit from producers supplying the
milk. The producer or authorized representative of the producer shall sign the
affidavit, andthe affidavit must state that all cows used in the producer’s dairy
operations have not and will not be treated with rBGH without advance written notice
to the dairy plant of at least 30 days.

(d) The affidavit required under (c) of this section must contain

(1) the name and address of the producer;

(2) the grade A milk permit number of the producer;

(3) the name of the producer’s farm and its address if different from
the address of the producer;

(4) the telephone number of the producer;

(5) the name of the dairy plant receiving the milk; and

(6> istatement in substantially the following form:

State of Alaska )

) ss:

-3- CSHB 110( )
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Judicial District )

, as the owner or permit

holder responsible for the dairy farm operation identified above, hereby

certify as follows:

(A) that no animals on the above farm are currently

being treated with recombinant bovine somatotropin (rBST), also known

as recombinant bovine growth hormone (rBGH);

(B) that no animals on the above farm have received

rBST treatments within the past 30 days;

(C) that I will provide written notice to the buyer of my

milk at least thirty (30) days in advance if | intend to use rBST on my

dairy cattle; and

(D) that I will not sell milk from animals added to my

herd if those animals may have received rBST treatment within the

previous 30 days.

| declare, under oath, that the above statement is true and correct to the

best of my knowledge.

Producer Signature

Subscribed and sworn to or affirmed before me at

on

()

(date)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires

A dairy plant shall keep the original affidavit provided under (c) of this

section on file for a period of not less than two years. The affidavit and corresponding

records shall be made available for inspection by the commissioner. If the milk

product is to be labeled under (a) of this section, dairy plants supplying milk or cream

to a processor or to a manufacturer of a milk product for use in the milk product shall

supply the processor or manufacturer with a certificate stating that the producers of the

supplied milk or cream have executed and delivered the affidavits as required by (c)

CSHB 110( )
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of this section.

(0 All milk or cream from non-rBGH-treated cows used in the manufacturing
or processing of milk products labeled under (a) of this section, and milk or cream
supplied by a prcaucer using an affidavit under (c) of this section, shall be kept
completely separate from any other milk or cream throughout all stages of storage,
transportation, and processing until the resulting milk products are in final packaged
form in a properly labeled container. The dairy plant and the processor or
manufacturer at each stage shall keep records of the separation and make them
available to the commissioner for inspection.

() In this section,

(1) "milk product” means any product that contains milk, cream, or any
product or byproduct of milk or cream;

(2) "recombinant bovine growth hormone™ or "rBGH" means a growth
hormone that is intended for use in bovine animals and that has been produced through
recombinant DNA techniques described as "recombinant bovine somatotropin” or
"rBST."

Sec. 17.20.015. Hormone labeling for meat or meat products, (a) A person
who engages regularly in the production, packaging, or sale of meat whose production
was not induced by synthetic hormones may state on the package of meat that the
production of the meat was not induced by synthetic hormones. The person may not
sell, offer to sell, or package meat with a label that states that the production of the
meat was not induced by synthetic hormones if the production of the meat was induced
by synthetic hormones.

(b) A person who engages regularly in the production, packaging, or sale of
meat products may state on the package of meat that the production of the meat
ingredients in the meat product was not induced by synthetic hormones if the
production of the meat ingredients was not induced by synthetic hormones. The
person m™ not sell, offer to sell, or package meat products with a label that states that
the production of the meat ingredients in the meat product was not induced by

synthetic hormones if the production of the meat ingredients was induced by synthetic

hormones.

-5- CSHB 110( )
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* Sec. 3. AS 17.20.305 is amended to read:

Sec. 17.20.305. Penalty for violation. A person who with criminal negligence
violates a provision of this chapter or a regulation, order, quarantine, embargo, or
recall made under authority of this chapter, or violates a provision of a permit issued
under this chapter, is guilty of a class A misdemeanor for each offense. In this
section,

~1) "criminal negligence™ has the meaning given in AS 11.81.900;
(2) "person." for the purpose of a violation of
(A) AS 17.20.013, does not include an employee, while acting
in the capacity of an employee, of a business that violates AS 17.20.013
unless the employee also owns 10 percent or more of the business:
fB) AS 17.20.015(a). does not include an employee, while
acting in the capacity of an employee, of a business that produces,
packages, or sells the meat unless the employee also owns 10 percent or
more of the business:
fC) AS 17.20.015(b). does not include an employee, while
acting in the capacity of an employee, of a business that produces,
packages, or sells meat products unless the employee also owns 10 percent

or more of the business.

CSHB 110( ) -6-
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NEWS OF FLORIDA LAWSUIT CHARGING MEDIA COVERUP OF SUSPECTED DAIRY DANGER

What is BGH?

BGH stands for Bovine Growth Hormone, a substance naturally produced by
the pituitary gland of the cows. (Humans and other animals produce their
own growth hormones.) It's the stuff that makes babies grow bigger and to a

degree regulates the metabolism of the animal.

Is it the same as BST?
BGH is just the term many lay people use for bovine growth hormone which
is scientifically known as Bovine Somatotropin (BST).

What is rBGH and rBST?

When you see the small "r" in front of BGH or BST it stands for
"recombinant”. That is the term for i .e growth hormone when itisa
laboratory copy of the BGH a cow naturally produced on its own. This is why
the term "BGH milk" is technically not correct. All milk contains natural

levels of BGH. Milk from injected cows is technically rBGH milk.

Who makes and sells rBGH and rBST?

Although several comPanies competed to duplicate BGH, all but one
ultimately dropped out of the race. The Monsanto company is now the only

1 of5 3/29/99 9:.01 AM



based in La Farge. Wisconsin that sells milk, cheese and butter products. Stonyfield
Farm Inc., a manufacturer of yogurt and ice cream products located in Londonderry.
New Hampshire and Whole Foods Market Inc., the nation's largest chain of natural food

supermarkets, based in Austin. Texas.

Opponents argued that rBGH increased the risk that dairy cows would contract a variety
of diseases including mastitis (udder infections), which would require increased amounts
of antibiotics to treat, and that rBGH threatens the survival of family farms by driving
prices lower. It was also noted that the potential health effects on humans who drink
milk from rBGH treated cows have not been fully resolved. Finally, rBGH is viewed as
an unnecessary application of food technology to boost production of a commodity that

is already in over-supply.

"The family farmers who make up The Organic Valley Family of Farms, are in this
business because we love cows. We would not knowingly subject our animals to a drug
with side effects that could cause illness, death and create undue stress on the animal.
Utilizing any genetically engineered product is counter to what we believe in here at
Organic Valley," said George Siemon the cooperat: e's CEO.

In addition to consumer concerns regarding the humane treatment of dairy animals, some
health professionals are worried that increased infection rates in cows treated with BGH
will demand a greater dependency on the use of antibiotics in these animals.
"Pre-approval clinical trials, clearly indicated an increased infection rate in cattle,
requiring drug treatment,” Siemon stated. It should be noted that by virtue of their
certified organic production, the farmer/owners of Organic Valley are prohibited from

usLg any antibiotics".

Recombinant Bovine Growth Hormone, known as rBGH, is a bioengineered hormone
that stimulates a cow's natural body processes to "trick™ it into producing more milk than
it otherwise would. The Food and Drug Administration's hearing on rBGH in 1993
caused a national uproar. Opponents included public health experts, consumer groups,
environmental organizations and family farmers.

In part due to the concerns of both shoppers, and reputable consumer organizations such
as the Consumers Union, the demand for organic dairy products has been increasing at
Over 100 percent each year. "With the lack of national, rBGH free labeling, consumers
have come to learn that buying organic dairy products is the only way to be assured of
obtaining pure 'old fashion' milk, from farmers who have pledged not to use high-tech
drugs such as recombinant bovine growth hormone," said Kastel.



rBGH Lawsuilt Settlement

When the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) approved the use of genetically
engineered bovine growth hormone, commonly known as BGH, they disregarded
appeals from both consumer and farm organizations requesting that food containing this
new technology be labeled. However, the FDA did state that they would allow voluntary
labeling. Up until this month, national dairy manufacturers were unable to label due to a
handful of states that had prohibited the practice.

Under the terms of an unprecedented legal settlement, the State of Illinois has agreed to
permit such voluntary labeling by natural food companies opposed to rBGH. Since 1994
Illinois has forbidden Organic Valley, Ben & Jerry's, and Stonyfield Farm, as well as
other manufactures from adding BGH free labels to their products and threatened to
seize any such products that were sold there.

Because Illinois represents such a large consumer market, the state's actions had
effectively stopped BGH free labeling throughout the country, since it is not feasible for
nationally distributed dairy products to be labeled differently in individual markets. The
City of Chicago, which had also told these companies they could not sell products with
BGH free labels also, agreed to the settlement.

"The Monsanto Corp., manufacture of synthetic BGH, spends thousands of dollars
lobbying in state houses across the country in an attempt to orevent voluntary labeling of
dairy products”, stated Mark A. Kastel, a farm policy analyse who works with the
Organic Valley Family of Farms. "Consumers, in overwhelming numbers, stated that
they wanted the ability to make an educated decision when purchasing dairy products”,
said Kastel who is based in La Farge, Wisconsin.

A 1996 poll commissioned by the U.S. Department of Agriculture and performed by
researchers at the Universities of Wisconsin and Oregon showed that 94 percent of more
that 1,900 respondents surveyed nationwide favored labeling that would allow
consumers to distinguish between milk from cows treated with rBGH and milk from
untreated cows. Other consumer surveys support this finding.

"The federal government said it was legal to label dairy products rBGH free, but there is
a higher authority in this country...the corporation,” said Kastel.

Dairy processors spend hundreds of thousands of dollars in an attempt to defend their
constitutional rights to communicate with their customers. Ben and Jerry's, a Vermont
based national manufacturer of all-natural super-premium ice cream and frozen yogurt
initiated and financed the suit. It was joined by Organic Valley, a farmers’cooperative
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Alaska Agriculture Products

Provided by The State of Alaska, Division of Agriculture.

1992]

Total All Commodities

Total Livestock Products
All Meat Animals

Cattle & Calves

Sheep & Lambs

Hogs & Pigs

All Dairy Products

Milk Wholesale

Milk Retail

All Poultry & Eggs
Poultry

Eggs

All Miscellaneous Livestock

Wool

Agquaculture
Other Livestock 3/
Total All Crops 19,239 20,192 19,699
All Feed Crops

Barley

Hay

Oats

All Vegetables
Potatoes

Misc. Vegetables

All Other Crops
Greenhouse & Nursery

Other Crops 4/

1993| 1994] 1995

(000 Dollars)

20,877 21,890 23,940 23,302 26,315
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All New 1997 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE

HIGHLIGHTS OF ALASKA AGRICULTURE:

Item ALL FARMS
Farms ... ... number .
Land in farms ... ... ... ... ._._.... acres
Average size of farm _._..___. acres.
Value of land and buildingsiil:
Average per farm _.._..... dollars.
Average per acre ........ dollars.
Estimated market value of all
machinery and equipment@l
Average per Tfarm ........ dollars.
Farms by size:
1 to 9 acres ... i
10 to 49 acres ... ...
50 to 179 acres .. ... ciaiaoa---
180 to 499 acres ... ... -i------
500 to 999 acres ..... ... ..o o---.-
1.000 acres or more ... .....-.------
Total cropland ................. farms.
acres.
Harvested cropland _.._.._...__.. farms.
acres.
Irrigated land ................. farms.
acres.

Market value of agricultural
products sold....._.__..__...._.. 51,000.

Average per farm __._.____. dollars.
Crops, 1including nursery and
greenhouse Crops........... 51,000.
Livestock, poultry, and their
products. ... ... ... .. _...... 51, 000 .

Farms by value of sales:
Less than 52,500
52,500 to 54,999
55.000 to 59,999
510.000 to S24,999
525.000 to S49,999
550.000 to S99,999
5100.000 or more

Total farm production expenses.51,000.

Average per farm __._.____. dollars.

Operators by principal occupation:
Farming
Other

Operators by days worked off farm:
ANY e eaaaaaaos

200 days or more

Livestock and poultry:
Cattle and calves inventory... farms.
number.
.................. farms.
number.
.................. farms.
number.
...... farms.
number.

Beef cows
Milk cows

Cattle and calves sold

1997 AND 1992 SHOWS 35 PERCENT INCREASE IN SALES

381

486

53

94

34

24
44

15

21
39

11

199-

548
045
608

827
305

003

96
98
171
93
33
57

434
810
381
227
114
667

650
982

968
682

187
75
66
99

30

821
820

306
242

314
145

120
111

84
694

30
101
92
847

923

436

43

84

22

15
29

11

16
31

1
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1992

512
037
803

550
270

795

76
93
160
85
41

419
061
352
699

93
566

351
982

228
123

211
75

70
30
25
34
308
851

273
239

308
145

132
002

97
224

34
715
115
672
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Hogs and pigs inventory ..... farms. .
number . .
Hogs and pigs sold .......... farms..
number . .
Sheep and lambs inventory ...._.farms..
number . .
Layers and pullets 13 weeks old and
older inventory....._._._.._._.._.. farms..
number . .
Broilers and other meat-type
chickens sold.... .. ._........ farms. .
number . .
Selected crops harvested:
Barley for grain.._.._.._._.._._.._. farms..
acres..
bushels..
Oats for grain..._._._._.___._._._.... farms. .
acres..
bushels..
Potatoes, excl. sweetpotatoes.farms..
acres. .
cwt. .
Hay-alf, other, wild,silage.._farms..
acres..
tons, dry..
Vegetables harvested farms. .
acres. .

Legend:

(D) Withheld to avoid disclosing datafor individualfarms _

(NA) Not available _ @1 Data are based on a sample of farms.

:gure 1 Profile ofthe State’s Agriculture; 1997
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(X) Not applicable _

53 45

2 112 2 135
33 40

2 532 2 800
40 27

1 605 2 233
63 51

2 138 1974

9 I

1 860 ()
31 22

7 106 2 676
164 015 136 228
22 12

1 463 547
64 140 25 944
63 56

814 629
159 056 127 559
267 230

24 023 O
28 664 23 510
48 54

315 262

Z) Less than half the unit shown

Source: 1997 Census of Agriculture, Volume 1
Geographic Area Series, "Table 1. County Sum-
mary Highlights: 1997." This electronic series
presents summary statistics for each county and
State together with comparable data from the
1992 census.

The items included are the same for all States
and counties, except selected crops harvested,
which vary by State. Data for 1997 and 1992 are
directly comparable for acreage and inventories.
Dollar values have not been adjusted for changes
in price levels.

You can obtain the Volume 1 Geographic Area
Series from the National Technical Information
Service. If you have any questions concerning the
data in this report or need additional information
or order forms for agriculture publications, please
call the National Agricultural Statistics Service at
1-800-523-3215 or 1-800-727-9540.
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Figure 7 Production Expenses: 1997

~stock and ooultrj purchased

Feed purchased .S
Feriilirer/Chemtcals/Seeds j ij
Energy cost 23
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interest expense

Other

J U
EE— 3 4 5
Miliors of dollars
1997 (B\BLB OF <GSICAinS



Alaska State Legislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the \[A
. committee name
committee on \WWCN dated X\ VS .
hill/ subject
- [ ’ o A C'/\ N
\ W\ AW O
Ccee-A

A - <A A -
Phone No.



Alaska State Legislature

Please enterinto the record my testimony to the V V- A0 —
committee name
committee on \\CA ,dated \
bill/ subject
— cx”™ ecn® c=A

Signed:

Representing (Optional)
IEtL-
Address
- <MQ -V 12x££_
Phone No.
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Michael | OlAiirt
AiM Citta Director StaTAA InOA! CnvrnhMfNT AMAInK
Pahk Eucuiiw Suiluinc
15 March 1999 ol L ST, Suiti
Representative Norman Rokeberg moHC (a8 427\'}'25 "
Alaska Hoysc of Representatives MX (sirt)a, <A}>
State Capitol Bldg. CCUULAR (9<d)94/9/I1"
Juneau, AK 99801 Re: HB 110  micha«lJ.<Jlsmoo<Ji@monitnto.com
htlp://www.rv3nj«nio com

Dear Representative Rokeberg;

On behalfof Monsanto, | am pleased to provide you with some additional information concerning
the voluntary labeling of milk, dairy and other meat products as proposed by HB 110. While
Monsanto does not oppose voluntary labeling, wc do express our concerns over the way in which

labeling is addressed.

Attached, please find some information which I think you will find helpful in discussing the issue
of milk/dairy safety. | would, however, like to point out the following points, which 1believe

merit serious consideration:

1 The federal Food and Drug Administration determined there is no significant difference
between dairy products produced by cows administered with rBGI | and cows not
administered with rBGH. The products are essentially the same, and in fact, no
differentiation can be made.

2. Ina 1997 court ruling in Illinois, Ben & Jcny's Homemade Inc. was prohibited from placing
a “no rBGH” label on their product because it was deemed “misleading” to consumers.

3. The FDA has reaffirmed its 1993 finding that rBGH is safe for human consumption. A letter
from Health Secretary Donna Shalala to House Minority Leader Gephardt stated that “the
lack of oral activity of rBST/rBGH and insulin growth factor | (1GF-1) and the low level and
non-toxic nature ofthe residues of these compounds, even at exaggerated doses, results in an
extremely large margin of safety for humans consuming dairy produced from rBST -treated
cows. In 1998, the Joint Food and Agricultural Organization/ World Health Organization
Expert Committee on Food Additives (JECFA) reaffirmed the safety of milk aid meat from
treated cows.

4. Current law already permits producers to engage in voluntary labeling, provided their claims
arc truthful and not misleading, nor do they make a claim they cannot support.

Additional concerns, which should be considered, include:

1. Arc the state’s Agriculture Department or Health agencies capable of testing milk, moat, or
dairy products for the presence of rBGH? Unlikely, since the products arc essentially identical
and BST is a naturally occurring protein found in cows - hence, it would be impossible to support

a claim that any product is, in effect, “BST-Frcc.”

2. What kind of affidavit would be needed to guarantee compliance by dairy producers?

3. Finally, who is liable in a situation where a producer sells a milk/dairy product from a treated
cow, despite claiming that his product is rBGH free? The producer? The packager? Or the State?



