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Wanted—A Streamlined Milk Control Program

1Lk control did not spring like Athena full-orbed from the mind of Jove.

It was born in necessity. It developed slowly and painfully, usually

by trial and error. It now is a complex structure of laws, regulations, and

practices, written and unwritten. Officialdom maintains it, and-the public
expect it—and the trade (and the public) bear it. y .

Originally, milk control was instituted as a public health necessity. Seventy-
five years ago, abuses in the production and handling of milk forced public
health officials to inaugurate protective measures to reduee the health hazard
from_the consumption of infected milk. - This work received a great impetus
in this country soon after the turn of the century through the publication of
studies on the epidemiology of milk-borne disease. This development has
already been traced® and will not be repeated here. Suffice to say that the
early measures were effective. Disease from milk-borne vectors practically
disappeared from those communities that made real efforf to improve milk
sanitation. ‘

Such success engendered a degree of justifiable satisfaction, maybe a near
pride, in the adequacy. of the local procedure. This led to a feeling of
superiority—certainly a self-sufficiency—over other communities. FEach Duilt
up its own system of control and boasted that it had the best milk in the
country. . : ‘

The sum total of all these regulatory efforts has operated to surround the
production and handling of milk with a great system of physical requirements
in farm, plant, and bottle. A glance at the recent compilation? of - milk
co?.‘rd‘l legislation by only the states (municipalities not studied) .reveals the
extent to which regulation has permeated the milk industry. Specifications
for barns, amount of air space per cow, design and equipment of milk house,

number of grades of milk, type of score card, bacterial content of milk, butterfat =

content, date (or not) of production or pasteurization on labels, size and
design of cap, size, style and color of lettering, strength of ‘detergents used

. in plants, etc., etc. This heterogeneity of requirements—all purporting to lie

in the interest of protecting: the public health—indicate one of two things:’

1 This Jour~arL, 4, 161, 181 (1941).

2 State” Milk and Dairy Legislation, Vol. 3, Work Projects Administration, U. S. Government -
(1941).. )
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