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Dear Sir,

I am writing in reference to Notice No. 41 seeking public comment on whether additional
requirements should be added to current alcohol labels. I strongly urge you to support the long-standing
federal policy of using the percent alcohol by volume, or proof, as the only appropriate way to describe
alcohol content.

As Chairman of the Rehabilitation and Social Services Committee in the Senate of Virginia,
with oversight responsibility for the alcoholic beverage control system in Virginia, I am concerned that
efforts to include "standard serving" information on labels of hard liquor will undermine the balance
Virginia has struck in regulating distilled spirits, beer, and wine. Adoption of such a proposal will have a
negative impact on current state law and regulation.

I do not believe consumers will benefit from the "standard serving" language. While "serving
size" is fairly common for beer, it varies widely for hard liquor. Alcohol content in a bottle of beer is
certain, but this is simply not the case for a Long Island Iced Tea when a bartender could pour by sight or
by the jigger (not to mention other variances such as glass size or a friendly bar-keep with a heavy hand).

EWH/hwh

I hope you will keep these concerns hi mind as you conside anges to f-`aeral labeling
regulations and I appreciate the opportunity to voice my concerns.
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