
35165

Rules and Regulations Federal Register Vol. 47, No. 157 Friday, August 13, 1982
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents.
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. ' '

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Food and Nutrition Service 

7 CFR Part 210

National School Lunch Program: Offer 
Versus Serve

a g e n c y : Food and Nutrition Service, USDA.
a c t io n : Final rule.
s u m m a r y : This final rule authorizes local School Food Authorities to extend the “offer versus serve” method of meal service to elementary schools and to allow students below the senior high level to decline either one or two items of the lunch at the discretion of the local School Food Authority. Extension of "offer versus serve” to elementary schools is authorized by the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Pub. L. 97-35). These provisions are intended to increase local flexibility and reduce costs.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 13,1982,
FOR FURTHER INFO RM ATION CONTACT: Stanley C. Garnett, Branch Chief, Policy and Program Development Branch, School Programs Division, Food and Nutrition Service, USDA, Alexandria, Virginia 22302.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFO RM ATION: Classification:This final rule has been reviewed under Executive Order 12291 and has been classified as not major. This rule is expected to decrease costs by providing School Food Authorities and institutions more flexibility in administering the National School Lunch Program. The rule will not have an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more nor will it have a major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual industries, Federal, State or local

government agencies, or geographic regions. This action will not have significant adverse effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on the ability of U .S. based enterprises to compete with foreign based enterprises in domestic or foreign markets.This rule has also been reviewed with regard to the requirements of Pub. L. 96- 354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act. Samuel J. Cornelius, Administrator of the Food and Nutrition Service, has certified that this rule will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities.This final rule does not contain any reporting or recordkeeping provisions which are subject to approval by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB).Comments Regarding Offer Versus ServeOn March 19,1982, the Department published a proposed rule (47 F R 11877) revising the offer versus serve provision of the National School Lunch Program regulations. The rule proposed to: (1) Implement the provisions of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 that authorize local School Food Authorities to extend to elementary schools the offer versus serve method of meal service; and (2) modify the regulations governing the “offer versus serve” method of meal service with respect to the number of items a child can decline in schools below the senior high level.Commentors were given 60 days to submit comments on the proposed rule. One hundred and one written comments concerning the proposed rule were received. Fifty-seven percent of the commentors favored die offer versus serve concept, while forty-three percent opposed it.The majority of the favorable comments were received from schools, school districts, School Food Authorities and State agencies. These commentors believe that offer versus serve is an effective way to reduce plate waste and the cost of operating the lunch program. The supporters also stated that the nutritional value of the lunch will not be reduced by offer versus serve because those children who previously refused to eat certain food items will now instead decline those items or accept only sample taster portions. Also,

commentors suggested that offer versus serve would require the children to make decisions, thereby assuming some responsibility for their own nutritional well-being. Furthermore, the supporters favored the flexibility of the proposal that School Food Authorities not be required to implement offer versus serve in schools below the higher school level. This permits School Food Authorities the flexibility of adapting the meal service to community preferences and values.The majority of the unfavorable comments were received from nutritionists, concerned citizens and industry. The nutritional effeqt of offer versus serve was of paramount concern to those opposing implementation of the offer versus serve rule. The commentors stated that lunches served under offer versus serve may not fully meet the nutritional needs of school children and the nutritional integrity of school meals may be impaired.Many commentors also emphasized the need for nutrition education in the classroom, as well as in the lunchroom. This concern was expressed by both opponents and supporters of offer versus serve. Commentors were also concerned about the potential problems in implementing offer versus serve in schools which utilize pre-plate or satellite food service facilities.The Department realizes that implementing offer versus serve in schools which utilize such systems may be difficult.If approved by the school food authority, schools below the senior high school level may allow students to decline only one item. This approach should help schools with pre-plated delivery systems strike a compromise between their present delivery systems and the extension of offer versus serve contained in this rule.The Department intends to give local School Food Authorities flexibility in determining how offer versus serve will operate in grades below the senior high school level. However, School Food Authorities are still required to allow senior high students to decline up to two items. School Food Authorities may establish a policy which allows or requires schools to offer students at all grade levels a smaller portion of any item which they declined.
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ConclusionThe Department continues to believe that offer versus serve reduces both program costs and plate waste while maintaining student consumption of a wide variety of nutrients. The goal of the lunch program is still to provide approximately one-third of a student’s Recommended Dietary Allowances (RDAJ, and students are encouraged to choose all five food items, however, offer versus serve allows students to decline food they do not intend to eat. The price to the paying child is not reduced when the child declines food, which is an incentive for the child to choose the five items. The Department continues to encourage schools to promote their lunches and educate children about nutrition so that they will choose and eat all five items. For example, innovative service systems, such as salad bars and family style service, and the offering of choices, which can improve participation and consumption, are encouraged. Students, particularly young students, benefit from the consumption of a wide variety of foods.The Department continues to require student involvement in the school food service, and particularly in the menu planning process, to insure that menus reflect student preferences. The Department believes that a cooperative effort of parents, students, and school officials will result in menus which reflect student preferences to a degree that most students will choose and consume all five items of the lunch. School officials planning meals are aware that meals served must be nutritious and desirable to maintain student participation.
Final ruleFor the reasons discussed above, the Department is finalizing the proposed rule substantially unchanged from the March 19,1982 proposal. All of the comments received on the proposed rule were carefully considered in making this decision.
List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 210Food assistance programs, National school lunch program, Grant programs— Social programs, Nutrition, Children, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements, Surplus agricultural commodities.
PART 210—NATIONAL SCH O O L  
LUNCH PROGRAMAccordingly, § 210.10 of Part 210 of Title 7 CFR is amended by revising paragraph (a)(5) to read as follows:

§ 210.10 Requirements for lunches.(a) * * *(5) Each school shall offer its students all five food items of the lunch. Senior high students must be permitted to decline up to two items. Students below the senior high level may be permitted to decline up to two items, or only one item, at the discretion of the local School Food Authority. A  student’s decision to decline food items or accept smaller portions shall not afreet the charge for the lunch. State educational agencies shall define “senior high’’.*  *  *  *  *
(Sec. 9, Pub. L. 79-396, 60 Stat. 233 (42 U.S.C. 
1758(a)); Sec. 811, Pub. L. 97-35, 95 Stat. 521, 
535 (42 U.S.C. 1758))

Dated: August 10,1982.
M ary C. Jarratt,
Assistant Secretary for Food and Consumer 
Services.[FR D oc. 82-22034 Filed  8-12-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M

7 CFR Parts 271,272,273,274 and 278
[Arndt No. 221]

Food Stamp Program: 
Nondiscretionary Fraud, Waste, Abuse 
and Simplification Provisions
AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service, USD A .
a c t io n : Final rulemaking.
SUMMARY: This final rule implements nondiscretionary provisions of the Food Stamp and Commodity Distribution Amendments of 1981 (Pub. L. 97-98), enacted on December 22,1981. This law, known as the Farm Bill, amends the Food Stamp Act of 1977. The provisions addressed in this document are: (1) Eliminating 60-day continued eligibility for households that move; (2) informing applicants of verification requirements and penalties; (3) changing nutrition education requirements; (4) setting minimum mandatory court sentences for criminal offenses; (5) codifying current FNS policy disallowing deductions for expenses paid with vendor payments and disallowing an income exclusion of work-related child-care adjustments issued under title IV -A  of the Social Security Act; and (6) eliminating the requirement for the Secretary to establish nationwide staffing standards. Some of these provisions reflect current program piolicy and were codified into law mainly to protect program integrity. The remaining provisions will curtail fraud, waste and abuse or simplify program administration.
DATE: This final rule shall be effective on September 13,1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Thomas O ’Connor, Supervisor, Policy and Regulations Section, Program Standards Branch, Program Development Division, Food and Nutrition Service, USDA, Alexandria, Virginia 22302, telephone (703) 756-3429. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: ClassificationThis final action has been reviewed in relation to the requirements of Executive Order 12291, and it has been determined that this action is not a major rule as defined by that Order. It will not result in an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more. Most of the provisions in this rule will have no measurable cost impact. The provision eliminating the current policy of allowing certification to continue for 60 days when a household moves from one project area to another simplifies State agency administration and will result in minimal savings. The provision which adds language to the application form will result in a minimal cost as the * application form will have to be revised and redistributed. This cost may be offset by the combined deterrent effect of warning potential applicants of the penalties for program abuse and mandatory sentences for multiple offenders. This rule is not likely to result in a major increase in cost or prices for consumers, individual industries, Federal, State or local government agencies or geographic regions. Because this rule will not affect the business community, it will not result in significant adverse effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation or the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets.The Department of Agriculture has determined, in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(1)(B), that, since these provisions are nondiscretionary, good cause exists that notice of proposed rulemaking and public comment procedures prior to the effective date of this rule are impracticable and unnecessary. Consequently, the Department is issuing this final as a rule.This rule has also been reviewed with regard to the requirements of Pub. L. 96- 354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act. The Administrator of the Food and Nutrition Service has determined that the rule will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities. The rule has no impact whatsoever on small businesses or small organizations. The primary impact is on State governments, individual recipients, and county governments to



Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 157 / Friday, August 13, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 35167the extent that they operate the Food Stamp Program within States.Information collection requirements contained in this regulation have been approved by the Office of Management and Budget under the provisions of 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35 and have been assigned OMB #5840064.IntroductionCongress enacted the Food Stamp and Commodity Distribution Amendments of 1981 as part of a continuing effort to curb Federal expenditures and reduce fraud, waste and abuse. The several ndndiscretionary provisions in the amendments reflect this concern as well as a concern with simplifying program administration. Some of these provisions codify into law current regulatory policy; others require minor changes in die regulations.Minimum Mandatory Court SentencesThe Farm Bill provision establishing minimum mandatory court sentences for criminal offenses, section 1324, expands the current language of section 15 the Food Stamp Act to specify court sentences for a second and any subsequent convictions. The provision also includes authority for the court to assign the individual to a work restitution program. Finally, the provision includes language which allows the court to suspend individuals convicted of a felony or misdemeanor violation from participation in the program for an additional period of up to 18 months consecutive to the period of suspension mandated by section 6(b)(1) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended. The new language is quoted in this final rule (§ 271.5(b)).Notice of VerificationSection 1317 of the Farm Bill requires that applicants for food stamps be informed, on the application, of verification requirements and the penalties for knowingly providing incorrect information. This will necessitate a change in the application form. This rule adds this requirement to the current regulations (§ 273.2(b)).Reimbursement ExclusionAnother provision in the Farm* Bill specifies that certain portions of some title IV-A  payments (Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) payments) issued under the Social Security Act are not allowable reimbursement payments subject to an income exclusion. Section 1305 provides that adjustments made to AFDC payments because of work-related or child care expenses cannot be treated as reimbursements” for such expenses

and excluded from being counted as income for food stamp purposes. It has always been Food Stamp Program policy that AFDC income deductions are not reimbursements and a Notice to this effect (Policy Interpretation Notice 80-7) was issued on December 22,1980 (45 FR 84839). This policy will now be clarified in the regulations (§ 273.9(c)(5)).Sixty-Day Transfer of CertificationSection 1316 of the Farm Bill eliminates the requirement for a sixty- day transfer of household benefits from one project area to another. Frequently, income and resources change drastically when a household relocates. A s a result, the sixty-day transfer does not accurately assess the household’s eligibility or allotment level because it * does not reflect the changes in resources - or income. The transfer form entails administrative costs because it is an accountable document requiring control and security. It also presents an opportunity for fraud or abuse, as it could be altered while in the household’s possession. In addition, as a result of the expedited service provision, the 60-day continuation policy is not heavily used. Elimination of the transfer will reduce administrative expense, reduce the potential for abuse, and result in the relocating households’ situations being accurately reflected at certification. This rule deletes the entire section concerning the sixfy-ctey transfer (§ 273.19) and all references to form FNS-286, ‘‘Certification of Transfer of Household Benefits” (§§ 272.1(f) and 274.7(c)).Staffing StandardsSection 1325 of the Farm Bill amends the Food Stamp Act of 1977 to delete the requirement that the Secretary set staffing standards for the State agencies. Currently, the regulations contain a general standard which requires State agencies to employ sufficient staff to timely certify and issue benefits accurately and process fair hearing requests (§ 272.4(b)). A ll language relative to staffing currently in the regulations is being deleted but State agencies are expected to ensure that all timeliness standards relative to certification, issuance and the fair hearing process are met.Miscellaneous Farm Bill Provisions Not Requiring Changes in RegulationThere are two provisions in the Farm Bill which require no regulatory changes but which the Department would like to highlight for informational purposes. Section 1307 of the Farm Bill clarifies that a household is not entitled to receive deductions from gross income

for expenses that are paid on the household’s behalf by a third party, i.e., vendor payments. This provision codifies the policy which is in current food stamp regulations (§ 273.10(d)(l)(i)).There is a provision in the Farm Bill which deletes the statutory requirement that the Secretary extend the Extension Service’s Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program (EFNEP) to reach food stamp participants. Section 1322 authorizes the Secretary to extend food and nutrition education programs to participants using methods and techniques developed under EFNEP and other programs. This provides the Secretary with the flexibility necessary to determine where and how such programs may best be used. Current regulations authorize State agencies to implement nutrition education plans and no regulatory change is necessary to implement the Farm Bill provision (I 272.2(d)).ImplementationThe provisions in this rule, excluding the provision requiring a notice of verification on the application form, shall be implemented the first of the month 30 days from the date of publication. These changes can be implemented simply on a case-by-case basis as these various situations occur. The provision which requires a notice of verification on the application form shall be implemented on or before the first day of the month beginning at least 90 days from the date of publication. The Department recognizes that State agencies will want to use their existing supplies of application forms before printing new ones. Consequently, to ensure that applicants are notified of this requirement the Department is allowing State agencies which are not ready to change their application forms for several months to implement this provision by means of an insert to the application. The Department will provide State agencies with camera ready copies of the new application shortly after publication of this rule.List of Subjects
7 CFR Part 271Administrative practice and procedure, Food stamps, Grant programs—social programs.
7 CFR Part 272Alaska, Civil rights, Food stamps, Grant programs—social programs, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements.



35168 Federal Register / Voi. 47, No. 157 / Friday, August 13, 1982 / Rules and Regulations7 CFR Part 273Adminstrative practice and procedure, Aliens, Claims, Food stamps, Fraud, Grant programs—social programs, Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements, Social security, Students.7 CFR Part 274Administrative practice and procedure, Food stamps, Grant programs—social programs, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements.7 CFR Part 278Administrative practice and procedure, Banks, Banking, Claims,Food stamps, Groceries—retail. Groceries, General line—wholesaler, Penalties.Therefore, Parts 271, 272, 273, 274 and 278 are amended as follows:
PART 271—GENERAL INFORMATION 
AND DEFINITIONS1. In § 271.5, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows:
§ 271.5 Coupons as obligations of the 
United States, crimes and offenses.
*  *  *  h Hr(b) Penalties. Any unauthorized issuance, use, transfer, acquisition, alteration, possession, or presentation of coupons or ATP’s may subject an individual, partnership, corporation, or other legal entity to prosecution under sections 15(b) and (c) of the Food Stamp Act or under any other applicable Federal, State or local law, regulation or ordinance. Sections 15(b) and (c) of the Food Stamp Act read as follows:(b)(1) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (b)(2) of this section, whoever knowingly uses, transfers, acquires, alters, or possesses coupons or authorization càrds in any manner not authorized by this Act or the regulations issued pursuant to this Act shall, if such coupons or authorization cards are of a value of $100 or more, be guilty of a felony and shall, upon the first *conviction thereof, be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned for not more than five years, or both, and upon the second and any subsequent conviction thereof, shall be imprisoned for not less than six months nor more than five years and may also be fined not more than $10,000 or, if such coupons or authorization cards are of a value of less than $100, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon the first conviction thereof, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned for not more than one year, or both, and upon the second and any subsequent conviction thereof, shall be imprisoned

for not more than one year and may also be fined not more than $1,000. In addition to such penalties, any persons convicted of a felony or misdemeanor violation under this subsection may be suspended by the court from participation in the food stamp program for an additional period of up to eighteen months consecutive to that period of suspension mandated by section 6(b)(1) of this Act.(b) (2) In the case of any individual convicted of an offense under paragraph(b)(1) of this section, the court may permit such individual to perform work approved by the court for the purpose of providing restitution for losses incurred by the United States and the State agency as a result of the offense for which such individual was convicted. If the court permits such individual to perform such work and such individual agrees thereto, the court shall withhold the imposition of the sentence on the condition that such individual perform the assigned work. Upon the successful completion of the assigned work the court may suspend such sentence.(c) Whoever presents, or causes to be presented, coupons for payment or redemption of the value of $100 or more, knowing the same to have been received, transferred, or used in any manner in violation of the provisions of this Act or the regulations issued pursuant to this Act, shall be guilty of a felony and, upon the first conviction thereof, shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned for not more than five years, or both, and, upon the second and any subsequent conviction thereof, shall be imprisoned for not less than one year nor more than five years and may also be fined not more than $10,000, or if such coupons are of a value of less than $100, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon the first conviction thereof, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned for not more than one year, or both, and, upon the second and any subsequent conviction thereof, shall be imprisoned for not more than one year and may also be fined not more than $1,000. In addition to such penalties, any persons convicted of a felony or misdemeanor violation under this subsection may be suspended by the court from participation in the food stamp program for an additional period of up to eighteen months consecutive to that period of suspension mandated by section 6(b)(1) of this Act.
Hr Hr Hr *  Hr

PART 272—REQUIREMENTS FOR 
PARtlCIPATING STATE AGENCIES2. In § 272.1, paragraph (f) is amended by removing the reference to form FN S-

286, “Certification of Transfer of Household Benefits", and a new paragraph (44) is added to paragraph (g) as follows:
§ 272.1 General terms and conditions.
*  *  Hr *  Hr(g) Implementation. * * *(44) Amendment 221. State agencies shall implement on a case by case basis the provisions of this rule, excluding the provision which revises the application form, beginning the first of the month 30 days from the date of publication. The provision requiring a notice of verification on the application form shall be implemented on or before the first day of the month beginning at least 90 days from the date of publication. If the State agency has not depleted its existing supply of application forms, the State agency may opt to implement this provision by providing an insert to the application form containing the notice of verification.
§ 272.4 [Amended]3. In § 272.4, paragraph (b) is removed and paragraphs (c) through (f) are redesignated (b) through (e), respectively.
PART 273—CERTIFICATION OF 
ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS4. In § 273.2, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows:
§ 273.2 Application processing.
Hr Hr Hr Hr Hr(b) Food stamp application form. All State agencies shall use an application form designed by FNS. FNS may approve a deviation from that form to accommodate the use of a combined PA/food stamp application form, the requirements of a computer system, or other exigencies for which the State agency can submit adequate justification, provided the form is understandable to applicants and easy to complete. Each application form shall contain, in prominent and boldface lettering and understandable terms, (1) a statement that the information provided by the applicant in connection with the application for a coupon allotment will be subject to verification by Federal, State, and local officials to determine if such information is factual and that if any material part of such information is incorrect, food stamps may be denied to the applicant, and that the applicant may be subject to criminal prosecution for knowingly providing incorrect information, and (2) a description of the civil and criminal provisions and



Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 157 / Friday, August 13, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 35169penalties for violations of the Food Stamp Act.* * * * #5. In § 273.9, a new sentence is added to introductory paragraph (c)(5) between the first sentence and the second sentence of the paragraph to read as follows:
§ 273.9 Income and deductions.
*  *  *  *  . dr(c) Income exclusions. * * *(5) * * * No portion of benefits provided under title IV -A  of the Social Security Act, to the extent such benefit is attributed to an adjustment for work- related or child care expenses, shall be considered excludable under this provision. * * *
§ 273.19 [Removed]6. The language of § 273.19 is removed in its entirety and the section number is reserved for future use.
PART 274—ISSUANCE AND USE OF 
FOOD COUPONS

§274.7 [Amended]7. In § 274.7(c) the reference to form FNS-286 is removed.
PART 278—PARTICIPATION OF 
RETAIL FOOD STORE, WHOLESALE 
FOOD CONCERNS AND BANKS8. In § 278.1, paragraph (n) is revised to read as follows:
§ 278.1 Approval of retail food stores and 
wholesale food concerns. 
* * * * *(n) Safeguarding privacy. The contents of applications or other information furnished by firms, including information on their gross sales and food sales volumes and their redemptions of coupons, may not be used or disclosed to anyone except for purposes directly connected with the administration and enforcement of the Food Stamp Act and these regulations. Such purposes shall not exclude the audit and examination of such information by the Comptroller General of the United States authorized by any other provision of law.
(91 Stat. 958 (7 U .S.C . 2011-2029))
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.551 Food Stamps)

Dated: August 5,1982.
Robert E. Leard,
Associate Adm inistrator.IFR D oc. 82-21754 Filed  8-12-82; 8:45 am]BILLING CODE 3410-30-M

Agricultural Marketing Service 

7 CFR Part 910 

[Lemon Reg. 372]

Lemons Grown in California and 
Arizona; Limitation of Handling
AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, USDA.
A CTIO N: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This regulation establishes the quantity of fresh Califomia-Arizona lemons that may be shipped to market during the period of August 15-21,1982. Such action is needed to provide for orderly marketing of fresh lemons for this period due to the marketing situation confronting the lemon industry. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 15,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFO RM ATION CONTACT: William J. Doyle, Acting Chief, Fruit Branch, F&V, AM S, USDA, Washington,D .C. 20250; telephone 202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFO RM ATIO N: This final rule has been reviewed under Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1 and Executive Order 12291, and has been designated a “non-major” rule. William T. Manley, Deputy Administrator, Agricultural Marketing Service, has determined that this action will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities.This action is designed to promote orderly marketing of the Califomia- Arizona lemon crop for the benefit of producers, and will not substantially affect costs for the directly regulated handlers.This final rule is issued under the marketing agreement, as amended, and L- Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 910), regulating the handling of lemons grown in California and Arizona. The agreement and order are effective under the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 U .S.C. 601- 674). The action is based upon the recommendations and information submitted by the Lemon Administrative Committee and upon other available information. It is hereby found that this action will tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act.This action is consistent with the marketing policy for 1981-82. The marketing policy was recommended by the cpmmittee following discussion at a public meeting on July 6,1982. The committee met again publicly on August10,1982, at Los Angeles, California, to consider the current and prospective conditions of supply and demand and recommended a quantity of lemons deemed advisable to be handled during the specified week. The committee

reports the demand for lemons is similar to last week.It is further found that it is impracticable and contrary to the public interest to give preliminary notice, engage in public rulemaking, and postpone the effective date until 30 days after publication in the Federal Register (5 U .S.C. 553), because of insufficient time between the date when information became available upon which this regulation is based and the effective date necessary to effectuate the declared purposes of the act. Interested persons were given an opportunity to submit information and views on the * regulation at an open meeting. It is necessary to effectuate the declared purposes of the act to make these regulatory provisions effective as specified, and handlers have been apprised of such provisions and the effective time.lis t  of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 910Agricultural marketing service, * Marketing agreements and orders, California, Arizona, Lemons.Section 910.672 is added as follows:
§ 910.672 Lemon Regulation 372.The quantity of lemons grown in California and Arizona which may be handled during the period August 15, 1982, through August 21,1982, is established at 225,869 cartons.(Secs. 1-19,48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C 601-674)Dated: August 12,1982.
D. S. K uryloski,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service.[FR D o c. 82-22301 Filed  8-12-82; 11:23 am ]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Commodity Credit Corporation 

7 CFR Part 1434

Honey Price Support Regulations 
Governing 1982 and Subsequent 
Crops

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation, USDA.
A CTIO N: Final rule.
s u m m a r y : Except for technical changes the interim rule published in the Federal Register on March 29,1982, (47 FR 13120) is adopted as a final rule. The interim rule revised the regulations at 7 CFR Part 1434 to: (1) Include availability requirements for honey producers; (2) change the final availability date for the filing of a purchase agreement; (3) change the loan maturity date; (4)


