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REVIEW COMMISSION

Madeleine Fulton [madelejnefulton@yahoo.com]
Monday, October 04, 2010 11:57 PM
IRRC
Respectful request to reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk
Sanitation

To the Pennsylvania Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

My name is Madeleine Fulton, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed,
Madeleine Fulton
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

We are Uary and April Giffin. We are raw milk consumers and we respectfully request that you reject
proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. We are intelligent,
discriminating consumers and do not need protection from our farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If
they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business
quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer
polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government
involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by
the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-
reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to
focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they
were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is
achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for
compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the
operation.

Again, we view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These
flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Sincerely,

Gary and April Giffin
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To whom it may concern:

I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Regards,
Stephen H, Switzer©
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My name is Sonya Lucia, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777
Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a
problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing;
every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government
involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food
safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no
direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility,
not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out,
rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed
Sonya Lucia
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My name is Luiza Zlatovic, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed

Luiza Zlatovic
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My name is Kyle Tieman-Strauss, and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777
Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating, and concerned
consumer, and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide
an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem, they will be out of business quickly. At
that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices
that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government
involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather large corporations.
Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-
reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to
focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they
were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is
achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test
for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in
micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These
flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Best,
Kyle Tieman=Strauss



Shomper, Kris
2777

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Miller, Sarah E.
Monday, October 04, 2010 10:36 PM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 10:31 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Comrnissiori

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Nicole

Last Name: LaBrocca

Company:

Email: niole6@yahoo.com

Subject: raw milk Sanitation

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:40 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Pirkko

Last Name: O'clock

Company: private consumer

Email: oclocksfgjverizon.net

Subject: Proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if there were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:39 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Kate

Last Name: Blair

Company:

Email: captaincatholic(%vahoo.com

Subject: Regulation #2777Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
To Whom it May Concern: My name is Kate Blair. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that
you reject proposed regulation #2777Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent,
discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they
provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly.
At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that
supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is
where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food
safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts
and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those
operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler
if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is
achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for
compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the
operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. Thank you. Sincerely, Kate Blair
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:19 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Lender

Company:

Email: albarna@comcast.net

Subject: Proposed Revised Dairy Regulation

Message:
My name is Amy Lender. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Thank you, Amy Lender
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:19 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Lender

Company:

Email: albarna@comcast.net

Subject: Proposed Revised Dairy Regulation

Message:
My name is Amy Lender. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Thank you, Amy Lender
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:03 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: ANgie

Last Name: Adkisson

Company:

Email: theadkissons@verizon.net

Subject: proposed regulation #2777

Message:
My name is Angie Adkisson, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Respectfully, Angie Adkisson
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 09:01 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Bernadette

Last Name: Rosa

Company:

Email: berniebabv2@vahoo.com

Subject: Proposed Revised Dairy Regulation

Message:
My name is Bernadette Rosa, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:51 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Brooke

Last Name: Hoffman

Company:

Email: brooklyn717@yahoo.com

Subject: Raw milk regulations

Message:
My name is Brooke Hoffman, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Brooke Hoffman
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REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:43 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Ken

Last Name: Karish

Company:

Email: kjkarish@aol.com

Subject: raw milk

Message:
My name is Ken Karish , I am a raw milk drinker and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:40 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Kulp

Company:

Email: 2maxine@comcast.net

Subject: raw milk

Message:
My name is Lisa Kulp, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation
#2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do
not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product
or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation
does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction
and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets
are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Lisa Kulp Telford, PA
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:39 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Nobbe

Company:

Email: ean52@rcn.com

Subject: Reject Proposed Regulation #2777, Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer, and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777, Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem, they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level of policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts, and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation ought to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieved a desired result. How that result is achieved would be the
producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for meeting the
standard, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the farm
operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Elizabeth Nobbe
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Fw: IRRC Website - New Message OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:30 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Christy

Last Name: Greer

Company:

Email: extra.email.44@gmail.com

Subject: proposed regulation #2777 dept of agriculture 2-160: milk sanitation

Message:
Hi, I am Christy Greer, a consumer of local farmers' products. I am writing to respectfully request that you
reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. The primary reason being
that food safety is a size issue, and this legislation does not take that in to account. It makes unnecessary and
burdensome demands on individual farmers. Individual farmers simply do not need much, if any, govt
regulation. The reason being: I know my farmers, and they know me. If they were to provide a dangerous
product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they would be out of business quickly! I wouldn't buy from
them, and neither would their other customers...because we know exactly who and where our products are
coming from. On the other hand, large corporations and organizations are complex, and their problems have far-
reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. I am all for regulation of
these companies, because it is necessary due to their size. I can see reasonable regulations proposed for
individual farmers. However if that is necessary, then the regulation could be performance standards, requiring
that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not
the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be
contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Please reject this legislation. Thank
you!
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OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:28 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Bonnie

Last Name: Tennis

Company:

Email: btennis@hydrosoft.net

Subject: raw milk

Message:
Hello, My name is Bonnie Tennis, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Thank you for your time.
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Subject: Fw: IRRC Website - New Message |

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:22 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Hilary

Last Name: Zozula

Company:

Email: cerebralscrub @ yahoo. com

Subject: raw milk standards

Message:
My name is Hilary Zozula, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Hilary Zozula
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:22 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Sheila

Last Name: Norman

Company:

Email: sheilamnormanfgivahoo.com

Subject: Regulation #2777

Message:
My name is Sheila Norman, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Respectfully, Sheila Norman
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 08:01 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Krane

Company:

Email: lkrane@optonline.net

Subject: Proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Lori Krane
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:57 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Foster

Company:

Email: elisafosterl l@gmail.com

Subject: Raw Milk

Message:
My name is Lisa Foster, and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected. Thank you for your consideration in this matter, Lisa Foster
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:52 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Desiree

Last Name: Tambascia

Company:

Email: desireet2(g)/verizon.net

Subject: Reject proposed raw milk regulations

Message:
To Whom it May Concern: My name is Desiree Tambascia, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully
request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an
intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or
store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of
business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every
consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need
government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations
created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much
more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation
needs to focus on those operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation
could be much simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired
result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the
State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting
itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases
onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Desiree
Tambascia



Shomper, Kris
2777

ft n\

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

xJ
Miller, Sarah E.
Monday, October 04, 2010 7:56 PM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:45 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Christian

Last Name: Feavel

Company:

Email: chrisfeavel@yahoo.com

Subject: Reject Proposed Regulation #2777

Message:
My name is Christian Feavel, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Christian Feavel Purcellville, VA
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:43 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Lucy

Last Name: Gillichbauer

Company:

Email: babalus@hotmail.com

Subject: Raw Milk

Message:
My name is Lucy Gillichbauer, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:39 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Dawn

Last Name: Heyn

Company:

Email: stanhevn@juno.eom

Subject: Milk Sanitation Regulation

Message:
My name is Dawn Heyn, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. Raw milk has been a healthy staple of my
family's diet for several years now. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.
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REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:30 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commissioo

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Mary Anne

Last Name: Moreau

Company:

Email: maryanne.moreau@gmail.com

Subject: #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
My name is Mary Anne Moreau, My husband and family are raw milk consumers and we respectfully request
that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. We are intelligent,
discriminating consumers and do not need protection from our farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they
provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly.
At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policy; every consumer polices that
supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is
where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food
safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts
and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those
operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler
if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is
achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for
compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the
operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. Respectfully, Mr. and Mrs. Steven Moreau and
Family
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REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 07:15 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Ccmmissioo

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Lorie

Last Name: King

Company:

Email: lorieking@gmail.com

Subject: Raw Milk

Message:
Hello IRRC. My name is Lorie King and I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject
proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent,
discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they
provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly.
At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that
supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is
where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food
safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts
and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those
operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler
if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is
achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for
compliance, a fUnction that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the
operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. Kind Regards, Lorie King
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 06:48 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Victor (Vyasa)

Last Name: Landa

Company: Shanti Yoga

Email: gcfp@earthlink.net

Subject: Raw milk

Message:
My name is Victor Landa I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, Om Shanti Peace Be With You Victor (Vyasa) Landa (301) 654
6759 www.schooloflife.org www.globalcoalitionforpeace.net
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 06:45 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commissiori

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: John

Last Name: Mutzberg

Company:

Email: j .mutz@earthlink.net

Subject: milk regulations

Message:
My name is John Mutzberg, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, John Mutzberg
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Peri Stephenson [mailto:hdryders@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 06:30 PM
To: Wilmarth, Fiona E.
Cc: Kaufman, Kim
Subject: Please Oppose regulation #2777: Milk Sanitation

Oct. 2, 2010

Dear Director Wilmarth:

My name is Susann L. Stephenson, and I am a raw milk consumer. I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do
not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail
to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct
enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our
neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more
complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a
problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the
producers1 responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function
that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Susann L. Stephenson
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Shomper, Kris

From:
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To:
Subject:

Miller, Sarah E.
Monday, October 04, 2010 6:15 PM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 06:09 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Comrnissiori

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Jonathan

Last Name: Penn

Company:

Email: pennawitz(g)gmail.com

Subject: Reject Regulation #2777

Message:
My name is Jonathan Penn, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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To:
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IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 06:07 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Fabienne

Last Name: Spier

Company:

Email: fabienne922@gmail.com

Subject: Raw milk regulation

Message:
My name is Fabienne Spier, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Fabienne Spier
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To:
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Miller, Sarah E.
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IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:58 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Moravetz

Company:

Email: paeagles@verizon.net

Subject: proposed regulation #2777

Message:
My name is Mike Moravetz, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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To:
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Miller, Sarah E.
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IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:57 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Peter

Last Name: Berry

Company:

Email: pedroberry(S)yahoo.com

Subject: Raw Milk legislation

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. I have done much research on this issue and I am very happy
with the products that I consume. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a
problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a
higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement
options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors
but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex,
problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a
problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are
necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end
product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's.
That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out,
rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive,
and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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Subject: Fw: IRRC Website - New Message \ INDEPENDENT REGULATOR

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:52 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Donald

Last Name: Allen

Company: Self

Email: bowtx 1 (cpyahoo.com

Subject: Proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
My name is Don Allen. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation
#2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do
not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product
or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation
does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction
and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets
are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Donald Allen
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

Miller, Sarah E.
Monday, October 04, 2010 5:58 PM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:46 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Adonica

Last Name: Witmer

Company:

Email: mysticmeadows33@gmail.com

Subject: regulation #2777

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Kaufman, Kim
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 5:46 PM
To: IRRC
Subject: Fw: Milk Regulation Hearing Regulation #2777

OCr 5 2010

From: Danielle Corazza [mailto:danielle6158@yahoo.com] L^£^f^coMMissioTN ) R Y

Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:43 PM
To: Kaufman, Kim
Subject: Milk Regulation Hearing Regulation #2777

Dear Kim,

My name is Danielle Drake, I am a milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem, they will quickly lose my business and that of
other discerning customers.

At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices the
supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is
where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food
safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts
and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those
operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How a result is achieved is the
producers9 responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's authoritative role being to test for
compliance.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the entire proposed regulation be rejected.

Thank you,
Danielle Drake
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Miller, Sarah E.
Monday, October 04, 2010 5:45 PM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:42 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Krishna

Last Name: Verma

Company:

Email: krishverma@yahoo.com

Subject: Milk regulation

Message:
My name is Krishna Verma, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers1 responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. With regards, Krishna Verma 172 Lighthouse Drive Freehold, NJ
krishvermafSjyahoo. com
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:28 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Charlene

Last Name: Clark

Company:

Email: ccneedle@ yahoo.com

Subject: Proposed Revised Dairy Regulation

Message:
I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected.
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:22 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Liz

Last Name: G

Company:

Email: nourishingcakes(g)gmail.com

Subject: Reject "milk sanitation"

Message:
My name is Liz G. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation
#2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do
not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product
or fail to appropriately correct a problem they would either go out of business, or correct the problem quickly. I
have direct contact with my farmer, and support his own quality control methods. At that personal direct to
consumer level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices
that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government
involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the
State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-
reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus
on those operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much
simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that
result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to
test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging
the operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected. -Liz G.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:16 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: Shaw

Company:

Email: bshoff@gmail.com

Subject: dairy regulation

Message:
My name is Andrew Shaw. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Miller, Sarah E.
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 5:17 PM
To: IRRC
Subject: Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:16 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Bl;.\ecca

Last Name: Shaw

Company:

Email: bshoff@gmail.com

Subject: dairy regulation

Message:
My name is Rebecca Shaw. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were j
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is j
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a J
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I j
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant j
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 05:15 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Connnissiori

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Bernroth

Company:

Email: kwiatka27@yahoo.com

Subject: #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation.

Message:
My name is Margaret Bernroth, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, M. Bernroth
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 5:02 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: betty

Last Name: martin

Company:

Email: bjm809@dejazzd.co.

Subject: raw milk

Message:
My name is Betty Martin, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 4:54 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Kathleen

Last Name: McCoy

Company:

Email: mccoy3a@gmail.com

Subject: proposed regulation #2777 Dept Ag 2-160

Message:
My name is Kathleen McCoy, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 10:19 PM
To: IRRC
Subject: Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 10:18 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
I n d e p e n d e n t Regulatory Review Commiss ion

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Clair

Last Name: Zimmerman

Company:

Email: clair@ar4h.com

Subject: proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation.

Message:
My name is Clair Zimmerman, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.



Shomper, Kris
2777

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Miller, Sarah E.
Tuesday, October 05, 2010 6:27 AM
IRRC
Fw: IRRC Website - New Message

OCT 5 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 10:57 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: sandra

Last Name: zenishek

Company:

Email: vamoonraker@yahoo.com

Subject: IRRC Raw Milk

Message:
My name is sandra zenishek. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected, sincerely, Sandra Zenishek
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 11:25 PM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Deanna

Last Name: Child

Company: Flatrock Farm

Email: flatrockfarm@netzero.net

Subject: Protect our rights!

Message:
My name is Deanna Child, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected. Sincerely, Deanna Child Marshall, VA
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 01:06 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Marlene

Last Name: Ward

Company:

Email: marlenelward39@comcast.net

Subject: Raw Milk

Message:
My name is Marlene Ward.I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk sanitation.I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer
and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market and store. If they provide an unsatisfactory
product or fail to appropiately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State
regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing, every consumer polices that supplier with every
transaction and has direct enforcement options.Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers
or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the state. Food safety is not size
neutral. Large operations are more complex, problems,have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no
direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulations need to focus on those operations. Although
some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if there were
preformance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producer's responsibility, not the state"s. That would result in the state's role being to test for compliances
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 06:30 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Jennie

Last Name: Walsh

Company:

Email: Jennie@nni.com

Subject: Please reject proposed raw milk sanitation regulation

Message:
My name is Jennie Walsh, I am a raw milk consumer and have been for over 10 years, and I respectfully request
that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an
intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or
store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of
business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every
consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need
government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations
created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much
more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation
needs to focus on those operations. Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation
could be much simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired
result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the
State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting
itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases
onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 07:19 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Schwartz

Company:

Email: barbenns@gmail.com

Subject: Reject #2777

Message:
My name is Barbara Schwartz, I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of
Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection
from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to
appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and
cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and has
direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no
longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral. Larger
operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have no direct
meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations. Although some
regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were performance
standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is the producers'
responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that
could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I view the
proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the
proposed regulation be rejected. Respectfully, Barbara Schwartz
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 07:31 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Marvin

Last Name: Scott

Company:

Email: budscott@gmail.com

Subject: Proposed revised dairy regulation

Message:
My name is Marvin Scott, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 07:37 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

IRRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Rajae

Last Name: Nami

Company:

Email: rajaenami@yahoo.com

Subject: #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
My name is Rajae Nami, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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From: Independent Regulatory Review Commission [mailto:No-Reply@irrc.state.pa.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2010 08:01 AM
To: Help
Subject: IRRC Website - New Message

RRC
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

A new message has arrived from the IRRC Website

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Weitzel

Company:

Email: erin.weitzel@gmail.com

Subject: #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation

Message:
My name is Erin Weitzel and I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.
Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation. Again, I
view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws warrant
that the proposed regulation be rejected.
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My name is Jane Kraft, I am a raw milk consumer because I know the honest science about the health benefits.
I respectfully request that you reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk
Sanitation. We do not need protection from our farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. Where we
need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather large
corporations in some distant place. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.
Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

To Your Good Health,
Jane Kraft

"All truth passes through three stages.
First, it is ridiculed. Second, it is violently opposed.
Third, it is accepted as being self-evident."

-Arthur Schopenhauer
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My name is Sandra Albright, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed
Sandra Albright
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My name is Danny Strite. I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject proposed
regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an intelligent, discriminating
consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or local market or store. If they provide an
unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that
level, State regulation does not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier
with every transaction and has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where
the suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is
not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we
have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much simpler if they were
performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired result. How that result is achieved is
the producers' responsibility, not the State's. That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a
function that could easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary. These flaws
warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Thank you for your time,

Danny

Danny & Liz Strite
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My name is Eric Guttridge., I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you
reject proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an
intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or
local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately-
correct a problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level. State regulation does
not and cannot provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with
every transaction and has direct enforcement options.
Where we need government involvement is where the suppliers or markets are no longer our
neighbors but rather corporations created by the State. Food safety is not size neutral.
Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more far-reaching impacts and we have
no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The regulation needs to focus on those
operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much
simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired
result. How that result is achieved is the producers' responsibility, not the State's.
That would result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could
easily be contracted out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and
unnecessary. These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed
Your Name
Eric Guttridge
Erwinna, PA 18920

Eric Guttridge
COO
Alphaserve Technologies
104 West 27th Street
6th Floor
New York, NY 10001
Office: 212-763-5588
Mobile: 917-612-4432
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My name is Terry Colegate, I am a raw milk consumer and I respectfully request that you reject
proposed regulation #2777 Department of Agriculture 2-160: Milk Sanitation. I am an
intelligent, discriminating consumer and do not need protection from my farmer-neighbor or
local market or store. If they provide an unsatisfactory product or fail to appropriately correct a
problem they will be out of business quickly. At that level, State regulation does not and cannot
provide a higher level policing; every consumer polices that supplier with every transaction and
has direct enforcement options. Where we need government involvement is where the
suppliers or markets are no longer our neighbors but rather corporations created by the State.
Food safety is not size neutral. Larger operations are more complex, problems have much more
far-reaching impacts and we have no direct meaningful recourse if there is a problem. The
regulation needs to focus on those operations.

Although some regulations on this latter group are necessary, the regulation could be much
simpler if they were performance standards, requiring that the end product achieves a desired
result. How that result is achieved is the producers1 responsibility, not the State's. That would
result in the State's role being to test for compliance, a function that could easily be contracted
out, rather than inserting itself in micromanaging the operation.

Again, I view the proposed regulation as excessive, and in some cases onerous and unnecessary.
These flaws warrant that the proposed regulation be rejected.

Signed

Terry Colegate


