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Senate hunger hearm s con:
cluded yesterday': with a
sweeping ‘accusation of Nixon

administration. mdlfference to
a national'nufrition poliey.

“Isn’t_there, st omeone . at the
White House of’Somewhere im
the federal government who.
knows we face a serious nutri-
tional problem?” asked Sen.
George McGovern (D-S.D.),
chairman of “'‘the Select Com-
mittee on Nutntlon and Hu-
man Needs, : Sponsor of the
three-day hearmgs.

His questwn .was prompted
by the- report of .an; advxs ry
panel on-nutrition‘and. gavetti:.
ment headed by Harvardf, e
tritionist Di* Mark "Hegsted.
The report contained the fol-
lowing observatlons

° “Nobody in the executive
office of the President is in
charge of the nutntmn policy
question.

° No single focus exists any-
where in the executive branch
of governmernt to assess and
advocate nutrition pohc1es

* No overall coordmatmg
machinery exists at either the
executive office level nor the
interdepartmental level for nu-
trition planning, program man-
agement, or research and de-
velopment.

® The executive office senses
no urgency to create policy
planning, coordinating, or sur-
veillance arangements.

Amplifying, panelist Aaron
Altschul of Georgetown Uni-
versity,s Department of Com-
munity Medicine said nutvi-
tional well-being is a more so-
phisticated concept than pre-
venting famine. “We haven't
dealt wit hthe nutrition educa- |
tion of the politician,” he said,;
urging creation of a “current,
steady available body of infor-|
priority. “Then,” he concluded,
mation” on nutrition as a first
“political action becomes eas-
ier.”

Much of the panel’s report
was devoted to outlining spe-
cific areas in which such infor-
mation is not now available or
is processed too slowly- Toen-
sure government action, the
panel called for formation of a
high-level food and nutrition
poliev board and an office of
nutrition to implement and
coordinate programs.

McGovern seconded the oi-
fice of nutrition concept, lik-
ening its potential role to that
played by the Federal Energy
Office. But Hegsted, who be-
gan his remarks by saying it
was “disgraceful to have seri-
ous undernutritions” in the
United States wondered: “Can
you impose something on the
executive office if they really
don’t want to listen?” - |

The panel set as its first pri.
ority the compilation and re-
lease every three years or less
of a statement on food prac:
tices and nutirition-related
health conditions .“as they are
and asthey are changing.”*

Other vehicles information
suggested were a food data
bank, ongoing analysis of rep-
resentative foods and diets
and a system to monitor the
nutritional status of “high-risk
groups” and others in differ-
ent parts of the country.

" Turning to nutrition educa-
tion, the panel recommended
that the government support
100 teaching institutes in nu.
trition/and food at an annual
cost of $5 million. The six-
week programs would be pat-
terned on science teaching in-
stitutes of the National Sci-
ence Foundation., The number
of institutes, and the cost,
would double after the initial
year.

1t called as well for a mini.
mum of six nutrition educa-
tion centers at established in.
stitutions, and a resources in-
formation center for nutrition
supported by the Office of Ed-
ucation. The annual price tag
for the education centers
would be $3.6 million; for the
resources center and its satel
ittes $2 million.

“Hunger has indeed been al-
leviated, but nutrition has
made no headway,” the pancl
wrote in summing up progress
since the White House nutri-
tion conference in 1969. 1t
cited “shaky” information now
available to policymakers as
“disastrous for the prospects
of any breakthrough on na.
tional nutrition policy.”
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