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Mr, DOMENICI, I se¢ po reazon
whatsoever. The President kas twice
sent the compact to the Congreas and
1 would strongly rexist any kmplication
that he has not sincere ln doing so. In
the discumions with the administre.
tion leading to this resvlution, the
arigina) msumption eontained Io thia
President's budget that tunding woula
occur in function 150 in the Depatt-
menl of Stale was deopped by the ad-
ministration. The arumption of this
Tesolution i3 the saems a3 has twice
been agreed upan by the Budget Cotn-
mittee, and that is that funding for
Lhe {reely ausociated states wil) contin.
ue o function 800 In the Depariment
of the Interior, 1 can not conceive of
the Department of the Interior, with
the full subport of the Office of Mag-
agemant and Budget, not traamitiing
the necessary supplemental in suffi-
cient lime for enstlement prior to fiscal
Yyear 1986. I wouid like Lo commend
the Senstor for his strong support {or
the compact, and it is & tribute o him
and also o the distinguished Senator
from Louisiana, Senator Jaorwsrox,
that the compact has twice been re.
ported unanimously to the Ssnale. I
look forward Lo its early passage as re.
ported by the commitiee and can
Assure the Senator of my full support
in enactment of the DECEAIAry supple-
memiu which the President will re-
Quast,

SACCHARIN ETUDY AND LABEL-
X)ol(z ACT AMENDMENTS OF
198

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 4 p.m.
having arrivad, the Senate wil} turn to
the conuideration of 8. 484, which the
elerk will state by title.

The asaistant Jegisiative clerk wil)
read as {ollows:

A bill (8. 484) e amend the Baccharin
Study and Labellng Act. .

The Scnate procecded to consider
the blll which had been reported from
the Committes on Labor and Human
Rasources, with an amendment:

8:1 page 3, Uine 3, strike “1968", and Inscrt

8o s to make the bill read:

8.4

Be ¢ enacted by the Senate and House of
Representativer of the United Stmtes af
Amenca tn Conprets assembled. Thal sac.
tion 3 of the Sarchxrin Study and Labeling
Act (21 US.C. 248 nL) Is amended by strik-
ing oul "'During the period beginring on the
oate of enacunent of this Act and ending
twenty-four months after Ure date of enact.
ment of the Sasubarin Siudy ang labeling
ACl Amendment of 1983" and iRserting in
llku 9:’-;"”1 “During the period ending May

. 3987,

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Prealdent, 1 bring
to the floar for final consideration B,
184, which extends the Saccharin
Study and Labeling Act for 2 years. It
% subiect 10 & titnp agreemen) worked
aut between myself and the comniittee
majority.
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The Labor snd Human Resources
Comumittee ordered the iy reported
on April 17, 1345 without <apposition.

The Saccharin Study and Labeling
Act was passed In 3378 in

tumar
Fats. At that time ssocharin had been
in use 8z an artifictal sweetner fot over
80 years and hid never been exusally
unkedtolnymmuorduthm
humans. It was an important factor In
the phyaical and emotiona} health of
dishetics and others who feed Lo con.
trol their wetght or calorie tnizke.

The FDA prompted conaid-
erable congressional interest, Alter
pursuing ita own inquiry, Congress felt
that the evidence at that time was n-
sufticient to conclude that ssecharin
¥is a significant health risk i
humans, and found that st conferred
resl benefits on & significant portion
of the populstion. Congress response
Wis the Saccharin Study and Labeling
Act. which forbude PDA from meoving
fixuinst ssccharin solely on the hasiy of
g-u avallable when it war enacted

atep clearly conveyed to FDA
Congresy’ tntent that the &gency have
meore solld and substantial evidence of
© human health riak before it restrict.
63 or eliminated the use of the weel-
ener.

Despite the passage of 7 yesrs, the
esentinl conditions have not changed,
thus 5. 484's extension of the act i
completely appropriste, Specifically,
though several important studics have
been completed since that time, no sci.
entisia at the hearing on the bl feit
that saccharin has been demonstrated
o be » tiguificant humen health risk
or that the current evidence WRITRNLS
its removal from Lhe market, Addition.
sl studies are currently underway to
2y to determine saccharin's mecha.
nixm of sction In humans, But 7 years
aiter passage of the original act, there
is stlll no evidence thut isa
carcinogen In humane, despite an un-
usually long marketing history. And
the Commissioner of -the Food and
Drug Administration testifsed:

[A)s (0 the past, we stlll do not sdeqtintaly
w'metmerwulouhequcmm and
uncertainties giving rise to the originad 1917
saocharin mormtorium. The actual riak, if
any, of saccharin 1o hiutmana atill appesrs to
be slight, however,

Further. saccharin‘s importance to
the health of diabetics ang others,
while somewhat diminished in several
applications by the n.vnllnbmt%h of
Mpartame, remsins signitioant. Thus,
the American Diabstes Association
and the Juventle Diabetes Foundatjon,
Among others, support the extension,

I note In conclusion that the so-
calied moratorium in the 8accharin
Study and Labeling Act i5 not abso-
lute, but simply imposes certain limi-
ation: on regulatory action sgainst
the sweetener. Should {nformation
ecomer svatlable during the next 2 vears

S 5489
demonstratin Bie hew
deme 8 8 publle th risk

wse of smecharin,

under . 484 the PDA retaing the su.
thorfty to take setion

Tus 1 have 7o Besttation My asking
my collexgues Lo support this b, Itis
2 bipartisan dM, gxd it & pazsed omt of
committee without an Opposing vote.

We have sgreed o & time agreement
on this b with ane amendment,

Mr. President, ¥ reserve the remain-
der of my Lime.

Mr, KERNEDY sddressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFPICER. Who

yielde time?

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr, Presigent,
1yie)d the Besator tiwe.

Mr. XENXEDY. Mr, Preaident, 1
support this bill to extand the Baccha.
rin Btudy and Labellng Act.

Saccharin 42 an Important part of
the dle;s of mull;y &me!ﬂuns who need
Lo av0ld sugar intake. I | particulariy
imporiant for disbetics. ’

‘While soms t| have changed m
the artificial sweetsner flsld since the
last extension of this legislution —in-
cluding the development of sspartame
And new studies sugpating cyelamates
may nol be carcinogenic—there does
not appesr (o be a fully sutistactory
substitvte for amecharin currently
availzble,

The committee hesrings we held re.
inforced my belef that an extension
of the ban moratorium 15 ap-
propriate st this time.

Senator Mrrzmsavx wil) be offering

harmful  sffects from
aspariame consumptlon—particularly
a! high doze levels.

Our conumitiae repart mandates that
these tests occur. It saems to me -
Dropriate that consumers should be
able ta monitor their own consump-
tion of aspartame,

Mr. Presjdent, 1 hope that the Mem-
bera of this body will spport Senator
MEIZENBAUN'S amendment 1o ingure
that the consumers of this eontmuy
would be able to make that determina.
gon ln terms of their own consump-

ok,

Mr. Preaident, on the bill itself, was
there not time yielded to the Senator
{rom Masaachusctis?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T did
not catch the request of the Senator
from Ohio,

Mr. KENNEDY. On the bill itself, is
Rot the time divided between the Sen-
ator from Utah snd the Senator from
Massachusetts?

The PRESIDING OPFICER. It is di-
vided between the Senator {rom Utah
and the Benator from Ohio or their
designee, T did not eatch how much
timethe Senator from Ohlo yielded.

Mr. KENNEDY. I thank the Chalr.
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Mr. METZENBAUM. Rtr. President,
I appreciate the support of the distin.
guished Senator from Massachusetts,
whose record in the ficld of health leg.
tslation Ls second to none in this Con.
gress. We have before us the bl to
extend the period of exemption from
the Delaney Act for the continued use
of saccharin, 1 supported that exten-
sion hecause the distinguished chair-
man of the committee was kind
enough to set a hearing not alone on
the lssue of saccharin but on the issue
of saccharin and other sweeteners, in.
cluding cyclamate and aspartame,

Qut of that hearing, the Committee
concluded that there should be an ex.
tenslon of the saccharin exemption,
not for J years buzt for 2 years. In adai-
ton, the Committee provided that the

and Drug Administration must
report to the Congress on how the
label laws for saccharin are being ob-
served. It is & fact that some compa-
nhies sre complying with the law while
others are not. For others it is & ques-
tion of degree-—some labels are {n
typeface 50 tiny that i §s almost im-
possible to read.

The real issue that we have before
us here today, Mr. President, relates
to the aspartame labeling amendment
which I shall shortly send to the desk.
What this amendment would do is
amend the Saccharin Study and Label-
ing Act to provide that any soft drink
%hich contalns aspartame shall state
the total number of milligrams of
Aspartame contained in such serving
of such soft drink.

I want Members of this body to un-
derstand where we stand on this issue.
1 shall not raise my voice during this
debate. I shall not tmplore Senators to
vote for my smendment. I shall ask
themn only to consider the merits of
the issue. If they consider the merits
of the issue, then they have to vote for
the amendment because, on the
merits, people have a right to know
how much aspartame is in the product
that they are drinking. That s sl}.

Nobody is saying that consumer
cannot use aspartame. point out to
my collengues that, as & matter of fact,
the National Soft Drink Association,
the organization that represents all of
the soft drink people. at one point was
prepared to take a position totally op-
posed 10 the use of aspsrtame in soft
arinks. They never took quite that po-
sitlon as I shall discuss later.

Mr. President, {{ this amendment
passes, the Industry will have 18
months W Umplement It provisfons,
We are willing to tive the industry
adequate time to make the changes on
the eans so0 that people may learm
what i3 in the product that they are

ingesting.
Mr. President, let me at the begin.
ning deal with a prevalent misconcep-

tion about this amendment, Lobbyists
have been on the telephone. scunying
around all over the Hall, calling Mem.-
bers of this body. telling everyone that
this amendment will. in some way,
injure the byl They have jndicated
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that there Is an urgent need for the
saccharin  extension and that my
amendment will siow the bil} down
snd even kil) it

I want Members of thix body to un.
derstand that that claim i3 totally
absurd. The FDA Commissioner, Dr.,
testified st our hearing as fol-

lmuuemphuhcthumllmehm
were nol extended, It would take a period of
time for FDA to evaluate fig sction and then
proceed through preliminary and ftnal rute-
making which would be in ftself, & couple of
Years' process ... with the most rapid
aclion it 4s 180 days to a year.

It appears my colleague, with whom
1 worked very well, the chairman of
the committee, wrote a letter on this
subject. He indicated in that letter
that the attachment of my amend-
ment o this bill would jeopardize the
bill’s fate in the House. I thought that
Wis an Important statement for him to
be making, 20 1 called the distin-
guished chairman of the House com-
mittee having jurisdiction over this
matter.

I am pleased 1o report o my col-
leagues that he does not confirm that
It would cause delay. Actually, he said
that until he knows what the amend.
ment specifically provides, he is hardly
In a position to make any such indica.
tion. However, there ls certainly no In.
dieation that it would kill the bil), .

Mr. SIMON. Would my colleague
yield for 1 minute?

Mr. METZENBAUM. I do indeed
yield. .

Mr. SIMON. I thank him for yleld-
ing,

Mr. President. I think the point he
made a moment ago needs underscor-
ing. He mentioned lobbyists contacting
Members of the Senate on his smend-
ment. They were contacting on the
basis that he had s 6-month time limi-
tation. In fact, with that 18 months,
there should be no difficulty for any
bottler to accommodate Lo this reality,
It just seems to me that the Senator's
tmendment can do no harm and very
well may do some good in safeguarding
the people of this country, particular.
ly some who may have some very real
problems with this particuiar ingredi-
ent.

Mr. METZENBAUM. Mr. President,
I very much appreciate the comments
and the support of my friend and col-
league from Illinois. I have no reserva.
tion In saying that, indeed, at one
polnt, we were contemplating 6
months.

The Senator from Ilinols had indi-
cated his concern about that being too
short a period of time. } agreed with
the Senalor's contention, and there.
fore I put in the 18-months {igure,
However, the issue Is not 50 much how
long the Industry will have to imple-
ment the amendment. The issue is can
we prevail upon the Industry to dus-
close how much aspartame is in the
can or the bottic?

Mr. SIMON. 1 thank the Senslor
from Ohlo.
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In his leadership on this matter as (n
many others, I have referred to him,
half In jest and half not i Jest, as the
Uger of the Senate. He is thay He gets
hold of an fssue and fights for the
cause. He hax been fighting for the
health of the people of this country. |
commenguhhn. and I am pleased to
support amendment.

Mr. METZENBAUM. 1 appreciate
the support of the Senator from I1li-
nois. who has served well and with dis-
tinction in the Congress of the United
States. and we are happy to have him
in this body.

M. President, 1 should like now to
gt Lo address the substance of this

ue.

During the committee hearing, we
had an sspartame acientific panel as
well expert FDA testimony on aspar-
tame. Aspartame fasues were examined
in extensive detail. This amendment
evolved from that hearing and I would
now like to offer three basic reasons
for its passage.

Reason No. 1 s the consumer's right
1o know. People have g right to xnow
sbout the makeup of the products
they consume. It i3 no secret that the
distinguished Senator from Florida
IMrs. Hawxins} snd I have a bil)
pending which has to do with the la-
beling of products generally, :

Reason No. 2, the FDA as well as
doctors around the country have re.
ceived hundreds of complaints from
people who believe that they have had
gdverse physical reactions o Nutra-

weet.,

Professor Wurtman of MIT made a
very strong case at the hearing for
quantity labeling, on the basis that
physicians treating these complaints
would at least know how much has
been consumed. They will be able to
take Into consideration, In making
their diagnosis, whether the taking or
the use of acpartame was s factor,

Professor Wurtman also argued that
those with symptoms who consumed
large amounts of NutraSweet will be
able to gauge thelir consumption, snd
those who think they have symploms
but in reality have consumed only
small amounts of NutraSweet would
be able to stop worrying.

Third, significant medical and safely
questions have been raised about
NutraSweet, and 1 will get into some
of those questions as we proceed In the
debate this afternoon.

Clearly, we need to provide people
with more Information about this
product than they already have, With
respect to the criteris of saspartame or
NutraSweet safety. the food and
safety law i clear, The Government
does not have to prove that s particu.
lar food additive or artificisl sweetner
Is harmful. The Government does not
have that burden of prool. The many
faciurer must prove that it is safe any
that there is reasonablie certainty that
No harm wil} result from its use,

I should lixe (o share with my col
leagues the histors of NutraSwect. Jr,
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1077, the Food and Drug Administra-
tlon recommended that Searle—it is
their product—be brought before s
grand jury, on the basis that fts test-
ng procedures were irregular and that
{alze statements were made. It was the
FDA that made that recommendation.
These tests {ncluded many of the key
NutraSweet tests.

In 1980, a public boxrd of Inquiry
recommended that NytraSweet not be
approved until further tests on brain
tumors tould be dealt with. The FDA
Commlasioner rejected that finding
and approved NutraSweet. I will
teturn to that Issue AL & laler point in
the debate.

At the hearing. we referred to in-
house FDA memos which showed that
three of the six FDA scientists advis-
ing the Commissioner. the so-called
Commissioner's team, recommended
that NutraSweet not be spproved be.
Cause certaln tests were still dubious,
We have, In addition. the concern ex-
pressed by Dr. Wurtman about the ef-
fecls on brain chemistry of aspartame,
toncerns which the Soft Drink Asso-
ciation tself cited in its draft objec-
Uon to NutraSweet in 1983 I will
retwrn to that draft objection of the
Solt lll)m Associstion subsequent)y,
as well.

Clesrly, questions surround this
product.,
In addition to those questions

having to do with the testing and ap-
proval of NutraSweet. there is also the
ssue of the ADI for NutraSweet. or
the acceptable maximum daily intake.

1 should like to quote from an FDA
memotrandum dated January 8, 1983;

The Buresu of Foods had previously eval-
usled the results of duta from an extremcly
romprehensive animal testing program snd
established the acceplable maximum daily
intake. the ADL. for sspartame to be 20 mil.
Llllnm per kilogram of body weight per

5. This figure s dased on apolication of a
hundredfold safety factor to the no-effect
dose, 2.900 milligrams per kiligram, tn &
ehronic rat study.

‘What does that mean? It roeans that
the FDA normally applies & hundred
{old safety factor to regulated food ad-
ditives. In the case of sspartame, ther
paade an exception. They (ncreascd
the AD! to 50 milligrams per kilogram,
pnd they sald they had the tests to
prove that this could be done safely.

What does an ADI really mean.

What an AD! means is this: if you
Aelgh 150 pounds, you would have to
g:nk 17 cans of diet soda with 100

reent NutraSweet (o hit the accept-
able maximum dally intake.

1 do not really believe that many
people drink 17 cans of diet soda with
100 percent NutraSweet and hit the

[. However, If you are a child
weighing 25 to 30 pounds, you would
hit that limit with three or {our cans
of sods. That is not something that 13
going to happen to all kids. But cor.
tainly large numters of children are
}lktlly to consume NutraSwect at these
evels,

Nobody is saying that someone is
going 1o kee! over tf they excsed the
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ADI on a given day. But with a1 the
concerns ralsed about the safety of
NutraSweet. does It not make sense, is
{t not Jogical. for Individuats and thelr
physicians to know how much Nutra-
Sweet i3 in the diet soda?

What could be so terrible about, stat-
Ing the amount? How else wil] the user
or the physician know If the person I3
exceeding  reasonable consumption
limits. particularly during the summer
months?

Some would say, "Well, even (f we
told them the amount, they wouldn't

understand.” Some would, Some would -

not. But what in the world is 5o horrif.
ic? What (n the world is so terribie?
Why s it such a problem for the Ln-
dustry. within 18 months. to change
thelr cans to indicate the amount of
aspartame—that s  NutraSweel—in

the product?

Some would say, “Why label only
soft drinks?" The answer to that s
soft drinks are the major source of
NutraSweet consumption.

Those who argue against the amend.
ment on the basis that it singles out
5aft drinks are very quick to point gut
that they do not support labeling of
aAny products containing NutraSweet.

Besides, If we mandate labeling of
$o{t drinks, do you not think the other
manufacturers will get the message
and seriously consider implementing
their own labeling?

Some would argue—and it has been
stated—"Why don't you indicate how
much sugar there Is an the label?" As
8 matter of fact, {{ somebody cares to
offer an amendment or Lo ‘suggest
such labeling. 1 would have no prob-
lem with that. I am one who firmly be-
lieves that the more the individual is
able to know about the food he or she
consumes, the better chance that indi-
vidual has In seeing to It that the food
Ingested by him or her will be health.
lf‘ul and not dangercus Lo his or her

fe.

Dr. Roberts. of the National Soft
Drink Association, testiffed at the
hearing and said if & consumer wants
10 know how much NutraSweet s in s
tan of dict soda. they can write the
National Soft Drink Association in
Washington to find out. He said:

We like people to have this informstion so
we have no objection whatsoever, and. in ad-
dition, we iry {0 provide sdditional tnfortna.
tion by putung our sssociuted kinds of bro-
chures.

S0 they sre saying. "You can get the
information. we are willing to give it to
you. we might even make up a bro-
chure, but we don't want to put it on
the can.”

Why? Is It that there is no room on
1He can” Is 1t that the people are just
(oo nosy. to [ind that out?

I went to & can of Diet Coke to see
what was on the can. Mr. President.
they have enough reading material on
the can to fill the ConGressionat
Rrcorp,

On the front label they say. 100
percent NutraSweet brand sweetener.”
They say, “Saccharin-free, low-calorie

8§ 5491
cols: “phenylketonurics™ oontaing
t us € & look at the of th
Diet Coke label, ¢
Nutriton Injormation per unn'a;
Serring size ¢ ? doz

Servings per container ... ... .
yorQu perserving.

Carbohydrate =~ " o
Pat

Sodium (mllleraens) e . 3
?Lam Lhan } gram.
And it continyes on. They have & lot
of material on the back of that label.
Perentage of US. recomunended .
Jowances (US. RDAY. containg lu‘tg:nul
percent of the U8, RDA of protein, vitamin
A, vitamin C, thiamine, riboflavin, niactn,
:n‘tfmm. and lu::l'o Contalns earbonated
er, CcArame) T, aspartame, (N -
::m brand), phasphoric acid, uouulwu;
nzosle preservative, natursl fla
e pres vary, eitne
That is not all. It has more on the
back bel. “NutraSweet and the
NutraSweet symbol,”
lsbel, “are the trademarks of G.D.
Searle & Co. Consumer information:
€all 1-300-GET-COKE,” and then the
number “¢3§-2653."

-0

“wo

200 milligrams of Nutrs.
Sweet in that can of Diet Coke. It
would not ruin the can or ita ADpear-
ance,

Now, the Soft Drink Association has
8150 sald that il consumers want to
know how much aspartame i3 In & can
©of Diet Coke, they ¢an call the number
on the can; 1-800-GET-COKE,

Now, my staff did just that. At 908
Am. on May 1, my staff called the
Coke consumer Inforrmation line, 1-
800-CET-COKE, and after lstening
to & jingle. the operator came on the
line. She was a very nice woman. Her
name was Pal. My staff asked her the
following Question: “Can you Lell me
how much NutrsSweet is In the can?”
Her reply, “No. I'm sorry, 1 don't have
that information™ My stafl then
asked, “Is there any lmit o the
smount you should consume?

Reply: “No. You can drink 40 cans a
day.” My staff asked her about kids.
Could they drink thst amount? Her
reply, “No problem.”

Now, FDA's acceptable maximum
dally intake for & 130-pound person is
17 cans, and for & 25- to 30-pound
person, 3to 4 cans. |

S0 1 suy that dialing 1-300 GET-
COKE does not get you very {ar in ob.
ftalning information on how much
NutraSweet is in a can of Diet Coke.
Would the Chair be €0od enough to
advise how much time the Senator
from Ohio has remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator has 32 minutes remaining.

. BAUM. 1 thank the
Chair,

I ask my colleagues to keep in ming
that the soft drink sssociation, which
is strongly opposed 1o letting consum.
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3 know how much NutrsSweet they
&re consuming. s the sxme 2xsociation
shich {n 1983 prepared a draft lega)
document objecting o NutraSweet
ever being wlloved on the market,
citing serlous and unresolved questions
about the public health,

Lzt me explaln the significance of
that statement., The National Saft
Drink Associatlon, along with the Ly
firm of Patton. Boggs & Blow. pre-
pared & documen: that was to be sub-.
mitted before the U.S. Department of
Health and
Drug

Aspartame in Carbonated ‘Beverages
and Carbonated Beversge Syrup ®ases
aad 8 Request far a Hearing on the
Objections.” The Issue before the
Food and Drug Administration at that
time. according to tlus draft objection
Was aspartame. Jfoad additives for
direct addntion Lo human food. 48 Fed-
eral Register 31376, Juty 8, 1943,

I want to explaln Lo my colleagues
that the draft legal document wes not
filed, but %t was prepared and I ask
unanimous consent that at the conclu-
sion of my remarks the entire contents
of that draft objection be included In
the Rrconn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, L 1s 30 ordered.

(Sec exhibit 1)

Mr. METZENBAUM. Although it
w3 notl filed, thmt does ot mesn that
it was not the position of the organiza.
tion at that time. It does not mean
that the findings snd the conclusions
reached in that document were not
valid. It only indicutes tivat for reasons
best known to them, unquestionably
Xbit)l:lrm reasons, they decided not to

1.

But they were not objecting to label-
Ing. which is sl that my amemdment
would do. My amendment would only
Indicate the amount of mSpariame that
12 {n the product.

Thetr objection ook the position
that aspartame should not be included
In soft drinks. That draft objection {n.
dicates that the erganization had sig-
nificant health concerms with the
product befare it was spproved for soft
drinks.

Lel me direct your attention 1o some
of the thingx that they said In that
draft docurnent:

G.D. Searle and Company has not demon.
Strited 10 a reasonabie certainty that the
use of aspartame in 50ft drinks, without
quentitative limitation, «{l) not adversely
Allect human health ax o result of the
changes such use & likely o cause in bruin
chepoustry and undar ¢eratn 1CAM0NALle AN
Lieipated conditions of use.

For these reasons. Searle has not met fis
burden of demonstratng 10 & ressonable
CErtainty that the unbimited yse of a3Dar-
Aarye, erperintly In combination with corbo-
hydrates, will not adgversely affect human
yhealth,

It went on 10 say that:

The questions posed ty Dr. Wurtmsn sre
SICRINCANE Deeause of the serousness ol the
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petetial effocts £0. chmages in Wood
Prewure aad Decause Of aspartams's antici.
PMad aidesprosd mee-ame that includes
condumplion iy polentialy vaimecabie .
£rouns, euch as children, preguant women,
And hypernctives

They weat on 0 sy in Lwmt docu.
ment:

Epecilically, Bexrte has mot yoet s barden
under saotion €04 . . . &0 detometrate Wt
MDariame i safe and dunctienal {or use tn
soft drinks,

And they further stated:

Coliectively, the extemsive deticiendies In
the stabllky sudics sondxtet U7 Soasle 10

e and unreli

Now, the Natiom! %olr Drink Asso.
cistion th August 1983, thought that
Lipartame should not de usad in goft

that they should not vote for this
tmendment. Yetl this smendment does
not provide that the product shoyld
not be sold, only that the people who
use the product have a right 10 know
how much of it they are consuming.
Now, I think that 1t is dmportant
know what occurred st the Depart.

ment of Heallth and Ruman Services advise

when aspartame was approved, 1
would ke to share with my collesgues
8 memo dated May 19, 1081, from the
Acting Associate foner for
Health Affairs on the subject of &SDAT-
tame to the Commissioner of the Food
and Drug Administration

In this memo, they state the follow-
ing:
The first and primary agenda ftem relates
to the brain tumor sue. This wax the point
on which the Pubhc Board of Inquiry con.
cluded thst safety trad not been shosn, A
firat @raft ~final decinon™ on this fasue is u3-
ahed,

They went on to say:

The major {ssue discussed at the hearing
was the' background rate for sponianeous
brain tumore tn the specific strain of rat
used by Sesrte,

They talked about the conduct of
the study.

The tonduct of all three rat studies has
been criticied by Dr. Otlney. Bome of the
SIS sclenting believe the studies were ade.
Quately conducted, whiie others tend to
agroe with Dr. Olney Lhal one or mare of
the studies was severely flawed. Again, the
dilferent positions are docusmented,

Mr. President, [ ask unan!mous con-
sent that the FDA memo be printed tn
the Rzooao at the conclusion of my re.
marks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GortoN). Without objection, it Is so
ordered.

(See exhidit 2.)

Mr. METZENBAUM. Now, M;r.
President. my colleagues may go
ghead and defeat this amendment.
But 1 hope they will remember this
debate in the months ahead. ! do not
elains  childron  will develop brain
tumors. 1 do not know that. I do know
that the FDA was worried about it 1
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do know that thres of the six FDA sci.
entlsts advising the PDA Commission.
er on final approval were suflicieatly
:r’&rﬂed about 1t thae they were not
Ing Lo approve the broduct, The
&DA': own sclentists were aplit on the
ue. .o

So what we are talking ebout ds, do
e ugroe thal there wil be tadaefling in-
dleating how much SEDATIAIDG S i the
Product sr do we Ziowe eur ruinds ¢ 4]
thre questions arrounding whis pred.
uct and CIT AT backs o6 the oonsum .-
er's right  know,

Y am frank o Lell you § stand on the
Qloor and I do not have all the n.
swers. Bat T believe tixt this b3y has
30me TeIPOnsTHitity to the ehfidren,
standehildren, and aduits who are
corsuming lhmuoadﬂnk:.a\ndwl
am asking lorhmloduumuwh.\ch
1 consider 10 be the Yery minimum. To
tell the people who are drinking these
diel sadas how much Mpariame i In
the product.

Now I eolght note that seme have
said that the Diabetes Association op-
Poses Lhis amendment. My staff mpoke
with thelr Washingten representative
today. They do net sppose this arsend.
ment. Their offlcial position & to
cRution: for swegnant women
and children for both aspariame &nd
saccharine consumption.

In conclusion, Mr, President—and 1
wil] confess that I have spoken at
some length, but ! ypeak at 0me
Tength 1 am concerncd about
what mspartame may do W people if
ingested in too great quantities. I am
concerned about the possidllity of
brain tumors and other forms of drain
damage. Those who studied the issue
al the FDA were concerned as wel).

‘This amendment & basic. It s
simple. 1t does not really msk for
much, and for the life of me, I cannot
understand why the Soft Drink Asso-
ciation has spent so much time and
has done so .muych What
have they got 1o hide? All we are
aXIng Is how much aspartame & (n
the soft drink. And we are saying take
18 months. Uf you need that amount of
Ume, in arder to0 change your <30 in
order that we will not place an eco-
nomic burden on your business.

My amendment ix no big deal. It is
Dot going Lo save the world It is not
foing to solve problems tn Ricarsgua
and It is not golng to batance the
budget. But 1t {3 one Mitie step In the
Tight direction. We will be providing

surnce which poses many unanswered
questions about basic consumer heslith
and safety,

Mr. President. I do not wish to delay
the Senate with lengthy debate,
would like to gubmit for the Tecord a
number of scientific and other submis.
slons relating to saspartame. 3 114
unanimous consent that they be print.
¢d In the Recano.




