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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service

7 CFR Part 301
[Docket No. 82-329]

Golden Nematode Quarantine
AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USD A.
ACTION: Affirmation of interim rule.

s u m m a r y : This document affirms an 
interim rule which amended the golden 
nematode quarantine and regulations by 
redefining the term “moved,” adding 
areas in Steuben County, New York, to 
the list of generally infested areas, and 
amending the list of regulated articles by 
revising the listing for Irish potatoes.
The quarantine and regulations restrict 
the interstate movement of regulated 
articles from suppressive areas and 
generally infested areas in New York. 
The amendments are necessary to 
conform the regulated activities in the 
quarantine and regulations to the 
statutory authority, and to prevent the 
artificial spread of the golden nematode 
into noninfested areas of the United 
States.
e ffec tive  d a t e : August 4 ,1982 . 
for fu r t h e r  in f o r m a t io n  c o n t a c t :
P. F. Sand, Staff Officer, Field 
Operations Support Staff, Plant 
Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Room 663 
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782, 301-436-8295. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order
The amendments affirmed by this 

document have been determined to be 
n°t 8 “major rule” under Executive

Order 12291 and Secretary’s 
Memorandum 1512-1. Based on 
information compiled by the 
Department, it has been determined that 
the amendments will have an annual 
effect on the economy of less than 
$100,000; will not cause a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and will not cause 
significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets.

The amendments redefine the term 
“moved” to conform to the statutory 
authority in the Federal Plant Pest Act.

The amendments also add areas in 
Steuben County, New York, to the list of 
generally infested areas. With respect to 
this change, the Office of Management 
and Budget has waived the review 
process required by Executive Order 
12291 and the Department of Agriculture 
has waived the requirements of 
Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1.

In addition, the amendments change 
the fist of regulated articles by revising 
the listing for Irish potatoes. 
Consideration was given concerning 
whether (1) to continue the previous 
listing of certain categories of Irish 
potatoes or (2) to revise the listing of 
Irish potatoes as regulated articles to 
include only the categories in the final 
rule. Alternative (1) was not adopted 
because it is unnecessarily restrictive. 
Alternative (2) was adopted. Based on 
departmental expertise, it has been 
determined that Irish potatoes nbt 
within any of the categories included in 
the final rule could be moved without 
presenting a significant risk of spreading 
infestations of the golden nematode.

Further, it appears that there is no 
feasible alternative to consider in 
compliance with the requirement that 
agencies choose the alternative that 
maximizes net benefits to society at the 
lowest net cost.

Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act

Dr. H. C. Mussman, Administrator of 
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service, has determined that the 
amendments will not have a significant

economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The 
amendments affect the interstate 
movement of certain articles from 
regulated areas in New York. Based on 
information compiled by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture and 
information submitted by the New York 
Department of Agriculture and Markets, 
it has been determined that there are 
thousands of small entities that move 
such articles interstate from New York 
and many more thousands of small 
entities that move such articles 
interstate from other States. However, 
based on such information, it has been 
determined that fewer than 400 entities 
move such articles interstate from 
regulated areas in New York. Further, 
the overall economic impact from the 
amendments is estimated to be less than 
$100,000.

Background

In a document published in the 
Federal Register on March 23,1982 (47 
F R 12328-12332), the Department 
issued an interim rule which amended 
the golden nematode quarantine and 
regulations (7 CFR 301.85 et seq.) by:

(1) Redefining the term “moved,”
(2) Adding areas in Steuben County, 

New York, to the list of generally 
infested areas, and

(3) Amending the list of regulated 
articles by revising the listing for Irish 
potatoes.

The document of March 23,1982, 
invited interested persons to submit 
written comments concerning the 
amendments on or before May 24,1982. 
No written comments were received.

The factual situations set forth in the 
document of March 23,1982, still 
provide a basis for the amendments. 
Accordingly, it has been determined that 
the amendments to § § 301.85, 301.85-1, 
301.85-2a, 301.85-26 and 301.85-5 are 
adopted as final and should remain 
effective as published in the Federal 
Register on March 23,1982.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301

Agricultural commodities, Plant pests, 
Plants (agriculture), Quarantines, 
Transportation, Golden nematode.
(Secs. 105 and 106, 71 Stat. 32, 33; (7 U.S.C. 
150dd, 150ee); 7 CFR 2.17, 2.51, and 371.2)
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Done at-Washington, D.C., this 30th day of 
July 1982.
Harvey L. Ford,
Deputy Administrator, Plant Protection and  
Quarantine, Anim al and Plant H ealth 
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 82-21081 Filed 8-3-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

7 CFR Part 301

[Docket No. 82-327]

Gypsy Moth Regulated Areas
a g e n c y : Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Affirmation of interim rule.

SUMMARY: This document affirms the 
interim rule which amended the list of 
gypsy moth regulated areas (regulated 
areas are divided into high-risk areas 
and low-risk areas) under the Federal 
Gypsy Moth and Browntail Moth 
Quarantine and Regulations by (1) 
designating previously nonregulated 
areas in Vermont as gypsy moth high- 
risk areas; (2) by redesignating areas in 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Vermont from 
gypsy moth low-risk areas to gypsy 
moth high-risk areas; (3) by designating 
previously nonregulated areas in 
California, Delaware, Maryland, 
Michigan, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin as gypsy moth low-risk 
areas; (4) by expanding previously 
designated gypsy moth low-risk areas in 
Illinois, Michigan, Oregon, and West 
Virginia; and (5) by deleting areas in 
North Carolina, Ohio, and Wisconsin 
from the list of gypsy moth regulated 
areas. The quarantine and regulations 
impose restrictions on the interstate 
movement of certain articles from gypsy 
moth high-risk areas and gypsy moth 
low-risk areas. This action is necessary 
in order to prevent the artificial spread 
interstate of gypsy moth and to delete 
unnecessary restrictions on the 
interstate movement of certain articles. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 4,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas J. Lanier, Chief Staff Officer, 
Regulatory Support Staff, Plant 
Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Room 635 
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782, 301-436-8247. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291
The amendments have been issued in 

conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and have been determined not to

be a “major rule.” Based on information 
compiled by the Department, it has been 
determined that the amendments will 
have an annual effect on the economy of 
approximately $167,000; will not cause a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; and will 
not cause significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets.

For this rulemaking action, the Office 
of Management and Budget has waived 
the review process required by 
Executive Order 12291 and the 
Department of Agriculture has waived 
the requirements of Secretary’s 
Memorandum No. 1512-1.
Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act

Dr. Harry C. Mussman, Administrator 
of the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, has determined that 
this action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
affects the interstate movement of 
regulated articles from specified areas in 
the State of California, Delaware,
Illinois, Maryland, Michigan, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Vermont, 
Virginia, W est Virginia, and Wisconsin. 
Based on information compiled by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture it has 
been determined that there are many 
hundreds of small entities that move 
regulated articles interstate from such 
States and many thousands of small 
entities that move regulated articles 
interstate from other States. However, 
based on such information, it has been 
determined that only approximately 300 
entities move regulated articles 
interstate from the specified areas 
affected by this action. Further, the 
annual overall economic impact from 
this action is estimated to be 
approximately $167,000.
Background

A document published in the Federal 
Register on April 28,1982, (47 FR 18113- 
18122), set forth an interim rule 
amending § 301.45-2a(a) of the gypsy 
moth and browntail moth quarantine 
and regulations (7 CFR 301.45-2a(a). The 
document amended the quarantine and 
regulations by (1) designating previously 
nonregulated areas in Vermont as gypsy 
moth high-risk areas; (2) by 
redesignating areas in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York,

Pennsylvania, and Vermont from gypsy 
moth low-risk areas to gypsy moth high- 
risk areas; (3) by designating previously 
nonregulated areas in California, 
Delaware, Maryland, Michigan, North 
Carolina» Ohio, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin as gypsy moth 
low-risk areas; (4) by expanding 
previously designated gypsy moth low- 
risk areas in Illinois, Michigan, Oregon, 
and West Virginia; and (5) by deleting 
areas in North Carolina, Ohio, and 
Wisconsin from the list of gypsy moth 
regulated areas.

The document became effective on the 
date of publication. The document 
provided that the amendment was 
necessary as an emergency measure in 
order to prevent the artificial spread 
interstate of gypsy moth and to delete 
unnecessary restrictions on the 
interstate movement of certain articles.

Comments were solicited for 60 days 
after publication of the amendment. No 
comments were received in response to 
the amendment. The factual situations 
which were set forth in the document of 
April 28,1982, still provide a basis for 
the amendment, Accordingly, it has 
been determined that the amendment to 
§ 301.45-2a should remain effective as 
published in die Federal Register on 
April 28,1982.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301
Agricultural Commodities, Plant 

Diseases, Plant Pests, Plants 
(agriculture), Quarantine, 
Transportation, Gypsy Moth.
(Secs. 8 and 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amended, (7 
U.S.C. 161,162); 37 FR 28464, 28477 as 
amended; 38 FR 19141)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 30th day of 
July, 1982.
Harvey L  Ford,
Deputy Administrator, Plant Protection and 
Quarantine, Anim al and Plant H ealth 
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 88-21083 Filed 8-3-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

7 CFR Part 301

[Docket No. 82-326]

Pink Bollworm Regulated Areas
AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Affirmation of interim rule.

SUMMARY: This document affirms the 
interim rule which amended the list of 
regulated areas (regulated areas are 
divided into suppressive areas and 
generally infested areas) under the pink 
bollworm quarantine and regulations by 
deleting Craighead County in Arkansas
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from the list of suppressive areas. The 
quarantine and regulations restrict the 
interstate movement of regulated 
articles from suppressive areas and 
generally infested areas. This action is 
necessary in order to delete unnecessary 
restrictions on the movement of 
regulated articles.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 4,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas J. Lanier, Chief Staff Officer, 
Regulatory Support Staff, Plant 
Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Room 635 
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782, (301) 436-8247. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291

The amendment has been issued in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and has been determined to be 
not a “major rule.” Based on information 
compiled by the Department, it has been 
determined that the amendment will 
have an estimated annual effect on the 
economy of less than $1,000; will not 
cause a major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; and will 
not cause significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets.

For this rulemaking action, the Office 
of Management and Budget has waived 
the review process required by 
Executive Order 12291 and the 
Department of Agriculture has waived 
the requirements of Secretary’s 
Memorandum 1512-1.

Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act

Dr. Harry C. Mussman, Administrator 
of the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, has determined that 
this action will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
involves removing restrictions on the 
interstate movement of regulated 
articles from Craighead County in 
Arkansas. There are hundreds of small 
entities that move such articles 
interstate from other States. However, 
based on information compiled by the 
Department, it has been determined that 
fewer than five small entities move such 
articles interstate from the regulated 
areas in Craighead County. Further, the 
overall economic impact from this

action is estimated to be less than
$1,000.

Background
A document published in the Federal 

Register on March 3,1982 (47 FR 8982- 
8983), set forth an interim rule amending 
§ 301.52-2a of the pink bollworm 
quarantine and regulations (7 CFR 
301.52-2a). The document amended the 
quarantine and regulations by deleting 
Craighead County in Arkansas from the 
list of suppressive areas.

The amendment became effective on 
the date of publication. The document 
provided that the amendment was 
necessary as an emergency measure in 
order to delete unnecessary restrictions 
on the movement of regulated articles.

Comments were solicited for 60 days 
after publication of the amendment. No 
comments were received in response to 
the amendment. The factual situations 
which were set forth in the document of 
March 3,1982, still provide a basis for 
the amendment. Accordingly, it has 
been determined that the amendment to 
§ 301.52-2a should remain effective as 
published in the Federal Register on 
March 3,1982.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301
Agricultural commodities, Plant 

diseases, Plant pests, Plants 
(agriculture), Quarantine,
Transportation, Pink bollworm.
(Secs. 8, 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
161,162,150ee); 37 FR 28464, 28477, as 
amended; 38 FR 19141)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 30th day of 
July 1982.
Harvey L. Ford,
Deputy Administrator, Plant Protection and  
Quarantine, Anim al and Plant H ealth 
Inspection Service.
[F it Doc. 82-21062 Filed 8-3-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

Commodity Credit Corporation 

7 CFR Part 1474
[CCC Farm Facility Loan Program  
Regulations, A rndt 4]

Farm Storage and Drying Equipment 
Loan Program Regulations

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation, 
USDA.
a c t io n : Interim rule amendments and 
extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: On April 3,1981, an interim 
rule was published in the Federal 
Register (46 FR 20151) which amended 
the Farm Storage and Drying Equipment 
Loan Program Regulations. Public 
comment on the interim rule was

requested until June 1,1981. However, a 
final rule has not been published 
because a number of amendments were 
subsequently made in the statute which 
authorized the program which 
necessitated further review of the 
program provisions.

This document reflects additional 
changes in the program based upon this 
review and extends the comment period 
on the interim rule to October 1,1982, so 
that the public may comment on these 
additional proposed changes. Additional 
changes for which comments are invited 
would: (1) Assess a late payment charge 
against a borrower whose loan 
installment is not paid when it is due 
and payable; (2) provide discretion with 
respect to real estate lien requirements;
(3) eliminate loan eligibility for drying, 
handling or operating equipment and 
horizontal or bunker-type silos; (4) 
require that a borrower, as a condition 
of eligibility for a farm facility loan, 
participate in any acreage reduction 
program in effect for facility loan 
commodities which are used to 
determine the borrower’s storage needs 
for the farm facility; (5) delete certain 
commodities from the list of 
commodities which are used to 
determine facility loan eligibility; (6) 
limit the cost on which a loan will be 
based to the net cost of the facility; (7) 
decrease the maximum allowable 
outstanding aggregate loan balance for 
any producer from $50,000 to $25,000, 
and (8) decrease the maximum loan a 
producer may receive from 75 percent of 
the net cost of the structure to 70 percent 
thereby increasing the downpayment 
which must be made by a producer from 
25 percent to 30 percent.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 4,1982. 
Comments must be received by October 
1,1982, in order to be assured of 
consideration.
ADDRESS: Director, Cotton, Grain, and 
Rice Price Support Division, ASCS, 
USDA, P.O. Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 
20013.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ray Bostow, Cotton, Grain, and Rice 
Price Support Division, ASCS, USDA, 
P.O. Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013, 
(202) 447-5094. A Final Impact Analysis 
has been prepared and is available from 
Ray Bostow.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
extended interim rule has been 
reviewed under USDA procedures for 
implementing Executive Order 12291 
and Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1. In 
compliance with Secretary’s 
Memorandum 1512-1, the regulations at 
7 CFR Part 1474 have been reviewed for 
currency* clarity and accuracy and no
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other changes are being considered at 
this time. This rule has been classified 
“not major” since it will not result in: (1) 
An annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; (2) a major increase in 
costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State or local 
governments, or geographical regions, or
(3) significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or tfye ability of 
United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets.

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this extended interim rule 
since the Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC) is not required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or 
any other provision of law to publish as 
a proposed rule the subject matter of 
this rule.

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program that this extended 
interim rule applies to are: Title— 
Storage Facilities Equipment Loans; 
Number—10.056, as found in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance. This 
action will not have a significant impact 
specifically on area and community 
development or the environment. 
Therefore, review as established by 
OMB Circular A-95 was not used to 
assure that units of local government are 
informed of this action.

Section 4(h) of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation (CCC) Charter Act provided 
that for the period October 1,1977, 
through September 30,1981, the 
Corporation was required to make 
secured storage facility and drying 
equipment loans available to growers in 
order to encourage the storage of grains, 
soybeans, rice, and certain other 
commodities on farms.

Presently, section 4(h), as amended by 
Section 151 of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Pub. L. 97-35, 
95 Stat. 370, approved August 13,1981) 
and Section 1606 of the Agriculture and 
Food Act of 1981 (Pub. L  97-98, 95 Stat. 
1347, approved December 22,1981) 
provides discretionary authority for thè 
Corporation to make available loans for 
the construction or purchase of facilities 
for storage of grain on farms and 
requires that such loans be made 
available in those areas where it is 
determined that there is a deficiency in 
storage facilities. Section 4(h) now 
reads, in pertinent part, as follows:

And provided further, That to encourage 
the storage of grain on farms, where it can be 
stored at the lowest cost; the Corporation 
may make loans tò grain growers needing 
storage facilities when such growers shall 
apply to the Corporation for financing the 
construction or purchase of suitable storage, 
and these loans shall be deducted from the

proceeds of price support loans or purchase 
agreements made between the Corporation 
and the growers, except that the Secretary 
shall make such loans in areas in which the 
Secretary determines that there is a. 
deficiency of such storage.* * *

An interim rule announcing certain 
changes in the Farm Storage and Drying 
Equipment Loan Program Regulations 
was published in the Federal Register on 
April 3,1981 (46 FR 20151). The interim 
rule amended the regulations governing 
the program as follows: (1) A producer’s 
need for additional farm storage is 
based on the amount by which the total 
capacity of existing on-farm storage is 
less than the storage capacity needed to  
store one (previously two) year’s 
production; (2) existing on-farm storage 
capacity used by a producer to store 
grain under the farmer-owned Grain 
Reserve Program is included in the 
determination of the need for storage 
(capacity used for grain stored under the 
Grain Reserve Program was previously 
excluded); (3) the maximum allowable 
outstanding aggregate loan balance 
under the program for any producer was 
decreased from $100,000 to $50,000; (4) 
the maximum loan a producer could 
receive under the Farm Storage and 
Drying Equipment Loan Program was 
decreased from 85 percent to 75 percent 
of the net cost of the structure thus 
increasing the required downpayment 
which must be made by a producer from 
15 percent to 25 percent; (5) the 
maximum term of a loan was reduced 
from 8 years to 5 years; and (6) loans 
bear interest at the rate of interest set 
forth in a notice published in the Federal 
Register.

Comments with respect to this interim 
rule were requested until June 1,1981. 
The comment period, however, is being 
extended until October 1,1982 to allow 
the public an opportunity to comment on 
the additional changes which are being 
incorporated in the regulations. The 
provisions of this rule reflect both the 
recent amendments to.the statute which 
authorizes the program, as well as other 
administrative changes to the program 
which are deemed to be warranted.
First, a late payment charge (expressed 
as a rate of interest) will be assessed by 
CCC in accordance with the provisions 
of 7 CFR Part 1403 (46 FR 61442) if a loan 
installment is not paid when it is due 
and payable. Second, authority is 
broadened regarding borrowers being 
permitted to satisfy the real estate lien 
requirements by giving CCC, as 
additional security, either a first or 
second lien on the underlying or other 
real estate, as may be acceptable to 
CCC. Third, loans for drying, handling or 
operating equipment and horizontal or 
bunker-type silos will no longer be

available. Fourth, the borrower, as a 
condition of eligibility for a loan, must 
participate in any acreage reduction 
program in effect for facility loan 
commodities (i.e., com, oats, barley, 
sorghum, wheat, or rice) used to 
determine the borrower’s storage needs 
for the farm facility. In determining a 
borrower’s need for storage, the 
production of rye, soybeans, flaxseed, 
dry edible beans, peanuts, sunflower 
seed, and high moisture forage and 
silage will no longer he considered.
Fifth, the cost of materials and labor for 
electrical equipment or wiring and the 
cost of transportation, delivery, site 
preparation, erection or installation of 
such equpment or wiring or any other 
item ineligible for loan will not be 
included when determining the net cost 
of the loan. Sixth, the total aggregate 
outstanding loan balance for any 
individual borrower is limited to $25,000. 
Seventh, the maximum loan a producer 
may receive is reduced from 75 percent 
of die net cost of producer’s needed 
facility to 70 percent of the net cost thus 
increasing the downpayment which 
must be made by a producer from 25 
percent to 30 percent.

The public is invited to submit written 
comments with respect to this 
amendment to the Director, Cotton, 
Grain and Rice Price Support Division, 
ASCS. Comments must be received not 
later than October 1,1982, in order to be 
assured of consideration. The changes 
made by the interim rule published in 
the Federal Register (46 FR 20151) and 
the changes made by this extended 
interim rule will be evaluated in the light 
of comments received. After the 
comments have been evaluated, a final 
rule will be published in the Federal 
Register discussing the comments 
received and any amendments to the 
regulations which are deemed 
necessary.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1474

Agricultural commodities, Loan 
programs—Agriculture warehouses.

Extended Interim Rule

PART 1474—FARM STORAGE 
FACILITIES

Accordingly, the regulations at 7 CFR 
Part 1474 are herey amended as follows:

(1) The subpart heading is amended to 
read as follows:

Subpart—Farm Facility Loan Program 
Regulations

(2) The table of contents is amended 
by revising the title of § 1474.5 to read as 
follows:
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Sec. ,
* * * * *
1474.5 Eligible facilities.
* * * * *

(3) Section 1474.1 is revised to read as 
follows:

§ 1474.1 General statem ent.
This subpart sets forth the policies, 

procedures, and requirements governing 
loans made by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation (hereinafter referred to as 
"CCC”) for the purchase of farm 
facilities or remodeling of existing 
facilities under the Farm Facility Loan 
Program. Interested persons should refer 
to related procedures and forms which 
have been adopted by each State ASC 
committee to assure compliance with 
State law. The program may be 
suspended at any time except in areas 
where the Secretary has determined that 
there is a deficiency of storage for grain.

(4) In § 1474.2, paragraphs (a) and (e) 
are revised to read as follows:

§ 1474.2 Adm inistration.
(a) The Cotton, Grain and Rice Price 

Support Division, Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service 
(hereinafter referred to as “ASCS”), will 
administer the provisions of this subpart 
under the general supervision and 
direction of the Deputy Administrator, 
State and County Operations, ASCS. On 
matters involving individual loans 
which would otherwise require approval 
or other action by the Executive Vice 
President, the Deputy Administrator, 
State and County Operations, is 
authorized to give such approval or take 
such other action as may be necessary. 
The program will be carried out through 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation State and county 
committees (hereinafter referred to 
respectively as "State committee” and 
“county committee”).
*  *  *  *  *

(e) Except for Forms CCC-185, all 
documents required to be signed on 
behalf of CCC in connection with loans 
or other related actions under the Farm 
Facility Loan Program shall be signed by 
the chairperson or member of the county 
committee, or by the county executive 
director if the county committee has so 
authorized. However, all such approvals 
required for loans or other related
actions must have been given in ■ 
accordance with the provisions of this 
subpart. With respect to loans which are 
approved by the county committee, 
forms CCC-185 shall be signed by the 
chairperson or a member of the county 
committee. With respect to loans 
approved by the State committee, forms 
CCC-185 shall be signed by the

chairperson or a member of the State 
committee.

(5) In § 1474.3, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows:

$ 1474.3 A vailability o f loans.
. (a) Time. Loan applications will be 
accepted by county offices only during 
the period and for farm storage facilities 
in such areas as announced by the 
Secretary.
*  *  *  *  *

(6) Section 1474.4 is revised to read as 
follows:

§ 1474.4 Eligible borrower.

(a) B asic requirem ents. The term 
“eligible borrower” means any person 
who as landowner, landlord, tenant, or 
sharecropper (1) Produces one or more 
of the following commodities, 
hereinafter called “facility loan 
commodities”: com, oats, barley, 
sorghum, wheat, and rice, (2) needs farm 
facilities for the storage of one or more 
such commodities, and (3) participates 
in any acreage reduction program in 
effect for facility loan commodities used 
to determine the borrower’s needs for 
the farm facility. If two or more eligible 
borrowers join together in the purchase 
of eligible farm storage facilities, each 
such borrower shall sign all documents, 
when required, and shall b6 liable 
jointly and severally for repayment of 
the loan to CGC. The term "person” 
means any individual or individuals 
competent to enter into a binding 
contract, including a partnership, firm, 
joint-stock company, corporation, 
association, trust, estate, or other legal 
entity, or a State, political subdivision of 
a State, or any agency thereof.

(b) N eed fo r  facility . At the time any 
loan application is being considered, the 
county committee shall determine if the 
proposed farm facility is needed for the 
storage of facility loan commodities 
produced on the farm(s) to which the 
loan application relates. In making this 
determination, the maximum storage 
capacity for which a loan may be made 
shall be the amount by which the total 
capacity of existing storage on the 
farm(s) which is suitable for storage of 
facility loan commodities is less than 
the storage capacity necessary to store 
one year’s production (computed on the 
basis of estimates yields) of the facility 
loan commodities produced on the 
farm(s) to which the loan application 
relates. If the capacity of the storage to 
be purchased or erected by the 
applicant exceeds the need as 
determined above, the application may 
be approved but the amount of such 
loan shall not exceed the maximum 
amount authorized in § 1474.8(b).

(7) Section 1474.5 is revised to read as 
follows:

§ 1474.5 Eligible facilities.

(a) B asic requirem ents. Loans shall be 
made only for the purchase and 
installation of eligible storage facilities 
or for remodeling existing facilities, as 
provided in this section. Eligible storage 
facilities shall include the following: (1) ~ 
New or newly constructed conventional- 
type cribs, bins or flat structures 
designed and engineered for grain 
storage: (2) flat storage structures 
designed and engineered for 
multipurpose use which are adapted or 
modified for use as grain storage: 
Provided, that if only a portion of the 
structure is for use as grain storage, the 
area or space used for grain storage 
must be isolated or closed off from other 
use areas and only the pro rata costs of 
the portion of space used for grain 
storage shall be included in determining 
the amount of the loan; (3) oxygen- 
limiting and other upright silo-type 
structures designed for wet storage; and
(4) used structures (including the real 
estate where located, if any) if 
purchased from CCC or sold by CCC 
under provisions of a security 
agreement,

(b) A dditional requirem ents or 
provisions. (1) If the farm storage facility 
is purchased from a source other than 
CCC, the supplier must be approved 
under Supplier’s Agreement, Form CCC- 
308, before the loan is approved. CCC 
may also require the supplier to certify 
to the costs of the items and amounts 
paid and unpaid before the loan is 
disbursed.

(2) A storage facility shall not have 
been delivered to the farm more than 30 
days prior to the date of the application 
for the loan.

(3) Loans may include only the cost of 
new materials and off-farm labor to be 
used in constructing new storage or in 
the remodeling of existing facilities.

(4) Loans may be approved for the 
purchase of used storage facilities only 
when such facility is purchased from 
CCC.

(5) Storage structures shall not be of a 
type (such as bags or snow fences) 
which require the weight or bulk of the 
commodity stored to maintain its shape.

(6) Storage structures must, in the 
opinion of the county committee, have a 
usable life of at least 10 years.

(7) Loans may be approved for 
financing additions to or modifications 
of an existing storage facility to increase 
storage capacity if the county committee 
determines that: (i) The modification is 
necessary to increase the storage
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capacity of the unit and (ii) the structure 
is not a horizontal or bunker type silo.

(8) A storage facility must include 
ladders and safety devices as the county 
committee may require and must be 
suitable for storing the facility loan 
commodities for which need is 
determined.

(c) Loans not available. Loans shall 
not be available to provide storage for 
commercial use or for storing 
commodities which the borrower 
intends to purchase or to store for * 
others. Any facility which is located in 
working proximity to any commercial 
storage operation shall be deemed to be 
a part of such operation.

(8) In § 1474.7, paragraphs (a), (b), and 
(c> are revised to read as follows:

§ 1474.7 Security for loan.
(a) A ll States except Louisiana. All 

loans shall be secured by a promissory 
note and security agreement covering 
the farm storage facility. The promissory 
note and security agreement shall grant 
CCC a security interest in the collateral 
and shall be perfected in the manner 
specified by the Uniform Commercial 
Code adopted in the applicable State. 
CCC’8 security interest in the collateral 
shall constitute the sole security interest 
in such collateral except for prior liens 
on the underlying realty which by 
operation of law attach to the collateral 
if it is or becomes a fixture. If any such 
prior lien on the realty will attach to the 
collateral, CCC may require that a 
subordination agreement or a disclaimer 
of any interest in the collateral as 
fixtures be obtained in writing from 
each person, other than the borrower, 
having any interest in the real estate on 
which the collateral is to be located.

(b) Louisiana. All loans shall be 
secured by a chattel mortgage covering 
the farm storage facility which shall be 
filed or recorded as required by State • 
law and shall constitute the sole 
security interest in the collateral, except 
for prior liens on the underlying realty 
which by operation of law attach to the 
collateral if it is or becomes a fixture. If 
any such prior lien on the realty will 
attach to the collateral, CCC may 
require that a severance agreement be 
obtained from each person, other than 
the borrower, having any interest in the 
real estate on which the collateral is to 
be located.

Note.—Every State, except Louisiana, has 
adopted in some form Article 9 of the 
Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) entitled 
“Secured Transactions.” In States which 
have adopted Article 9, CCC’s security 
interest in loan collateral is perfected by 
filing a financing statement Louisiana law, 
however, requires the filing of a chattel 
mortgage.

(c) R eal estate lien  requirem ent. A 
lien on real estate shall be required for 
any loan, regardless of the loan amount, 
if die approving committee determines 
that additional security is needed to 
protect CCC’s interest. Such lien shall be 
in the form of a real estate mortgage, 
deed of trust, or other security 
instrument approved by CCC. At the 
discretion of the approving State or 
county ASC committee, the lien may be 
a first or second lien on the land on 
which the facility is located, or a first or 
second lien on such other real estate as 
may be acceptable to CCC.
*  *  *  *  *

(9) In § 1474.8, paragraphs (a), (b), and
(c) are revised to read as follows:

§ 1474.8 Amount of.loan and loan 
application approvals.

(a) Cost. The cost on which the loan 
shall be based is the “net cost” of the 
facility and/or accessories and services, 
which is the actual cost to the applicant, 
after deduction of any discount or 
rebate. Net cost may include the 
purchase pride, local sales taxes 
payable by the purchaser, costs for 
transportation, delivery, site 
preparation, erection or installation, and 
the cost of materials and labor for 
concrete work. Net cost shall not 
include the cost of materials and labor 
for electrical and handling equipment or 
wiring and the cost of transportation, 
delivery, site preparation, erection or 
installation of such equipment or wiring, 
used or secondhand material, or any 
other item which is determined to be 
ineligible for loan.

(b) Amount o f  loan. The amount of 
any farm facility loan, when added to 
the outstanding balance of any facility 
loan, shall not create for the applicant 
an aggregate outstanding balance in 
excess of $25,000 and shall not exceed 
the smaller of: (1) 70 percent of the net 
cost of the applicant’s needed storage, 
or (2) the prorated cost of the applicant’s 
storage which is needed and suitable for 
the storage of the applicable 
commodities when a storage structure 
has a larger capacity than the 
applicant’s needed capacity.

(c) Loan application approvals. (1)
The county committee may approve or 
disapprove loan applications up to the 
maximum amount unless a lower limit 
has been established by the State 
committee.

(2) The State committee shall approve 
or disapprove all other loan 
applications.

(3) A loan application shall not be 
approved where the approving authority 
determines that approval would not be 
in the best interest of the program.
*  *  Hr *  *

(10) Section 1474.9 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 1474.8 Downpayment
A minimum downpayment 

representing the difference between (a) 
the amount of the loan determined 
pursuant to § 1474.8(b), and (b) the net 
cost of eligible storage facilities 
determined pursuant to § 1474.8(a) shall 
be made by the loan applicant to the 
supplier or contractor before the loan is 
disbursed. The minimum downpayment 
shall be in cash except that a reasonable 
trade-in allowance for farm equipment 
or other tangible property may be 
considered as cash. If the reasonable 
trade-in allowance of such equipment or 
property is in excess of the required 
minimum downpayment, the amount of 
the loan shall be reduced by the amount 
of such excess. If the trade-in allowance 
is in excess of a reasonable market 
value, only the reasonable market value 
may be counted toward the minimum 
downpayment. Any additional amount 
required to equal the minimum 
downpayment shall be paid in cash by 
the applicant to the supplier or 
contractor before the loan is disbursed. 
A downpayment shall not include any 
discount, rebate, credit, deferred 
payment, post-dated check, or 
promissory note to the supplier or 
contractor.

(11) Section 1474.10 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 1474.10 Interest and late payment 
charges.

Loans shall bear interest at the rate 
set forth in a notice published in the 
Federal Register. If a loan installment is 
not paid when it is due and payable, a 
late payment charge shall be applied 
against the delinquent debt as provided 
in 7 CFR Part 1403 (46 FR 61442).

(12) In Section 1474.11, paragraphs (a) 
and (b) are revised to read as follows:

§ 1474.11 Repayment of loan and 
acceleration of maturity date.

(a) The principal amount of the loan 
shall be repayable in equal annual 
installments together with interest as 
provided for in § 1474.10 on the unpaid 
balance from the date of disbursement 
of the loan or date of the last repayment, 
whichever is later, up to, but not 
including the date of repayment. The 
first installment, including interest on 
the unpaid balance, shall be due and 
payable during the 12-month period 
beginning on the first anniversary date 
of the note. A like installment shall be 
similarly due and payable during the 12 
months following each anniversary date 
thereafter until the principal, together 
with the interest thereon, has been paid
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in full. The payment of each such 
installment may be by cash, check, or 
money order. Any installment which is 
due and payable and which has not 
been paid in cash, or by check or money 
order, shall be paid by deduction from 
any amounts which are otherwise due 
the borrower from price support loans 
and purchases, as well as storage 
payments. However, any such 
deductions shall not be made until after 
service charges and amounts due prior 
lienholders have been deducted. 
Payments shall be applied first to 
accrued interest and then to principal.

(b) Each installment must be paid not 
later than the end of the applicable 12- 
month period. Upon failure to pay any 
installment by the end of such period, 
the loan may be declared delinquent 
and, at the option of the approving State 
or county committee, the loan may be 
called and the entire unpaid amount of 
the loan shall become immediately due 
and payable. Any delinquent loan or 
any past due amount on any annual 
payment may be deducted and paid out 
of any amounts due the borrower under 
any program carried out by the 
Department of Agriculture or any other 
agency of the United States in 
accordance with the regulations at 7 
CFR Part 13. If the maker of the note 
breaches any convenants, agreements, 
terms, or conditions to be performed 
under § § 1474.1 to 1474.17 or under the 
loan application, promissory note and 
security agreement, chattel mortgage, or 
other security instruments securing the 
loan, or under any other instruments 
executed in connection with the loan, or 
if the collateral is used in connection 
with any commercial operation 
including, but not limited to, elevators, 
warehouses, dryers, or processing 
plants, during the life of the loan, CCC 
may declare the entire indebtedness 
immediately due and payable.
* * * * *

(13) Section 1474.13 is revised to read 
as follows: ?

§ 1474.13 Maintenance and liability.
The borrower shall maintain the loan 

collateral in good condition and 
available for the storage of one or more 
of the facility loan commodities 
described in § 1474.4(a). Until the loan 
has been repaid, the borrower shall be 
liable for all damages to or destruction 
of such collateral.

(14) Section 1474.14 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 1474.14 Disbursement of loan.
The disbursement of the loan by CCC 

will be made when the farm storage 
facility has been delivered, erected, 
constructed, assembled, or installed,

and, when required, the county 
committee, or a representative of the 
county committee, has inspected and 
approved such facility. Disbursement 
will be made only if die borrower 
furnishes satisfactory evidence of and 
certifies to the (a) total cost of the 
facility and (b) payment of all debts on 
the facility innxcess of the amount of 
the loan. Disbursement shall be made 
jointly to the borrower and to the 
contractor(s) or suppliers). However, 
disbursement may be made to the 
borrower alone if the borrower submits 
satisfactory evidence to the county 
committee that the borrower has paid to 
the contractor(s) or supplier(s) all 
amounts which are due and owing on 
the facility.

(15) In § 1474.16, paragraph (b) is 
revised as follows:

§ 1474.16 Sale or conveyance of security 
and assumption of loan indebtedness. 
* * * * *

(b) An assumption of the loan may be 
approved by CCC in the case of a sale of 
the collateral by CCC or the borrower 
under paragraph (a) of this section or in 
the event of the death, incompetency, or 
disappearance of the borrower.
Requests for approval of such 
assumptions shall be made to the county 
committee by the borrower or the 
successors or representatives of a 
borrower. If such approval is granted, 
the borrower or his successors or 
representatives shall execute an 
assumption agreement with the 
purchaser or the party assuming the 
loan. The assumption agreement shall 
be in the form prescribed by CCC. Such 
agreements may provide for the 
assumption of die unpaid balance of 
both the principal amount of the loan 
and the interest computed to the date of 
the assumption and any other charges 
which may be provided for in the loan 
application and approval and in the 
security instruments furnished by the 
borrower pursuant to § 1474.7.

(16) Section 1474.17 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 1474.17 Death, incompetency, or 
disappearance.

If a person who is entitled to the 
payment of any sum due in connection 
with a farm facility loan dies, 
disappears, or is declared incompetent, 
either before CCC has issued a draft in 
payment therefor or after CCC has 
issued a draft in payment but before the 
draft is negotiated, payment shall be 
made to such person’s successors or 
representatives authorized to receive 
such payment. The order of precedence 
for payment is set forth in 7 CFR Part 
707. Payment shall be made upon proper

application therefor (Form ASCS-325) to 
the office of the county committee which 
made the loan.

(17) Section 1474.18 is revised to read 
as follows:

§1474.18 Forms.

The following forms shall be used in 
connection with the Farm Facility Loan 
Program: CCC-185 Loan Application 
and Approval; CCC-186 Promissory 
Note and Security Agreement; CCC-187 
Disbursement, Repayment and 
Inspection Record; CCC-298 
Assumption Agreement; CCC-299 
Certificate of Title; CCC-308 Supplier’s 
Agreement; CCC-401 Bill of Sale; CCC- 
500 Repayment Record. These forms, 
and any other form required by State 
law, may be obtained in the ASCS State 
and county offices. The reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements contained 
herein have been approved by, and 
subsequent reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements will be subject to, the 
approval of the Office of Management 
and Budget in accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980.
(Sec. 4,62 Stat. 1070, as amended (15 U.S.C. 
714(b))

Signed at Washington, D.C. on July 29,
1982.
C. Hoke Leggett,
Acting Executive Vice President, Commodity 
Credit Corporation.
(FR Doc. 82-21090 Filed 8-3-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service

9 CFR Part 92

[Docket No. 82-066]

Specifically Approved States to 
Receive Mares Imported From CEM- 
Affected Countries

a g e n c y : Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Interim rule.

s u m m a r y : This document adds the State 
of California to the list of specifically 
approved States authorized to receive 
certain mares imported into the United 
States from countries affected with 
contagious equine metritis (CEM).

This action is being taken because the 
Deputy Administrator of Veterinary 
Services, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, has determined that 
California has laws or regulations in 
effect to require the additional 
quarantine, treatment and testing of 
such mares to further ensure their
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freedom from CEM as required by the 
regulations.
DATES: Effective date July 29,1982.

Comments must be received on or 
before October 4,1982.
ADDRESS: Written comments to Deputy 
Administrator, USDA, APHIS, VS, Room 
870, Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest 
Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. M. R. Crane, USDA, APHIS, VS,
Room 818, Federal Building, 6505 
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782, 
301-436-8170.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291 and Emergency 
Action

This action has been reviewed in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291 and Secretary’s Memorandum 
1512-1, and has been determined to be 
not a "major rule.” The Department has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant annual effect on the 
economy, will not cause a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; and will 
not have any adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, or the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets.

For this rulemaking action, the Office 
of Management and Budget has waived 
their review process required by 
Executive Order 12291.

Mr. W. F. Helms, Director, National 
Program Planning Staffs, VS, APHIS, 
USDA, has determined that an 
emergency situation exists which 
warrants publication without prior 
opportunity for a public comment period 
on this interim action. This amendment 
relieves restrictions presently imposed 
on mares over 731 days of age being 
imported into the United States, and 
should be made effective immediately in 
order to permit affected persons to move 
these mares into the United States 
without unnecessary restrictions.

Therefore, pursuant to the 
administrative procedures provisions in 
5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause 
that notice and other public procedure 
with respect to this emergency interim 
action is impracticable, unnecessary and 
contrary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making this 
emergency interim action effective less 
than 30 days after publication of this 
document in the Federal Register. 
Comments have been solicited for 60 
days after publication of this document, 
and this emergency interim action will

be scheduled for review so that a final 
document discussing comments received 
and any amendments required can be 
published in the Federal Register as 
soon as possible.
Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act

Dr. Harry C. Mussman, Administrator 
of the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, has determined that 
this action will not have'a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
will lift restrictions that were imposed in 
the fall of 1977 on the importation of 
certain horses from France, Ireland, and 
the United Kingdom, as well as 
restrictions added later on Australia, 
Belgium, Italy, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Japan, Austria, and Denmark. 
It is anticipated that no more than 25 
importers will consign approximately 
35-40 mares over 731 days of age from 
CEM affected countries annually to the 
State of California. This compares with 
29,161 horses of all classes imported into 
the United States during Fiscal Year 
1981. Furthermore, mares over 731 days 
of age from CEM affected countries can 
be imported and consigned to other 
State&approved to receive such 
animals.

To the best of our knowledge, through 
the years the number of small entities 
involved in the importation of mares 
from the countries involved has been 
extremely limited because of factors 
such as the number of animals sold; 
stallion fees ranging from $5,000 to 
$50,000; stallions syndicated up to 
$32,000,000 and the international 
operations involved. The average cost to 
import a horse from overseas is from 
$5,000 to $7,000, including 
preembarkation testing and treatment, 
the cost of transportation and post entry 
quarantine.
Background

On Friday, October 16,1981, there 
was published in the Federal Register 
(46 FR 50930-50937) amendments to 9 
CFR Part 92 which, among other things, 
authorized the importation of mares 
over 731 days of age into the United 
States from countries affected with CEM 
when specific requirements to prevent 
their introducing CEM into the United 
States are met. Further, these 
amendments require that such imported 
mares be consigned to States which 
have been approved by the Deputy 
Administrator, Veterinary Services, as 
having met the minimum standards 
believed necessary to ensure that such 
mares being imported into the United 
States are free of contagion of CEM. 
These minimum standards are set forth

in § 92.4(a)(9) of the regulations. The 
Deputy Administrator, Veterinary 
Services, has determined that thé State 
of California has met the minimum 
standards believed necessary to ensure 
that mares over 731 days of age being 
imported into the United States from 
countries affected with CEM are free of 
the contagion of CEM. Therefore,
| 92.4(a)(8)(ii) is amended to add the 
State of California to the list of States 
approved to receive mares over 731 days 
of age from CEM affected countries.

Alternatives

The alternatives considered in making 
this decision were: (1) Not to list 
California as a State approved to 
receive mares over 731 days of age from 
CEM affected countries, and (2) to make 
the change set forth in this document.

Alternative No. 1 would prohibit the 
consignment of mares over 731 days of 
age from CEM affected countries to the 
State of California. This alternative was 
not adopted because the Deputy 
Administrator, Veterinary Services, has 
determined that California has met the 
minimum standards necessary to ensure 
that such mares are free of the contagion 
of CEM. The continued prohibition on 
consignment to the State of California 
would, therefore, constitute an 
unnecessary restriction on the 
importation of such mares.

Alternative No. 2 would allow for the 
consignment of mares over 731 days of 
age from CEM affected countries to the 
State of California. This alternative was 
adopted because the Deputy 
Administrator, Veterinary Services, has 
determined that the State of California 
has met the minimum standards 
necessary to ensure that such mares are 
free of the contagion of CEM.

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 92

Animal diseases, Imports, Livestock 
and livestock products, Quarantine, 
Transportation, Contagious equine 
metritis (CEM).

PART 92— IM PO RTATIO N OF CERTAIN  
ANIM ALS AND POULTRY AND  
CERTAIN AN IM A L AND POULTRY 
PRODUCTS; INSPECTION AND OTHER  
REQUIREM ENTS FO R CERTAIN  
MEANS OF CONVEYANCE AND  
SHIPPING  CO NTAINERS THEREON

Accordingly, Part 92, Title 9, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended by 
revising § 92.4(a)(8)(ii) to read as 
follows:
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§ 92.4 import permits for ruminants, 
swine, horses from countries affected with 
CEM, poultry, poultry semen,Animal semen, 
birds, and for animal specimens for 
diagnostic purposes.

(a) * * *
(8) * * *
(ii) The following States have been 

approved to receive mares over 731 days 
of age pursuant to § 92.2(i)(2)(v):
The State of California 
The State of Colorado 
The State of Kentucky 
The State of New York 
The State of South Carolina 
The State of Virginia
*  *  *  *  t  *  *

(Sec. 2, 32 Stat. 792, as amended, sec. 306, 46 
Stat. 689, as amended, secs. 2, 4 ,11, 76 Stat 
129,130,132; 19 U.S.C. 1306, 21 U.S.C. 111, 
134a, 134c, 134f; 37 FR 28464,28477; 38 FR 
19141)

All written submissions made 
pursuant to this interim rule will be 
made available for public inspection at 
the Federal Building, Room 870, 
Hyattsville, MD, during regular hours of 
business (8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m„ Monday to 
Friday, except holidays) in a manner 
convenient to the public business (7 CFR
1.27(b)).

Comments submitted should bear a 
reference to the date and page number 
of this issue in the Federal Register.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of 
July, 1982.
Gerald J. Fichtner,
Acting Deputy Administrator, Veterinary 
Services.
PR Doc. 82-21046 Filed 8-2-82; 8:45 am]

'BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

Food Safety and Inspection Service

9 CFR Parts 307 and 310
[Docket No. 81-027F]

Cattle and Swine Post-Mortem 
Inspection Procedures and Staffing 
Standards

a g e n c y : Food Safety and Inspection 
Service, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

Su m m a r y : On July 14 and August 28, 
1981, the Food Safety and Inspection 
Service (FSIS) published interim rules 
establishing new cattle post-mortem 
inspection staffing standards and swine 
post-mortem inspection procedures and 
staffing standards. In addition, the 
interim rules set forth certain related 
facility requirements for inspection. The 
standards and requirements were 
implemented on an interim basis 
without prior proposals because of the 
immediate need of FSIS to achieve

greater labor efficiency in order to meet 
its inspectional responsibilities within 
its mandated appropriations and 
personnel limitations. FSIS has 
considered all comments received on the 
interim rules and has determined that 
the interim rules will be made 
permanent regulations. 
e f f e c t iv e  DATE: October 30,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. John Prucha, Director, Slaughter 
Inspection Standards and Procedures 
Division, Meat and Poultry Inspection 
Technical Services, Food Safety and 
inspection Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
(202) 447-3219.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291
This action has been reviewed in 

conformance with Executive Order 
12291 and has been classified as not a 
“major rule.” It will not result in an * 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; a major increase in 
costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State, or local 
government agencies, or geographic/ 
regions; or significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets.

Effect on Small Entities
The Administrator, Food Safety and 

Inspection Service, has determined that 
this action will not have significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities, as defined by 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub; L, 
96-354 (5 U.S.C. 601), because (1) it only 
slightly affects the current cattle staffing 
standards at small entities where the 
slower line speeds are more prevalent,
(2) it does not affect swing post-mortem 
inspection operations which do not 
require three or more inspectors and 
where the swine heads are not 
inspected while still attached to the 
carcasses, and (3) the existing facility 
requirements, which are now to be 
specified in the regulations, have not 
been substantially changed.

Background
The Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 

U.S.C. 601 et seq.) requires, among other 
things, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
through appointed inspectors, to carry 
out a post-mortem examination of the 
carcasses and parts of certain domestic 
food animals, including cattle and 
swine, when they are slaughtered in an 
establishment which is subject to

inspection under the Act. Post-mortem 
inspection involves an examination by 
one or more trained food inspectors, 
under veterinary supervision, of the 
head, viscera (internal organs), and 
other parts of the carcass of each animal 
slaughtered, for the purpose of detecting 
disease or other conditions which could 
render the carcass or any part of the 
carcass unfit for human food or 
otherwise adulterated. In performing the 
examination, the inspectors follow 
standardized inspection procedures and 
initiate appropriate actions consistent 
with their findings. The procedures are 
designed to provide assurance that only 
wholesome and otherwise not 
adulterated carcasses and parts are 
passed for human food.

Post-mortem inspection requires a 
large portion of the budget of the 
Agency’s meat and poultry inspection 
program. Therefore, the Agency’s 
ongoing responsibility for efficient 
utilization of its resources is especially 
important with respect to post-mortem 
inspection. A failure to use the most 
efficient post-mortem inspection 
procedures and staffing standards could 
result in costs to the public which may 
be significantly higher than necessary.

Interim Rules

On July 14,1981, FSIS published a A 
interim rule in the Federal Register (46 
FR 36113) establishing new cattle post
mortem inspection staffing standards 
and setting forth certain related facility 
requirements. On August 28,1981, FSIS 
published an interim rule (46 FR 43406) 
establishing new swine post-mortem 
inspection procedures and staffing 
standards and setting forth additional 
related swine facility requirements. 
These interim rules allowed higher 
production rates for a given number of 
inspectors and resulted in greater 
efficiencies for both industry and 
government. The comment periods in 
regard to the interim rules closed on 
September 14 and October 27,1981, 
respectively.

Both interim rules affected identical 
sections within Parts 307 and 310 of the 
Federal meat inspection regulations (9 
CFR 307.2 and 310.1). Therefore, FSIS 
has combined them into this single final 
rule. However, to avoid confusion, FSIS 
has addressed separately the comments 
received in response .to the interim rules.

- Discussion of Comments

A. Cattle Post-M ortem Inspection
FSIS received nine comments on the 

interim rule—1 from an employees’ 
union organization, 4 from USDA 
inspectors, 2 from industry members, 1
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from a meat industry association, and 1 
from a USD A official. Five commenters 
opposed the change in line speeds or 
reduction in the number of inspectors on 
the line without modification of the 
inspection procedures to reduce stress 
and to allow inspectors enough time to 
perform proper inspection. One of these 
suggested that the tables in the interim 
regulation should specify that the line 
speeds represent the maximum rate the 
line can move with the indicated 
number and placement of inspectors. 
Two commenters favored the increased 
line speeds, but opposed the facility 
requirements. One commenter opposed 
using the interim regulation procedure to 
impose facility requirements which are 
not related to implementing the new line 
speeds. The industry members opposed 
giving the inspector in charge authority 
to control the line speed, and also 
considered the second carcass inspector 
unnecessary at the higher line speeds. 
The various comments have been 
compiled into seven different categories 
which are stated below, followed in 
each case by the Agency’s considered 
response:

1. Comment: The tables in the 
regulation should specify that the line 
speeds are maximums for inspectors. It 
should also be made clear that the line 
speeds are slaughter rates, and are not 
an absolute number of carcasses 
expected to be in the cooler.

R esponse: FSIS has modified the table 
headings to indicate that the head per 
hour numbers are maximums and that 
they represent slaughter rates.

2. Comment: The increased line 
speeds will reduce the inspector’s ability 
to detect disease and may allow 
unwholesome product to reach the 
consumer.

R esponse: The times required to 
complete the head, viscera, and carcass 
inspection tasks were computed by 
industrial engineers using recognized 
work measurement methods. Fully 
trained and qualified food inspectors 
were actually timed while carrying out 
the inspections. These “raw” times were 
adjusted to allow for the observed work 
pace and job difficulty. Additional time 
allowances were included for work 
related activities such as hand washing, 
knife steeling, tagging, and stamping 
where appropriate. Finally, the 
maximum workload for each inspector 
was calculated so that 95 percent of the 
normal adult working age population 
should be able to properly perform the 
work without undue stress. Based upon 
this information. FSIS has concluded the 
increased line speed will not hinder the 
duties of the inspector.

3. Comment: Inspection duties do not 
change, so the increased speed will

result in more injuries and more stress 
on the inspectors.

R esponse: The Agency has no 
evidence of an increase in injuries in 
cattle slaughtering plants where 
slaughter rates may have increased 
significantly (the rates may have 
increased significantly in plants 
requiring three or more inspectors) since 
promulgation of the interim rule in July 
1981. The method used to establish 
inspector workload (see the response to 
comment 2, above) indicates that 
inspectors should not experience undue 
stress.

4. Comment: Cervical inspectors 
should be reduced by one inspector at 
each line speed above 104 per hour for 
the tongue-out presentation. Only one 
carcass inspector is needed even with 
line speeds greater than 226 per hour.

R esponse: The work measurement 
calculations show that the staffing 
requirements indicated in the interim 
rule cannot be reduced if inspectors are 
to have sufficient time to properly 
complete their inspections.

5. Comment: Facility changes should 
not be required to accommodate two 
carcass inspectors if the inspection 
position is to be eliminated in the future.

R esponse: The interim rule requires 
two carcass inspectors when the 
establishment’s line speed reaches 199 
or 217, depending on the manner in 
which heads are presented. FSIS is 
considering a procedural change which 
would physically relocate carcass 
inspection so that in all probability only 
one inspector would be needed. 
However, this further change, if 
approved, is not in the near future. Most 
establishments should be able to 
accommodate the second carcass 
inspector without requiring major 
facility Changes.

6. Comment• The facility changes are 
not related to the inspection staffing 
requirements and should not be part of 
the emergency regulations.

R esponse: Establishments in which 
USDA inspectors work must provide 
certain facilities to the inspector, such 
as sufficient work space on the line, 
proper lighting, handwashing and knife 
sanitizing facilities, etc. These facilities 
are necessary if inspectors are to carry 
out their jobs. It should be noted that the 
amendments, with respect to facility 
requirements, make no change in the 
requirements currently being applied in 
federally inspected establishments 
through the facilities review process. 
There should not be any establishment 
currently operating that does not 
already have the facilities required by 
these regulations, with the exception of 
sufficient space at the traditional 
carcass inspection location for a second

carcass inspector in a few 
establishments.

7. Comment: The inspector in charge 
should not control the line speed. The 
line speeds were tested and found to be 
functional, so there would be no reason 
to reduce line speeds.

R esponse: The line speeds and 
inspector staffing are based on the 
assumption that the cattle do not exceed 
the normal rate of disease and that plant 
personnel properly present the heads, 
carcasses, and viscera for inspection. If 
either of these assumptions change, then 
there may be a concomitant greater 
workload on the inspectors, in which 
case the line speed must be reduced to 
allow sufficient time to accomplish the 
inspection tasks. Therefore, the 
inspector in charge must have the 
authority to adjust the line speed if the 
incidence or disease in a group of cattle 
exceeds the normal amount, or the 
heads, carcasses, or viscera are 
improperly presented for efficient 
inspection

B. Swine Post-Mortem Inspection
The Agency received 33 comments on 

the interim rule—21 from food 
inspectors, 4 from the employees’ union, 
2 from an employees’ organization, 2 
from consumers, 2 from industry 
organizations, and 2 from individual 
members of the industry.

One of the 21 letters received from 
food inspectors bore 14 signatures. Of 
the four letters received from the 
employees’ union, one bore 11 
signatures. The comments received from 
the National Association of Federal 
Veterinarians, management of meat 
plants, the American Meat Institute, and 
the National Meat Association favored 
the rule. The comments received from 
food inspectors, the National Joint 
Council of Food Inspection Locals, and 
the two consumers generally opposed 
the rule. The various comments have 
been compiled into 10 different 
categories which are stated below, 
followed in each case by the Agency’s 
considered response:

1. Comment: Concur with the 
Agency’s studies and favor the new 
inspection procedures and staffing 
standards. However, the Agency should 
complete studies dealing with 
application of the procedures and new 
staffing standards to smaller plants.

R esponse: FSIS is conducting further 
studies to determine the applicability 
and impact of the new procedures and 
staffing standards to establishments 
which require less than three inspectors 
and also to those establishments where 
the heads of swine are not inspected 
while still attached to the carcasses.
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When such studies are completed, FSIS 
will determine whether to extend these 
rules to such establishments.

2. Comment: The studies were 
superficial and failed to adequately 
consider all variables associated with 
slaughter inspection.

R esponse: The studies were based on 
comparison tests of the old and the new 
inspection procedures on market hogs 
and sows/boars. The comparison was in 
terms of the percentage of units (heads, 
viscera, and carcasses) which were free 
of errors when inspected by the old 
versus the new inspection procedures. 
The results of the tests showed that the 
new procedures are as effective as the 
old ones. The new procedures were 
tested in five plants and, to assure 
effectiveness over a longer period of 
time than the testing time, inspectors 
and supervisors were trained in four 
plants where the new procedures have 
been used since March 1981. FSIS 
reviews, conducted in these plants to 
assure effectiveness of the new 
procedures, have revealed no problems 
with the new procedures and all 
segments of these procedures were 
satisfactorily performed by inspection 
personnel.

3. Comment: Concur with the 
authority given to the inspector in 
charge to regulate the line speeds. 
However, the plants should be provided 
with flexibility to place viscera sets in 
the same direction in all viscera pans 
regardless of the inspector’s position.

Response: In establishments where 
the line speeds require one inspector to 
perform the viscera inspection tasks, all 
such tasks can be efficiently 
accomplished if the viscera sets are 
placed in the same direction in each 
viscera pan. However, in those 
establishments where inspectors are 
stationed on both sides of the viscera 
table, the viscera inspection task can 
only be perfdrmed efficiently if the sets 
of viscera are presented for inspection 
according to each inspector’s position; 
that is, the viscera must be placed in the 
pans in such a manner that the 
inspectors need not perform additional 
motions, such as reaching across to the 
far side of the viscera pan to grasp and 
rearrange the viscera before beginning 
the examination. If inspectors are forced 
to expend extra time and effort to reach 
for and rearrange viscera, additional 
time must be allowed through a 
reduction in the line speed.

4. Comment: Some commentera 
questioned the effectiveness of the 
mirrors and opposed the size of the 
mirrors. Others agreed with the size, but 
opposed the requirement that only a 
glass mirror could be used. They 
suggested that perhaps a mirror

composed of material other than glass 
could be permitted, such as acrylic or 
stainless steel. Some suggested that the 
distance between the mirror and the 
carcass be allowed to exceed 3 feet

R esponse: FSIS conducted 
effectiveness studies using a 5 feet x  5 
feet mirror placed 3 feet from the 
carcasses, since this size and distance 
were considered optimal. A smaller 
mirror would limit the ability of the 
inspector to see the entire back of a 
swine carcass to detect disease 
conditions and dressing defects. 
Similarly, if the mirror were installed at 
too great a distance from the carcasses, 
disease conditions and dressing defects 
would not be clearly visible. Therefore, 
FSIS maintains that mirrors must be at 
least 5 feet x  5 feet, and must be 
mounted not farther than 3 feet away 
from the vertical axis of the moving line.

Since the interim rule was published, 
FSIS has further examined various 
samples of mirrors made of stainless 
steel and plastic. The quality of the 
image reflected by stainless steel 
mirrors is not comparable to glass 
mirrors and stainless steel mirrors are 
therefore unacceptable. Certain types of 
plastic mirror samples examined were 
found to be equivalent to glass mirrors. 
Therefore, FSIS has determined that, in 
addition to the glass mirrors, distortion- 
free plastic mirrors are also acceptable, 
and has amended the final rule 
accordingly. However, plastic mirrors 
appear not to be as resistant to 
abraision as glass, and establishments 
electing to use plastic mirrors must be 
prepared to replace them if their 
reflective qualities becomes 
unacceptable.

5. Comment: Object to including 
facility requirements as part of the 
interim rule on the grounds that such 
changes should be made more properly 
through normal rulemaking procedures.

R esponse: With the exception of a 
mirror at the carcass inspection station, 
the interim rule imposed no facilities 
requirements different than those 
already being required through the 
facilities review and approval process.
In addition, since the interim rule was 
not made mandatory, those who might 
be affected have had ample opportunity 
to comment on the requirements prior to 
the promulgation of a fingí rule.

0. Comment: The work space 
allocated to inspectors is inadequate, 
especially with respect to the 
requirement that each inspector be 
provided a handwash lavatory. 
Furthermore, additional space should be 
provided for plant trimmers.

R esponse: It was not the Agency’s 
intent to require that each inspector be 
provided an individual handwashing

facility. Inspectors working at adjacent 
stations may share such a facility. 
Therefore, the final rule has been 
clarified in this regard to require only 
that a handwashing facility be 
conveniently located adjacent to each 
inspection station and readily accessible 
to the inspectors.

In most establishments where the new 
inspection procedures have been 
implemented on an interim basis, the 
number of trimmers needed has not 
changed and indications are that 
additional trimmers may not be 
required. Further, the Agency is 
reluctant to impose regulatory 
requirements in this area since proper 
trimming is needed to maintain 
production and it would therefore 
appear to be in the best interest of the 
establishment to make provisions for 
sufficient trimmers at its own initiative.

7. Comment: The Agency should 
inforai the inspectors’ union of the 
advantages and effectiveness of the new 
inspection procedures.

R esponse: FSIS has consulted with the 
inspectors’ union in accordance with the 
bargaining agreement concerning all 
aspects of the new inspection 
procedures, including their effectiveness 
and advantages.

8. Com m ent The increase in line 
speeds and/or the reduction in the 
number of inspectors on the line will 
increase fatigue and stress, and will not 
allow the inspectors enough time to 
perform proper inspection.

R esponse: The staffing standards and 
corresponding line speeds were 
established by using trained inspectors 
who performed the prescribed new 
inspection procedures. The amount of 
time needed to properly perform the 
different inspection tasks was 
documented and analyzed by industrial 
engineers using recognized work 
measurement methods. Inspection 
workloads were established at levels 
which most working age adults should 
be able to work without undue stress.
No factual evidence has been submitted 
to indicate the standards and line 
speeds are too high.

9. Com m ent The inspectors should 
turn the carcasses at the head 
inspection stations since the average 
inspectors can do it at the new rates.

R esponse: The new procedures 
require the inspectors at the carcass 
inspection station to observe the back of 
each carcass using a mirror, and to 
observe directly the front parts and the 
internal cavities. Under the traditional 
procedures, the inspector at the head 
station rotates and observes the carcass. 
In conducting its studies, FSIS found 
that this activity duplicates part of the
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inspection duties performed by the 
carcass inspector, and, therefore, 
determined such activity could be 
eliminated at the head station. Thus, to 
achieve increased efficiency, the 
requirement to regularly turn and 
observe the carcass at the head station 
was excluded in the new procedures.

10. Comment: For mechanized 
operations, a switch must be provided 
which can stop the chain or conveyor. 
The lack of strict and defined limitations 
on the stop button’s use invites abuses.

R esponse: FSIS agrees that the use of 
such a switch should be defined. 
Therefore, the final rule has been 
amended to explain the use of the 
switch for controlling the line.

Facility Change
In addition to the changes made in the 

final rule as a result of the comments 
received, FSIS is also deleting the 
requirement that swine slaughter 
establishments provide sterilizers at the 
viscera inspection stations. During 
swine post-mortem inspection, viscera 
inspectors do not use knives or other 
utensils which would necessitate the 
need for sterilizers. Therefore, the final 
rule has been amended to reflect this 
change.

After careful consideration of the 
comments received and other relevant 
information available to the Agency, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
final interim rule should be published, 
with minor changes, as permanent 
regulations as set forth below.

Indexing Terms. As required by 1 CFR 
18.20 (46 FR 7102, Jan. 22,1981), the 
following are the index terms for this 
regulation:

List of Subjects

9 CFR Part 307
Facilities, Meat inspection, Official 

establishment.

9 CFR Part 310
Meat inspection, Post-mortem 

inspection, Slaughter.
1. The authority citation for Parts 307 

and 310 reads as follows:
Authority: 34 Stat. 1260, 79 Stat. 903, as 

amended, 81 Stat. 584, 84 Stat. 91,438: 21 
U.S.C. 71 et seq., 601 et seq., 33 U.S.C. 1254(b).

PART 307—FACILITIES FOR 
INSPECTION

2. Section 307.2 i$ amended by adding 
a new paragraph (m) to read as follows:

§ 307.2 O ther facilities and conditions to  
be provided by establishm ent 
* * *  * *

(m) In addition to any facilities 
required to accomplish sanitary dressing

procedures, the following inspection 
station facilities for cattle and swine 
slaughter lines described in § 310.1(b) of 
this subchapter are required:

(1) An inspection station consisting of 
5 feet of unobstructed line space for 
each head or carcass inspector and, for 
viscera table kills, 8 feet for each viscera 
inspector on the inspector’s side of the 
table.

J2) A minimum of 50 foot candles of 
shadow-free lighting at the inspection 
surfaces of the head, viscera, and 
carcass.

(3) A handwash lavatory (other than 
one which is hand operated), furnished 
with soap, towels, and hot and cold 
water, and located adjacent to the 
inspector’s work area. In addition, for 
each head and viscera inspector on 
cattle slaughter lines, and each head 
inspector on swine slaughter lines, a 
sterilizer located adjacent to the 
inspector’s work area.

(4) For mechanized operations, a line 
control switch located adjacent to each 
inspection station.

(5) Facilities to position tally sheets or 
other recording devices, such as digital 
counters, and facilities to contain 
condemned brands.

(6) For swine slaughter lines requiring 
three or more inspectors and on which 
the swine heads are inspected while still 
attached to the carcass: at the carcass 
inspection station, one glass or plastic 
distortion-free mirror, at least 5 feet x  5 
feet, mounted far enough away from the 
vertical axis of the moving line to allow 
the carcass to be tinned, but not over 3 
feet away and so mounted that any 
inspector standing at the carcass 
inspection station can readily view the 
back of the carcass.

PART 310—POST-MORTEM 
INSPECTION

3. Section 310.1 of the Federal meat 
inspection regulations (9 CFR 310.1] is 
amended as follows:

The Table of Contents is amended by 
showing the revised § 310.1 heading and 
§ 310.1 is amended by changing the 
section heading, designating the present 
text as paragraph (a), and adding a new 
paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§ 310.1 Extent and time of post-mortem  
inspection; post-mortem inspection staffing 
standards.
* * * * *

(b)(1) The staffing standards on the 
basis of the number of carcasses to be 
inspected per hour are outlined in the 
following tables. Standards for multiple 
inspector lines are based on inspectors 
rotating through the different types of 
inspection stations during each shift to 
equalize the workload. The inspector in

charge shall have the authority to 
require the establishment to reduce 
slaughter line speeds where, in his 
judgment, the inspection procedure 
cannot be adequately performed at the 
current line speed because of particular 
deficiencies in carcass preparation and 
presentation by the plant at the higher 
speed, or because the health condition 
of the particular animals indicates a 
need for more extensive inspection.

(2) Cattle inspection. Sov all cattle 
staffing standards, an “a” in the 
“Number of Inspectors by Stations” 
column means that one inspector 
performs the entire inspection procedure 
and a “b” means that one inspector 
performs the head and lower carcass 
inspection and a second inspector 
performs the viscera and upper carcass 
inspection.1

(i) Inspection Using the Viscera Truck,

S t e e r s  a m ? H e if e r s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

1 to 27 - ..................................................... a a
5>fl to Sft...................................................... b b b
57 to 84...................................................... 1 1 1
85 to 86....................... ............................... 1 2 1
87 to 143...;................................................ 2 2 1

Cows a n d  B u l l s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

1 tn n ...................................................... a a
28 to 55................................. ..................... b b b
fifi tn 77..................  ................... ............ 1 1 1
7ft tn fl1 .................................................... 1 2 1
82 to 134....................................... ............. 2 2 1

(A) Rules for determining adjusted 
maximum slaughter rates for single
inspector kills considering walking 
distance according to the table in this 
subdivision: Determine the distances the 
inspector actually walks between the 
points shown in columns 2 through 14 of 
the following table. For each column, 
determine the deduction figure opposite 
the appropriate number of feet in 
column 1. Compute the total of the 
deduction figures for columns 2 through 
14. The adjusted maximum rate is the

’ The “Maximum Slaughter Rates” figures listed in 
paragraph (b)(2)(i) of this section for one (a) and 
two (b) inspector kills are overstated because the 
time required to walk from one inspection station to 
another is not included. To determine the proper 
adjusted maximum slaughter line speed, paragraph 
(b)(2)(i)(A) of this section for one inspector kills or 
paragraph (b)(2)(i)(B) of this section for two 
inspector kills must be used along with their 
accompanying rules.
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maximum rate in paragraph (b)(2)(i) of figures. If the resultant number is not a the next low est whole number,
this section minus total of the deduction whole number, it must be rounded off to

O n e - In s p e c t o r  C a t t l e  K il l — V is c e r a  T r u c k

[Table of deductions from maximum slaughter rates for each 2 feet between points (in tenths of cattle per hour)]

1 2 3 . 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Num
ber of 
feet 
be

tween 
points

Head rack 
and high rail

Viscera and 
low rail

Low rail and 
head rack

Head rack 
and

carcass1

Carcass1 
and

washbasin

Tags— 
brands and 

low rail

Viscera and 
washbasin

Viscera and 
high rail

Low rail and 
high raif

Head rack 
and closest 
washbasin

Washbasin 
and high 

ra il1

Head rack 
and

washbasin 1

Viscera and 
tags— 
brands

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Butts

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Buds

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
BullsStrs.

Hfrs.
Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 0
S 0 0 0.1 •0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.1
7 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0 2 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.3 0.3
9 0 0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.4

11 0.1 0.1 0.2 0 2 0.2 0.2 0 » 0 0 0 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.6
13 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.7
15 0.1 0.1 0.4 0 2 0.3 0.3 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.3 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0 2 0.7 0.9
17 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 0 0 0 0 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.3 0 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.9 1.0
19 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0 0 0 0 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.4 0 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0 1.1
21 0.2 0 2 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0 -  0 0 0 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.4 0 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 1.1 1.3
23 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0 0 0 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.9 1.0 0.9 0.5 0.5 0 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.2 1.4
25 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0 0 0 0.4 0.5 0.5 1.0 1.1 1.0 0.5 0.5 0 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.3 1.5
27 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.5 0 0 0 0 0.4 0.5 0.6 1.1 1.2 1.1 0.6 0.6 0 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.4 1.7
29 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.6 0.6 0.6 0 0 0 0 0.5 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.3 1.2 0.6 0.6 0 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3 1.5 1.8
31 0.3 0.2 0.S 0.6 0.7 0.6 0 0 0 0 0.5 0.6 0.7 1.3 1.3 1.4 0.7 0.7 0 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 1.6 1.9
33 0.3 0.3 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.7 ^ - 0 0 0 0 0.6 0.7 0.7 1.3 1.4 1.4 0.7 0.7 0 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 1.7 2.1
35 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.7 0 0 0 0 0.6 “ 0.7 0.8 1.4 1.5 1.5 0.8 0.8 0 0.2 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.4 1.8 2.2
37 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.8 0 0 0 0 0.8 0.8 0.8 1.5 1.6 1.6 .0.8 0.8 0 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.9 2.3
39 0.3 0.3 1.1 0.8 0.9 0.8 0 0 0 0 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.6 1.7 1.7 0.9 0.9 0 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 2.0 2.4
41 0.4 0.3 1.1 0.9 0.9 0.9 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.7 0.9 0.9 1.7 1.7 1.8 0.9 0.9 0 0.2 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5 2.1 2.6
43 0:4 0.4 1.2 0.9 1.0 0.9 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.8 1.8 1.9 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.6 0.5 2.2 2.7
45 0.4 0.4 1.2 0.9 1.0 0.9 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.8 1.9 2.0 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 2.3 2.8
47 0.4 0.4 1.3 1.0 1.1 1.0 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.9 2.0 2.1 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 2.4 2.9
49 0.4 0.4 1.4 1.0 1.1 1.0 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.8 1,0 1.1 2.0 2.1 2.2 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.2 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 2.5 3.1
51 0.5 0.5 1.4 1.1 1.2 1.1 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.9 1.1 1.2 2.1 2.2 2.2 1.2 1.2 0.1 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 2.6 3.2
53 0.5 0.5 1.5 1.1 1.2 11 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.9 1.1 1.2 2.2 2.3 2.3 1.2 1.2 0.1 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 2.7 3.3
55 0.5 0.5 1.5 1.2 1.2 1.2 0 0.1 0 0.1 1.0 1.2 1.2 2.3 2.3 2.4 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.7 2.8 3.4
57 0.5 0.5 1.6 1.2 1.3 1.2 0 0.1 0 0.1 1.0 1.2 1.3 2.3 2.4 2.5 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.7 2.9 3.5
59 0.5 0.5 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.3 0 0.1 0 0.1 1.0 1.3 1.3 2.4 2.5 2.6 1.4 1.4 0.1 0.3 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 3.0 3.8

'The washbasin referred to here is the one the inspector uses while enroute from the head rack to high rail inspection. 
‘ This refers to the carcass in the bleeding area.

(B) Rules for determining adjusted 
maximum slaughter rates for two- 
inspector kills considering walking 
distance according to the table in this 
subdivision: Determine the distances the 
inspectors actually walk between the 
points shown in columns 2 through 9 of 
the following table. Column 9 is used

only if the condemned brands and tags 
the viscera inspector uses are kept at a 
location other than at the washbasin- 
sterilizer. For each column, determine 
the deduction figure opposite the 
appropriate number of feet in column 1. 
Compute the total of the deduction 
figures for columns 2 through 9. Divide

T w o - In s p e c t o r  C a t t l e  K il l — V is c e r a  T r u c k

this total by 2. The adjusted maximum 
rate is the maximum rate in paragraph
(b)(2)(i) of this section minus the number 
calculated above. If the resultant 
number is not a whole number, it must 
be rounded off to the next low est whole 
number.

[Table of deductions from maximum slaughter rates for each 2 feet between points (in tenths of cattle per hour)]

Heads and low rail inspection Viscera and high rail inspection
1 2 3 4 f 5 6 7 ■ 8 9 '

Number 
of feet 

between 
points

Head rack and 
washbasin

Head rack and 
carcasses2

Washbasin and low 
rail

Head rack and low 
rail

Viscera and brands 
tags (washbasin)

Viscera and high rail High rail and 
washbasin

Viscera and 
washbasin

.Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

" Cows 
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0.1 0 0.1 0 0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 0.2
5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.5 . 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.37 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.5 1.4 0.7 0.9 1 .0 * 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.4
9 0 2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 2.2 2.0 1.1 1.3 1.5 1.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.511 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 2.8 2.7 1.4 1.7 1.9 18 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.613 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 3.5 3.3 1.7 2 .Í 2.4 2.2 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.815 0.3 0.4 0.1 0 2 0.2 0.3 4.1 3.9 2.0 2.5 2.9 2.6 0.7 0.9 0.6 0.917 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.3 4.8 4.5 2.4 2.9 3.3 3.0 0.8 1.0 0.7 1.019 0.3 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.4 5.4 5.1 2.7 3.3 3.7 3.4 0.9 1.2 0.7 1 221 0.3 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.4 6.0 5.7 3.0 3.7 4.2 3.7 1.0 12 0.8 1 223 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.5 6.6 6.3 3.3 4.0 4.6 4.1 1.2 . 1.4 0.9 1.425 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.5 0 2 0.5 7.2 6.8 3.6 4.4 5.0 4.5 1.3 1.6 1.0 , 1.8

0.4 0.8 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.5 7.8 7.4 3.9 4.7 5.4 4.9 1.4 1.7 1.0 1.729 0.5 0.9 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.6 8 2 7.9 4.2 5.1 5.8 5.2 1.5 1.8 1.1 1.8
0.5 0.9 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.6 8.9 8.5 4.5 5.4 6.2 5.6 1.6 2.0 12 2.0
0.5 1.0 0 2 0.7 0.4 0.7 9.4 9.0 4.8 5.8 6.5 5.9 1.7 2.1 1.3 2.135 0.6 1.1 0.3 0.8 0.5 0.7 10.0 9.5 5.0 6.1 6.9 6.3 1.8 2.2 1.3 2 2
0.6 1.1 0.3 0.8 0.5 0.7 10.5 10.0 5 2 6.4 7 2 6.6 1.9 2.4 1.4 2.4
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T w o - In s p e c t o r  C a t t l e  K il l — V is c e r a  T r u c k — Continued
[Table of deductions from maximum slaughter rates for each 2 feet between points 0n tenths of cattle per hour)]

Heads and low rail inspection Viscera and high rail inspection

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ‘

Number 
of feet 

between 
points

Head rack and 
washbasin

Head rack and 
carcasses2

Washbasin and low 
rail

Head rack and low 
rail

Viscera and brands 
tags (washbasin)

Viscera and high rail High rail and 
washbasin

Viscera and 
washbasin

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
BullsStrs.

Hfrs.
Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

Strs.
Hfrs.

Cows
Bulls

39 0.6 1.2 0.3 0.9 0.5 0.8 11.0 10.5 5.6 6.8 7.6 6.9 2.0 2.5 1.5 2.5
41 0.7 1.2 0.3 0.9 0.6 0.8 11.5 11.0 5.9 7.1 8.0 7.2 2.1 2.6 t.5 2.6
43 0.7 1.3 0.3 0.9 0.6 0.9 12.0 11.4 6.1 7.4 8.3 7.6 2.2 2.8 1.6 2.8
45 0.7 1.4 0.3 1.0 0.6 0.9 12.5 11.9 6.4 7.7 8.7 7.9 2.4 2.9 1.7 2.9
47 0.8 1.4 0.3 1.0 0.6 1.0 13.0 12.4 6.7 8.0 9.0 8.2 2.5 3.0 1.8 3.0
49 0.8 1.5 0.3 1.1 0.7 1.0 13.4 12.8 6.9 8.3 9.4 8.5 o 2.6 3.2 1.8 3.1
51 0.8 1.6 0.3 1.1 0.7 1.0 13.9 13.3 7 2 8.6 9.7 8.8 2 .7 3.3 1.9 3.3
53 0.9 1.6 0.4 1 2 0.7 1.1 14.4 13.7 7.4 8.9 10.0 9.1 2.8 3.4 2.0 3.4
55 0.9 1.7 0.4 1 2 0.7 1.1 14.8 14.1 7.7 9.2 10.3 9.4 2.9 3.5 2.0 3.5
57 0.9 1.7 0.4 1.3 0.8 1 2 15.2 14.6 7.9 9.5 10.6 9.7 3.0 3.7 2.1 3.6
59 0.9 1.8 0.4 1.3 0.8 1 2 15.7 15.0 8.2 9.7 10.9 9.9 3.1 3/8 2.2 3.8

'This column to be used only if brands and tags are not located at the washbasin. 
*This refers to the carcasses in the Weeding area.

(ii) Inspection Using Viscera Table, 
Tongue-In Presentation of Heads.

S t e e r s  a n d  H e if e r s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

1 m a» ............... ....................................... a a a
33 to 58....................................................... b b b
59 to 84....................................................... 1 1 1

1 2 1
87 to 143..................................................... 2 2 1
144 to 171........................... ...................... 3 2 1
172 tò 198.................................................. 3 3 1
199 to 226...... ............................................ 3 3 2
227 to 253.................................................. 4 3 2
254 to 280...... ............................................ 4 4 2
281 to 306.................................................. 5 4 2
307 to 333.................................................. 5 5 2

Cows a n d  B u l l s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

t i n »  ................................................
nn to KB...................................................... b b b
K7 tn 77 ................ ...................................... 1 1 1
7A tn «1 ..................................... .............. 1 2 1
82 to 134...„........... ................................. 2 2 1
135 to 159................................................... 2 3 1
160 to 187................... - ............................. 3 3 1
188 to 213................................................... 3 4 1
214 to 234................................................... 3 4 2
235 to 264................................................... 4 4 2
265 to 289................................................... 5 4 2
290 to 314................................................... 5 5 2

(iii) Inspection Using Viscera Table, 
Tongue-Out Presentation of Heads.

S t e e r s  a n d  H e if e r s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

1 to 3 2 ................ .......,..........t.................... a a a
b b b

59 to 86....................................................... 1 1 1
87 to 103..................................................... 1 2 1
104 to 156.............. .................................... 2 2 1
157 to 186................................................... 2 3 1
187 to 216................................................... 3 3 1
217 to 246................................................... 3 3 2
247 to 275.................................................. 3 4 2
276 to 304.................................................. 4 4 2
305 to 333................................................... 4 5 2
334 to 362................................................. 5 5 2
363 to 390............................ ..................... 5 6 2

Cows a n d  B u l l s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

1 tn 90
30 to 56...................................................... b b b
57 to 79...................................................... 1 1 1
30 tO 9« ...... ...........T.................................... 1 2 1
99 to 147.................. ................ ................ 2 2 1
148 to 174.................................................. 2 3 1
175 to 205.................................................. 3 3 1
206 to 233.................................................. 3 4 1
234 to 256....„............................................ 3 4 2
257 to 288.................................................. 4 4 2
289 to 316.................................................. 5 4 2
317 to 343.................................................. 5 5 2

(3) Swine Inspection. The following 
swine inspection staffing standards are 
applicable to those swine slaughter lines 
which require three or more inspectors 
and on which the swine heads are

inspected while still attached to the 
carcasses. These standards are 
predicated upon the use of mirror, as 
described in § 307.2(m)(6), at the carcass 
inspection station to observe the back of 
the carcass and upon the observation 
rather than palpation, at the viscera 
inspection station, of the spleen, liver, 
heart, lungs, and mediastinal lymph 
nodes.

B u t c h e r  H o g s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
. hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

Stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

245 to 506............... .................................. 1 1 i
507 to 540.................................................. 1 2 1
541 to 859.................................. ................ 2 2 i
860 to 1022.................. ............................. 2 3 1
1023 to 1106............................................. 3 3 1

Sows a n d  B o a r s

Maximum slaughter rates (head per 
hour)

Number of 
inspectors by 

stations

Head Vis
cera

Car
cass

189 to 439.................................................. 1 1 1
440 tn 476 2 1 1
476 to 769................................ 2 2 1
763 to 696................................................. ' 3 2 1
696 to 964 3 3 1

Done at Washington, D.C. on July 15,1982. 
Donald L. Houston,
Administrator, Food S afety and Inspection  
Service.
[FR Doc. 82-20835 Filed 8-3-82; 8:45 am]

* BILLING CODE 3410-OM -M


