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My name is Lindsay Yarabek Datlow and | am commenting on behalf of the National Turkey Federation.
NTF would like to thank the USDA for inviting comments on this important process. As background, NTF
represents nearly 100 percent of all turkey processors, growers, breeders, hatchery owners and allied
companies. It is the only national trade association representing the turkey industry exclusively and our
turkey producers and processors are committed to raising and processing turkeys in a manner that
results in safe, high quality, nutritious products for American consumers to enjoy.

In general, NTF is supportive of the recent recommendations on committee selection and process
redesign released by the National Academies. Most importantly, we strongly support more transparency
in the process. We were delighted to be invited to these listening sessions and feel that allowing for
comment at the beginning of this process is already showing us your commitment to transparency. In
regards to specific recommendations from the NASEM report, we strongly encourage USDA to better
inform the public about what research will be considered, early in the process, so that groups like NTF
do not waste limited research dollars on data that won’t be considered. The NASEM committee
specifically recommended six times throughout the process where the public should be updated on the
development underway and where public input should be obtained and properly considered, and we
strongly support this recommendation. We also concur that systematic reviews should be done with
complete transparency, performed by individuals who are adequately trained, and completed separate
and apart from individuals providing input on the DGA recommendations. We feel these are key pieces
in providing more transparency and gaining the publics’ trust in the process as a whole.

Something that has been less than transparent is the work on the guidelines for infants (birth to 24
months) and pregnant and lactating women. Though many questions have been asked of the Agency
over the last three years, we have yet to get a clear understanding of how solid the data is on this
population, what data is being considered, and what research still needs to be done in order to feel
confident that the recommendations are scientifically sound. We have concerns that there is a dearth of
research on this population and we feel that moving forward, without substantial data, would be against
the Agency’s mission to develop recommendations that are based on strong science. In the spirit of
transparency, we would welcome more information from the Agency on the development of these
guidelines, including what research exists and what research gaps are found, so we can best provide
useful information. Without an understanding of what the Agency is looking for in regards to research,
we have been unable to help with this process thus far.

As the Agency works to begin this next DGA process, we encourage the Agency to follow the
recommendations of the NASEM report and establish areas of review upon which it will focus; these
priorities should be made public. This information will assist groups, like NTF, in providing nominations
for experts and appropriate research to best address the key issues identified. From our perspective, we
would recommend looking at certain eating patterns, such as including protein at breakfast, which
recent research has shown may provide key health benefits, and which could better inform federal
feeding programs. Additionally, like others who are closely watching the sodium/potassium National
Academies Dietary Reference Intake (DRI) review, we recommend the Agency wait until the review is
complete before undertaking a separate and independent review of the emerging science.

In closing, we would like to reiterate support for the DGA process to move forward in a transparent and
scientifically rigorous manner in order to provide the most scientifically sound recommendations to the

American public.

Thank you.



