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-1 want to take advantage of your expert skill, if I *might,y for a
~ moment, and ask you to look at a document Whlch,desombes the bac-
temologlca,lcondltl,oni of a food product;NpW it, relates to exarap e No.
1 appended to my statement: 18,000 TV dinners that were re] ected by
"DSA and subsequently sold through a jcommercml channel. s
Could you tell us, what the significance of that ‘bacteriological |
analysis 18 OF what 1t would mean to a laymant L ’
(The analysis follows:) o SR '
\ DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY BAE O N
T : ‘ Lo MarcE 19, 1968.
Memo for Mr. Peter Barash, professional staff member in; charge, Special Con-
. sumer Inquiry, House G‘omfernment Operations Committee. , Lo
gubject: Request for specific information on the DSA/DPSC rejection of
; precooked frozen meals.. r ' ' o e
1. In accordance with your request on the above gubject the following informa-
- “tion is an explanation of the bacterial counts as related to the subsistence items
in question t. o : o : e
Coliform status -

Standard plate count” Number of * -
. samples

_________________

7 e QT
18 i iicieamiaRoefmenecnt 5960 oo szt mmm = 0K
0. e 2,700,000 oooennneees
" 1stsample...-Z- : 1,900, 000 ORIt 210 per gram.
) 2,100,000 ----- AT ~.180-per gram.

2d sample_io.-< -

9. For clarification there are three areas of de-ﬁnivtilOn that must be uhdenst.ozodf
a. The maximums?tan(&and plate count (SPC) is set iat 100,000/gm.. If such
a count is exceeded the 1ot doeg not comply. This explains the rejection of

1ot 40. L
b. The total coliform count shall not exceed 100/gm. Tn this case an agar
~_plating technique is used. The lagar is selective for me,p\oﬂifwmgr‘ow\ of:
bacteria. This agar will gsupport. the growth of members of ithe coliform
group. If the total count ‘on the agar plates (five plates) ‘exceeds 100 the lot
involved does pot comply i he s icification. In this case no further:
“family”’ distinction need be made. This discussion explains the portion of
the reason for rejection of Tot 41 (the SPCwas also bigh).. ‘
¢, The speciﬁda.tionalso states that the product shall be negative for B.
Coli baecxteri‘a.'For'discussfmn, we are talking of five agar plates that shiow. 2
total of more ‘than five typical colonies but 1ess than 100. Assume that the
. five agar plates shiowed a totial of 10 colonies that had the _physilealjappﬂearance
of typical coliform colonies. Four of these typical colonies are lifted from
the agar and transferred into a liquid broth and incubated further. The four
typical colonies would be transferred into eight tubes. If after sncubation the
jnvert tubes sHow. bacterial rowth and gas formation in one Or more of the
. tubes, the product is regarded E. Coli positive and therefore not acceptable
~ in mecordance with- the gpecification. This type of de:bermina&ti‘on was used
on ‘s%l(l)nple 20, lot 55; sami le 17, lots 55 and 58; and on sample 18, lots BY
and 60. , P , R
- 8. In this ‘submission it must be restated that none of the referenced laboratory
data s “sufficient to declare the product in question as unwholesome. These
bacterial levels are used as indices of production ganitation.
: 5 e . ~ DANIEL A 'VARLEY,
L ; 'Congressi()%atkMatters Advisor.
might not mean much to a layman, but T wouldn’t

‘Dr. GODDARD. It
want to ingest these products. Sy e
Mr. RosENTHAL. NOW, the fact of the matter is that those products:
were sold and were presumably consumed. L




