FINAL EXAM, SPRING 2004,

Instructions: You have three hours to complete this closed book exam. You may use a laptop computer, but you cannot
access any material on your hard drive or online. If you choose to use your laptop but cannot print-out, please provide the
disk to Marlene or Charlene. Please turn-in these pages with your final. Do not discuss any aspect of this exam with your
colleagues. POINT VALUE - each of the six questions will have roughly the same value so plan your time accordingly.
Good luck!

1. Last year Congo Markey filed legislation on amusement park rides (page #3). Saturday, May 3, 2004,
Mr. Mordarsky died at Six Flags in Agawam MA after falling out of a roller coaster ride known as the
Superman Ride of Steel. Now Congo Markey is all over the news discussing safety at amusement parks.

(@) If I want to fully understand what Section 2 of this legislation means, what must I do?

(b) If this bill passes, how soon will the Consumer Product Safety Commission have the necessary $ to expand
their oversight of amusement parks?

(c) This bill was introduced last May and then referred to Committee. Nothing has happened since. Having
read John Kingdon's book, what advice do you have for Congo Markey about agenda setting?

(d) Describe at least 5 things that Cong. Markey can do to better the odds that HR 2207 will become law? (the
more important the better)

(e) If Cong. Markey gave a speech on the floor of the U.S. House of Representatives where would | find it?

2. This week the Food and Drug Administration published a proposed rule regarding food labeling. The first
of this multi-page rule is attached (page #4).

(a) What is the Federal Register?

(b) What is the CFR and how would I use it?

(c) This is a proposed rule. What is a proposed rule and why do we have them? What criticism would
Lowi make about most rulemaking these days? (essentially the central thesis of his book)

(d) This proposed rule has a 60 day comment period. What is a comment period and what federal
statute must be followed in all rulemaking?

(e) This proposed rule is round two of something that began way back in 1995. Is that surprising?
Why or why not?

(F) Letters must be in by July 6. If | wanted to write a letter in response to this proposed rule, what
advice would you give me (not about the substance of this particular proposed rule, but generic
advice about being effective)?

(g) Background materials related to the proposed rule are available at the FDA's webpage. Can you
give a couple of examples of documents we might find there?

3. Justice Breyer described traditional justifications/rationale for regulation. Relying on his work and/or
others, can you describe at least five justifications for government regulation?

4. Attached please find the summary sheet of the President's FYO5 proposed budget, found on OMB's
website (pages #5 & 6)

(a) What is OMB and what are its main two roles? (b) What FY are we in now? When does it end?

(b) The President's budget lists money to be spent under "discretionary budget authority” as well as
"mandatory outlays". Describe the difference?

(c) In. total, mandatory dollars outnumber the discretionary dollars. How does this fit in the overall trend of
federal spending?

(d) The President's budget highlights the provision of a 50% increase in the number of children receiving food
and education assistance in developing countries under the McGovern-Dole program (aka international
school lunch). As administrator of that program, why should I hold off celebrating? (describe the process it
will take before you get the $ in your hand)

5. Describe what you learned about the policymaking process from reading Deborah Stone's book.



EXTRA CREDIT

1. The Massachusetts Legislature has a citizen's petition option. What IS this?
2. How much is a subscription to the Boston Herald?

3. How many justices on the Supreme Court?

4. How many representatives are there in Congress?



National Amusement Park Ride Safety Act of 2003 (Introduced in House)
HR 2207 IH
108th CONGRESS
1st Session
H. R. 2207

To restore the jurisdiction of the Consumer Product Safety Commission over amusement park rides
which are at a fixed site, and for other purposes.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
May 22, 2003
Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.

MCGOVERN, Mrs. MALONEY, and Mr. TIERNEY) introduced the following bill; which was referred
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce

A BILL

To restore the jurisdiction of the Consumer Product Safety Commission over amusement park rides
which are at a fixed site, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
- This Act may be cited as the "National Amusement Park Ride Safety Act of 2003".
SEC. 2. JURISDICTION OVER FIXED SITE AMUSEMENT RIDES.

Section 3(a)(1) of the Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2052(a)(1)) is amended by
striking °, and which is not permanently fixed to a site. Such term does not include such a device
which is permanently fixed to a site.' and inserting a period.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to the Consumer Product Safety Commission $500,000

for each fiscal year to enable the Commission to carry out the Consumer Product Safety Act as
amended by this Act.
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participates in Regulations.gov and will
accept comments on documents
published on the site. The site allows
visitors to search by keyword or
Department or Agency for rulemakings
that allow for public comment. Each
entry provides a quick link to a
comment form so that visitors can type
in their comments and submit them to
FSIS. The Web site is located at http:/
/www.regulations,gov. FSIS also will
make copies of this Federal Register
publication available through the FSIS
Constituent Update, which is used to
provide information regarding FSIS
policies, procedures, regulations,
Federal Register notices, FSIS public
meetings, recalls, and other types of
information that could affect or would
be of interest to our constituents and
stakeholders. The update is
communicated via Listserv, a free e-mail
subscription service consisting of
industry, trade, and farm groups,
consumer interest groups, allied health
professionals, scientific professionals,
and other individuals who have
requested to be included. The update
also is available on the FSIS web page.
Through Listserv and the web page,
FSIS is able to provide information to a
much broader, more diverse audience.
Done in Washington, DC, on April 22,
2004.
Barbara J. Masters,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 04-9931 Filed 5-3-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-DM-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
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[Docket Nos. 1994P-0390 and 1995P-0241]

Food Labeling: Nutrient Content
Claims, General Principles; Health
Claims, General Requirements and
Other Specific Requirements for
Individual Health Claims; Reopening of
the Comment Period

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

()
ACTIONt Proposed rule! reopening of the

comment period.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FD e Age
reopening for
period for the proposed rule entitled
“Food Labeling: Nutrient Content
Claims, General Principles; Health
Claims, General Requirements and
Other Specific Requirements for

Individual Health Claims" (the 1995
proposal). In that document, FDA
proposed to amend its existing nutrient
content claims and health claims
regulations to provide additional
flexibility in the use of these claims on
food products. Since the publication of
the 1995 proposal, FDA established a
task force for the Consumer Health
Information for Better Nutrition
Initiative, which recommended that
FDA seek public comment on several
topics related to qualified health claims
and unqualified health claims (i.e.,
health claims that are supported by
significant scientific agreement (SSA)
and authorized by FDA by regulation).
Some of these topics on unqualified
health claims were specifically
addressed jn the 1995 propos:
therefi DA is reopening the
comment period on the 1995 proposal to
seek comment on the proposed
amendments to permit unqualified
health claims on certain foods that do
not contain 10 percent or more of one

e

of certain required nutrients,
proposed amendments to provide
criteria that FDA would consider in
determining whether to grant an
exemption from disqualifying nutrient
levels related to unqualified health
claims of certain nutrients, and the
proposed amendments to retain the
word “may’ or “might” in unqualified
health claims. In addition, FDA is
seeking comment on the proposed use
of unlisted synonyms and abbreviated
health claims. Specifically, for unlisted
synonyms (i.e., terms not defined by
regulation), FDA repeats its request for
data or other information demonstrating
that unlisted synonyms that are
anchored to defined terms in nutrient
content claims are reasonably
understood by consumers to be
synonyms of the defined terms. For
abbreviated health claims, FDA seeks
comments and requests data or other
information regarding whether
abbreviated health claims would
mislead consumers.

DATES: Submjtauritten or electronic

comments bl July 6, 2004 F.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by Docket Nos. 1994P-0390
and 1995P-0241, by any of the
following methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting
comments,

Agency Web site: http://www.fda.gov/
dockets/ecomments. Follow the
instructions for submitting
comments on the agency Web site.

E-mail: fdadockets@oc.fda.gov.
Include Docket Nos. 1994P-0390

and 1995P-0241 in the subject line
of your e-mail message.

FAX: 301-827-6870.

Mail/Hand delivery/Courier (For
paper, disk, or CD-ROM
submissions): Division of Dockets
Management, 5630 Fishers Lane,
rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

Instructions: All submissions received

must include the agency name and
Docket No. or Regulatory Information
Number (RIN) for this rulemaking. All
comments received will be posted
without change to http://www.fda.gov/
dockets/ecomments, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments and additional information
on the rulemaking process, see the
“Comments’" heading of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
th

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to http://
www.fda.gov/dockets/ecomments and/
e Division ol Docke ement,
5630 Fishers Lane, rm. 1061, Rockville,
MD 20852.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ritu
Nalubola, Center for Food Safety and
Applied Nutrition (HFS-820), Food and
Drug Administration, 5100 Paint Branch
Pkwy., College Park, MD 20740, 301-
436-2371.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Reopening of Comment Period

In the Federal Register of December
21, 1995 (60 FR 66206), FDA proposed
to amend its regulations on nutrient
content claims and health claims to
provide additional flexibility in the use
of these claims on food products. In the
1995 proposal, FDA proposed the
following: (1) To allow additional
synonyms for nutrient content claims
without specific preclearance by the
agency (i.e., unlisted synonyms), (2) to
permit health claims on certain foods
that do not currently qualify to bear a
claim because they do not contain 10
percent of one or more of certain
required nutrients, (3) to permit the use
of shortened versions of authorized
health claims (i.e., abbreviated health
claims) under certain circumstances, (4)
to eliminate and/or make optional some
of the specific health claim elements
required by regulation, and (5) to
provide criteria that FDA would
consider in determining whether to
grant an exemption from disqualifying
nutrient levels to permit some foods to
bear an unqualified health claim even
though they contain high levels of one
or more of certain nutrients. FDA
proposed these amendments in response
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Since 2001, the Administration:

» Expanded the financial safety net for farming and ranching families;

e Treated 7.7 million acres of forests and wooded rangeland, and doubled the
yearly acreage under the President’s Healthy Forests Initiative;

o Strongly supported the largest increase in conservation funding in U.S. history
through the 2002 farm bill;

« Restored Food Stamp eligibility for legal immigrants residing in this country for five
years, and for legal immigrant children and adults with disabilities; and

o Facilitated an increase in agricultural exports of 10 percent from $51 billion in
2000 to $56 billion in 2003.

The President’s Budget:

e Proposes $381 million for new agriculture and food defense initiatives to protect
our food supply;

o Increases the acres that can be treated to improve the health of the Nation's
Forests, provides a 14-percent increase for Forest Service fuels reduction
projects, and fully funds forest firefighting at the 10-year average;

education assistance in developing countries under the McGovern-Dole program;
and

« Provides for increased testing and surveillance and development of an animal
identification system to protect the food supply from Bovine Spongiform
Encephalopathy.

Department of Agriculture
Ann M. Veneman, Secretary

www.usda.gov  202-720-3631

http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/budget/fy2005/agriculture.html 5/4/2004








