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graph (c)(14> In S 52.2123. paragraphs
(a) (5) and (e>(16> In ! 52.2223. para­
graph (d) (3) In ( 52.2481, paragraph
(b) (9) (1)—till) In g 52.2524. paragraph
(c) (3) in } 52.2758. An revised these 
paragraphs read as follows:

• • • • •
• • • (1) None of the above subpara­

graphs shall apply to a source which Is 
presently In compliance with applicable 
regulations and which has certified such 
compliance to the Administrator by 
October 1. 1973. The Administrator may 
request whatever supporting information 
he considers necessary for proper certi­
fication. »

(il) Any compliance schedule adopted 
by the State and approved by the Ad­
ministrator shall satisfy the require­
ments of this paragraph for the affected 
source.

(Ill) Any owner or operator subject to 
a compliance schedule In tills paragraph 
may submit to the Administrator no 
later than October 1, 1973. a proposed 
alternative compliance schedule. No such 
compliance schedule may provide for 
final compliance after the final com­
pliance date in the applicable compliance 
schedule of this paragraph. If promul­
gated by the Administrator, such sched­
ule shall satisfy the requirements of this 
paragraph for the affected source.

• • • • •
|PR Doc 73-18639 Piled 9-0-73:8:45 am]

SUBCHAPTER D—WATER PROGRAMS
PART 129—TOXIC POLLUTANT EFFLUENT 

STANDARDS
List of Toxic Pollutants

On July 8. 1973, notice was published 
in the Federal Register (38 FR 18044) 
that the Environmental Protection 
Agency was proposing a list of toxic pol­
lutants pursuant to section 307(a)(1) of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act. 
as amended (33 D.8.CA section 1317(a) 
Supp 1973), (the Act) which provides In 
part:

The Administrator shall, within ninety 
days after the date of onactment of this 
title, publish (and from time to time there­
after revise) a list which includes any toxic 
pollutant or combination of such pollutants 
for which an effluent standard (which may

Include a prahtbtlon of the discharge of 
such pollutant* or combination of such pol­
lutants) wlU be established under this 
section.

That proposed list Included aldrln- 
dleldrln. benzidine, cadmium, cyanide. 
DDT (DDE. DDD), endrln, mercury, 
polychlorinated biphenyls, and toxa- 
phene.

Written comments on the proposed 
rulemaking were invited and received 
from interested parties and are on file 
with the Agency. All comments have 
been considered by the Environmental 
Protection Agency and certain ones have 
been adopted. These and other principal 
changes are discussed below.

Several comments dealt with the man­
ner in which the Inorganic components 
of the list were specified and argued 
that certain Insoluble or innocuous forms 
of these substances should not be In­
cluded In broad categories such as “all 
cadmium compounds." Effluent stand­
ards which must be developed for the 
listed pollutants will Include analytical 
and sampling procedures which will dis­
tinguish between the toxic and innocu­
ous forms of the designated pollutants.

A number of commenters expressed 
the opinion that the proposed selection 
criteria were vague and Inadequate. It 
was obvious from the comments received 
that a great deal of confusion existed 
as to what materials could potentially be 
selected as toxic pollutants.

Accordingly, EPA has refined these 
criteria to make them more specific. 
These criteria entail two major advan­
tages. First, they will provide for more 
informed public participation, by Identi­
fying the kinds of pollutants which the 
Agency proposes to examine and the 
types of data which are sought for each 
pollutant. Second, dischargers will be 
placed on notice concerning the class of 
pollutants which may become subject to 
standards under Section 307(a).

It Is our Intent that the process of 
selecting pollutants for the list of toxic 
pollutants will be a continuing one: as 
additional evidence is developed, addi­
tional pollutants will be added to the 
list.

Pollutants were chosen for inclusion 
on the Initial list In light of the follow­
ing criteria:

1. Data from laboratory or field studies 
indicate that the pollutant could. If dis­
charged into water, constitute a serious, 
environmental threat. The types of data

examined In making this Judgment arc 
set forth in Part I below.

2. The pollutant is discharged, or has 
the potential to be discharged, from 
point sources and constitutes a very sen- 
ous environmental threat.

3. Data are available to establish efflu­
ent standards meeting the requlremt :.i s 
of the Act.

4. Standard setting under Section 307 
(a) is appropriate, and Is necessary be­
cause the prospective timing and effec­
tiveness of abatement actions under 
other provisions of the Act are not com­
mensurate with the nature and serious­
ness of the problems identified by the 
above criteria.

I. Explanation op Criteria

The first criterion concerns the actual 
or potential damage that a water dis­
charge of these materials may create by 
virtue of certain toxicological properties.

Detailed toxicological data are exam­
ined to determine whether one or more 
of these types of effects are known: blo- 
accumulatlon. carcinogenic, mutagenic 
and teratogenic effects, and high acute 
toxicity. Specifically, the following types 
of data are reviewed:

1. Available data concerning whether 
a substance or its chemical or biological 
transformation product is bioaccumu­
lated through an aquatic mechanism to 
the extent that they result in:

(a) Reproductive Impairment in any 
important species, or

(b> Concentrations in food sources in 
excess of applicable Federally estab­
lished tolerance levels.

2. Data concerning carcinogenic, 
mutagenic, and teratogenic effects. Ma­
terials likely to be carcinogenic, muta­
genic, or teratogenic to man are further 
evaluated as to their chemical, biologi­
cal, and physical stability in water.

3. Data concerning high order of 
toxicity as measured by short-term 
lethality tests. In this connection a clas­
sification of a substance as “highly toxic” 
to man according to classifications es­
tablished by the Department of Trans­
portation and the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency (36 FR 2934. February 12, 
1971. 40 CFR 162.8) and the Environ­
mental Protection Agency and the Food 
and Drug Administration testing pro­
cedures (40 CFR 162.8 and 21 CFR 
191.10) Is particularly relevant. Ac­
cording to the references cited above, 
substances which have an oral LD50 of 
50 mg/kg of body weight or less or have 
a dermal LD50 of 200 mg/kg of body
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weight of less are defined as highly 
toxic to mammals and are examined 
further. The term “oral LD50" means 
that single oral dose which Is lethal to 
one-half of the test population within 
14 days. The term "dermal LD50" means 
that dose dcrmally absorbed In 24 hours 
which Is lethal to one-half of the test 
population within 14 days.

For the protection of aquatic life, 
substance* proposed to be classified as 
"highly toxic” according to the National 
Academy of Sciences water pollution 
miking system may be considered for 
inclusion in the list. Such substances 
are those which are toxic to aquatic life 
as measured by a 96 hour LC50 of 10 
mg 1 or less. The term "LC50” means 
that concentration of a substance In 
water which Is lethal to one-half of the 
test population In the specified time 
periods. Testing methods such as those 
round in "Standard Methods for the 
Examination of Water and Waste­
water." 13th Edition, part 231. 1971, or 
their equivalent will be considered 
adequate.

The second criterion concerns the 
seriousness of discharges or potential 
discharges of the pollutant from point 
sources. Relevant here are such factors 
as the nature and extent of toxic ef­
fects associated with the pollutant, the 
extent to which discharges of the pol­
lutant have been identified, and the pro­
duction. distribution, and use pattern of 
the ;>oUutant. Data must be available 
from well documented field studies 
showing damage to important organisms 
from discharges of the compound into 
waters, or technically sufficient to show 
the material has the potential to be en­
vironmentally harmful after being dis­
charged from point sources to the water.

Tire third criterion concerns setting 
efluent standards for pollutants on the 
list. The following are representative of 
the categories of data useful In stand­
ard setting for each material.

1. Toxicity to man and other orga­
nisms;

2. Carcinogenicity, mutagenicity, and
teratogenicity data:

3. Tr ansport paths of the material in
the environment:

4. B.uaccumulaiion and bloconcen-
tration:

3. Chemical, physical, and biological 
tr&xi.'formaUooa In the environment:

6 Reliability and accuracy of analyt­
ical procedures;
' Chemical characteristics;
8. Production and industrial or com­

mercial utilization;
9. Sources of the pollutant to water:
10 Environmental incidents attrlbut-

sble to the material (fish kills, etc.);
11. Presence of the material In the 

environment, residue levels In various 
organisms, ambient concentrations In 
rivers, lakes, etc.;

12. state and Federal regulatory re­
quirements concerning the material;

13. Classes and characteristics of 
****** into which the material Is dis­
charged.

The fourth criterion concerns the 
overall environmental effect of the con­

trol measures available, including the 
use of substitute products, and possible 
effects upon ground water or other en­
vironmental media.

II. TUX POLLUTANTS SELECTED

The emergency standards promul­
gated by the Department of Labor for 
occupational carcinogens (38 FR 10929, 
May 3. 1973), have forced a shift in the 
manufacture of benzidine from the pre­
vious producers to the end users. The 
resulting potential for increased water 
pollution by this known carcinogen and 
the adverse effects on the environment 
which may result, require the listing of 
benzidine. Public comments have Indi­
cated that the material should be In­
cluded. and that discharges should be 
severely controlled. Other public com­
ments indicated that the material does 
not meet the selection criteria as pro­
posed July 6. 1973. Benzidine does meet 
the criteria set forth herein. It was 
also asserted that the DOL standards 
would protect both the work place and 
the environment However, those stand­
ards are designed to prevent occupa­
tional exposure, not to control discharges 
into water.

Mercury is on the list because Its or­
ganic form is known to bloaccumulalc 
to the extent that it poses a threat to 
the health of man through concentration 
In food sources, so as to exceed applica­
ble tolerance levels. Control of point 
source discharges Is urgently needed, and 
available data are sufficient for standard 
setting. Public comments noted that the 
discharge of this material should be se­
verely restricted. Some comments were 
received recommending deletion of the 
material from the list because of ques­
tions of solubility and demethylation of 
mercury and Us compounds. It should be 
noted, however, that all forms of mer­
cury In the aquatic environment can be 
methylated to methyhnercury. the most 
hazardous form.

Aldrin-dieldrin are on the list because 
of their high order of toxicity to aquatic 
organisms and their bioaccumulatlve 
properties. Control Is necessary now and 
there arc adequate data to support ef­
fluent standards. Some comments in­
dicated that aldrin-dieldrin should be 
deleted because of possible conflict with 
on-going cancellation proceedings under 
the Federal Insecticide. Fungicide, and 
Rodentlcide Act <FIFRA>. The Admini­
strator has an obligation to control toxic 
pollutants under FWPCA which Is lnde- 
pendent of his authority under FIFRA. 
These responsibilities cannot be abdi­
cated. Moreover, it is too early to ascer­
tain the precise determinations which 
will be required under the FWPCA. and 
the Impact on the FIFRA proceedings. 
Accordingly, deletion of aldrin-dieldrin 
is not considered to be warranted at tills 
time.

Cadmium Is Included on the list be­
cause of toxicity to aquatic organisms. 
From our studies, it was determined that 
there arc several hundred dischargers of 
•cadmium, and controls arc urgently 
needed. Public comment supported the 
Inclusion of this material because of Its

high order of toxicity to aquatic orga­
nisms, potential concentrations In the 
food web. and its widespread discharge.

Some conunenters objected to the in­
clusion of "Cadmium and all cadmium 
compounds" on the list because some 
relatively innocuous forms of the ele­
ment would be included. The final efflu­
ent standards will distinguish among the 
various forms in which the element may 
occur.

DDT. DDD. and DDE are on the list 
because of their acute toxicity to aquatic 
organisms, and their - bioaccumulatlve 
properties, which are known to cause 
harmful effects in higher life forms, 
such as birds. The data are sufficient for 
the establishment of effluent standards. 
Public response in favor of inclusion of 
DDT. DDD. and DDE noted the existence 
of much data on the harmful effects of 
these materials. One commenter stated 
that DDD degrades rapidly, and does not 
have many of the effects associated with 
DDT. It was determined, however, that 
DDD should also be Included because of 
its toxicity and bioaccumulatlve proper­
ties.

Endrin Is highly toxic to aquatic life 
at low concentrations. Considerable data 
are available on endrin, and control of 
point sources is necessary at present. 
Those public comments that supported 
its Inclusion cited considerable data, and 
urged stringent control. One commenter 
alleged that the sole manufacturing fa­
cility is under control, and that further 
restriction is unnecessary and redun­
dant. However, available technical and 
scientific data support inclusion. More­
over. the manufacturer of the material 
is not the only point source, since formu- 
lators also contribute endrin contami­
nated wastes to the environment.

Polychlorinated biphenyls are on the 
list because of their high order of toxic­
ity to man and aquatic organisms, and 
because of their bloaccumulaUve poten­
tial. The data are adequate, and the 
point source discharges require prompt 
control. Public comments Indicated that 
the materials should be Included be­
cause of their widespread use, and their 
demonstrated harm to aquatic life. 
These commenters urged that discharges 
be as low as possible. No comments were 
received recommending deletion of poly­
chlorinated biphenyls.

Toxaphene is on the list because of 
its high order of toxicity to aquatic life. 
Considerable data arc available concern­
ing this compound, and prompt control 
of known point sources is required. Pub­
lic comments in support of the material 
being included cited much of the avail­
able toxicity data. Some commenters 
argued that this material did not meet 
the selection criteria published in con­
nection with the proposed Ust of July 6. 
1973. Toxaphene does meet the criteria 
set forth In this notice.

Since toxaphene has infrequently been 
reported to be present in the environ­
ment, some commenters urged Its dele­
tion. However, controls are necessary 
because the material continues to be 
manufactured, formulated, and distrib-
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uted in large quantities. Thus, the poten­
tial for harmful discharges is consider­
able.

Cyanide la on the list because of its 
high order of toxicity to aquatic life. 
There are many different types of point 
source discharges and a variety of receiv­
ing bodies of water which must be pro­
tected from the discharge of this ma­
terial. The data are adequate to support 
diluent standards. The public commen­
ted in favor of inclusion cited data on 
toxicity to aquatic life in very low con­
centrations. Those commented who rec­
ommended deletion for the most part 
objected to inclusion of “all cyanide 
compounds." It was argued that only 
compounds which dissociate in water to 
form toxic concentrations of cyanide ion 
or hydrogen cyanide should be included. 
The proposed effluent standards will take 
these comments into account, and may 
specify special sampling, analysis, and 
reporting requirements.

IH. The Length or the List

Several commented recommended 
that the final list include a larger num­
ber of pollutants than were Included on 
the proposed list. In addition, a number 
of commented requested shortening the 
list. Most of the latter recommended re­
moval of specific pollutants; these rec­
ommendations have been discussed in the 
preceding section.

As required by section 515 of the Act, 
EPA notified the Effluent Standards and 
Water Quality Information Advisory 
Committee on June 6. 1973. of our in­
tention to propose effluent standards for 
toxic pollutants under section 307<a>. 
The Committee held hearings on the 
proposed list in Washington. D.C. (July 

• 16). Chicago. 111. (July 30). New York.
N.Y. (August 1), and San Francisco, 
Calif. (August 3). The Committee has 
agreed to provide scientific and techni­
cal Information concerning the listed 
pollutants, but has made no recom­
mendations to date concerning the 
length of the list.

Pursuant to the consent decree en­
tered into by EPA in the case of NRDC 
v. Fri, Civ. Action No. 849-73 (D.D.C.). 
EPA must publish proposed standards 
for all pollutants Included on this initial 
list no later than December 3. 1973.

Additional toxic pollutants lists may 
be published in the future under section 
307(a). The Agency wtll examine a wide 
range of pollutants in constituting such 
lists. Among those which will be ex­
amined are the following pollutants 
which were identified in public com­
ments on the initial list:
arsenic
selenium
chromium
lead
asbestos
sevtn
sine
chlordano
lindane
acridine
hydroqulnone

orUio-chlorophenol
beta-naphthoi
alpha-nnphthol
beryllium
nickel
antimony
beptochlor
camphor
methyl parathlon 
parathion
dt-n-butyl phth&late

The Agency will examine other pollu­
tants in addition, including chlorinated

hydrocarbons, organophosphates. heavy 
metals, and materials listed as occupa­
tional carcinogens by the Department of 
Labor (38 FK 10929, May 3.1973).

Persons interested in assisting the En­
vironmental Protection Agency in setting 
standards for the pollutants listed in 
Section IV are invited to submit scien­
tific and technical data, and other infor­
mation concerning the listed pollutants, 
to Dr. C. Hugh Thompson. Chairman. 
Hazardous and Toxic Substance Regula­
tion Task Force, Office of Water Pro­
gram Operations. Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. Washington, D.C. 20460. 
In particular, the thirteen categories of 
standard-setting data set forth in Sec­
tion I above arc sought for all pollutants 
listed in Section IV. The Agency is also 
interested in obtaining data on tech­
nology for waste control treatment and 
disposal of the pollutants listed in Sec­
tion IV.

In addition, the Agency will review 
any data submitted on pollutants pro­
posed to be placed on future lists. The 
pollutants listed above are merely rep­
resentative of pollutants identified in 
public comment which may be can­
didates for selection. Data on those 
pollutants, and on other pollutants 
which may be candidates for selection, 
should be submitted to the Chairman, 
Hazardous and Toxic Substance Regu­
lation Task Force, at the address set 
forth in the preceding paragraph.

Dated August 31, 1973.
John Quarles.

Acting Administrator.
IV. Tin List or Toxic Pollutants

Pursuant to section 307(a) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act. oa amended, 
effluent standards will be established for the 
pollutants listed below.
1. Aidrln (1.2,3.4.l0.10-hexnchloro-1.4.4a,5.8.

8a-hcxahydro-l,4,5,8 endo-exodimetban- 
onophthniene).

Oleldrin (1.2.3,4,10,10-hexnohloro 0.7-
epoxy - I.4,4a.S.6.7.8.H» • octabydro -1,4- 
endo,exo-5,8-dlmethanonaphtbalene).

2. Benzidine and Its salts (para-pora'-dl-
omlnob tpheny]).

3. Cadmium and all cadmium compounds.
4. Cyanide and all cyanide compounds.
6. DDD (TDK) 1.1 • dichloro • 2.2 • bls(para-

chlorophenyl) -ethane. 
DDE(dlchlorodlphenyldioh)oroethylene) 1.

1 • dlchloro-2.2 • bis( para-chlorophenyl) 
ethylene.

DDT(dlcniorodtphenyltric)Uoroethane) 1,1, 
1 - trlehloro-2,2-bln (pora-chlorophcnyl) 
ethane.

fl. Emtrtn (1.2.3.4.10,10-hexochloro-8,7-epoxy- 
1,4.4a.5.0,7.8.8a - octahydro - 1,4 - endo • 
cndo-5.8-dlmcthnnonaphthalene).

7. Mecury and all mercury compounds.
8. Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB'a).
9. Toxophene (chlorinated eamphene).

|FR Doc.73-19018 Filed 9-6-73:8:45 am)

Title 5—Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Labor

Section 213.3315 Ls amended to show 
that one position of Special Assistant to 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary. Employ­

ment Standards Administration, is ex­
cepted under Schedule C.

Effective in September 7. 1973. i 213- 
3315(a) (36) is added as set out below.
§213.3315 Department of Labor.

(a) Office o/ the Secretary.
• « • • t 

(36) One Special Assistant to the Dep­
uty Assistant Secretary. Employment 
Standards Administration.
(5 UB.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E O. 10677, 3 CFR 
1954-58 COmp. p -218)

United States Civil Serv­
ice Commission,

I seal 1 James C. Spry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners 
| PR Doc.73-19078 Piled 9-8-73:8:45 am)

Title 7—Agriculture
CHAPTER 1—AGRICULTURAL MARKET­

ING SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPEC 
TION, MARKETING PRACTICES), DE­
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES. PROCESSED PRODUCTS 
THEREOF. AND CERTAIN OTHER PROC­
ESSED FOOD PRODUCTS
Subpart—United States Standards for 

Grades of Canned Ripe Olives
Addition or Segmented Sttle

Notice is hereby given that the US. 
Department of Agriculture is amending 
the United States Standards for Grades 
of Canned Ripe Olives. The amendment 
which adds a "Segmented Style" is in 
accordance with the Agricultural Mar­
keting Act of 1946, as nmended. and with 
5 U.S.C. 553, which allows an agency to 
dispense with the Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making procedures under certain 
circumstances.

Not*—Compliance with the protl.iletu of 
these standards shall not excuse failure to 
comply with the provisions of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with apptl- 
cablo state lawa and regulations.

Statement of consideration leading to the 
amendment

There is an increasing market poten­
tial tor segmented style ripe olives—a 
style not recognized In the current U S. 
grade standards. To permit the market­
ing of this new style, the rules and regu­
lations (7 CFR 932.108-932.161) of the 
Marketing Agreement and Order No. 
932. as amended <7 CFR. Part 932 > regu­
lating the handling of olives groan >n 
California were amended, effective De­
cember 12.1972.

The Olive Administrative Committee, 
at its July 18,1973 meeting, voted unani­
mously to request that the UJS. Stand­
ards be amended to provide for the seg­
mented style.

It Ls hereby found that it Is lmpruct-- 
cable and contrary to the public interest 
to give preliminary notice, engage in 
public rule making procedure, and post­
pone the effective date of this amend­
ment until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U-S C. 
553i because:
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(1) The processing Industry affected 
by the amended grade standards Is sim­
ilar with the amendment—having re­
quested It be made:

<2) Additional time Is not needed for 
the industry to make preparations for 
compliance with the amended standards;

,3) The amendment set forth herein 
establishes specifications for a segmented 
style of canned ripe olives which should 
be made available at the start of the 
crop year. September 1. 1973. to facili­
tate operations under Marketing Order 
No 932 (7 CFR. Part 932).

Accordingly, the amendments to the 
US. Standards for Grades of Canned 
Ripe Olives set forth herein shall become 
effective on September 1. 1973.

Dated: August 31.1973.
E. L. Pktcrsox.

Administrator,
Agricultural Marketing Service.

1. Section 52.3753 Is amended to read;
§ 32.37.73 Styles of canned rip* olive*.
*•••■•

(e) Segmented. "Segmented" olives 
arc pitted olives In which each olive Is 
cut lengthwise Into more than four ap­
proximately equal parts.

(1) sliced. • • *
<g' Chipped or Minced. • • •
<h> Broken pitted. • • •

5 52.3754 [Amended]
2. In Section 52.3754. paragraphs <a). 

<b>. and (c) are amended by Inserting 
the word, "segmented” between the words 
“quartered" and "sliced" In the third
lines.

• • • • •
3. Table IV Is amended by adding the 

word “segmented" after the word "quar­
tered” in the heading and after the word 
“quartered”—and on the same line—In 
the listing of styles.■ * • • •
S 52.3761 [Amended]

4. 152.3761 (d)(1). (e)(1), and (f)(1)
Introductory sentences are amended to 
read; '

Ripe type—(1) Whole; pitted; halved; 
quartered; segmented. • • •
! 52.3762 [Amended]

5. } 52.3762(a) (2) Is amended by In­
serting the word, "segmented" between 
the words "quartered" and "sliced" In
hie third line.

• • • • •
§ 52.3763 [ Amended]

6 1 52.3763 (c)(1) (I), (d)(1) (i). and 
(e>(l)(l> are amended In the Introduc­
tory text to read:

d) Whole; pitted; halved; Quartered; 
segmented. (1) • • •; or per 9 ounces 
lr. quartered or segmented styles:• • • • •
£ >2.3764 [Amended]

7. 152.3764 (b). (c). and (d> are 
amended by inserting the word, "seg­
mented” after the word, "quartered" at 
the end of line 2.

1TO Doc.73-19001 Plied 9-6-73.6:46 am)

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET­
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE­
MENTS AND ORDERS: FRUITS. VEGE­
TABLES, NUTS). DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE

(Lemon Reg. 60S)
PART 910—LEMONS GUOWN IN 

CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA
Limitation of Handling

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
Callfomla-Arlzona lemons that may be 
shipped to fresh market during the 
weekly regulation period Sept. 9-15.1973. 
It Is issued pursuant to the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937. as 
amended, and Marketing Order No. 910. 
The quantity of lemons so fixed was ar­
rived at after consideration of the total 
available supply of lemons, the quantity 
of lemons currently available for mar­
ket. the fresh market demand for lemons, 
lemon prices, and the relationship of 
season average returns to the parity price 
for lemons.
§ 910.903 I*mint Regulation 603.

(a) Findings.—<1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910. as amended (7 CFR Part 
910). regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec­
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended (7 U.8.C. 601­
674). and upon the basis of the recom­
mendations and Information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Commit­
tee. established under the said nmonded 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available Information, it Is 
hereby found that the limitation of han­
dling of such lemons, as hereinafter pro­
vided. will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act.

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the quantity of lemons that may be 
marketed during the ensuing week stems 
from the production and marketing sit­
uation confronting the lemon Industry.

(I) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantity of lemons It deems advisable 
to be handled during the ensuing week. 
Such recommendation resulted from con­
sideration of the factors enumerated In 
the order. The committee further reports 
the demand for lemons continues about 
unchanged as to sizes and grades. Sales 
this week are expected to fall about 15 
percent because of the short selling week, 
and f.o.b. price Is expected to remain 
about the same as last week. Average 
f.o.b. price was *7.63 per carton the week 
ended Sept. 1, 1973, compared to *7.76 
per carton the previous week. Track and 
rolling supplies at 119 cars were up 2 
cars from last week.

(II) Having considered the recommen­
dation and information submitted by the 
committee, and other available Informa­
tion. the Secretary finds that the quan­
tity of lemons which may be handled 
should be fixed as hereinafter set forth.

(3) It Is hereby further found that It 
Is Impracticable and contrary to the pub­
lic Interest to give preliminary notice.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

engage in public rulemaking procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica­
tion hereof In the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which tills regulation Is based became 
available and the time when this regula­
tion must become effective In order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is Insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi­
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet­
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereor. to consider supply 
and market conditions for lemons and 
the need for regulation; Interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation for regu­
lation together with Us supporting Infor­
mation has been submitted by the com­
mittee. however, the Secretary has modi­
fied the recommendation to provide for 
the shipment of a greater quantity of 
lemons, retaining the same effective date, 
and such Information Is being dissemi­
nated among handlers of such lemons: 
it is necessary. In order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
herein specified: and compliance with 
this regulation will not require any spe­
cial preparation on the part of persons 
subject hereto which cannot be com­
pleted on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on September 4.1973.

(b) Order.—(1) The quantity of lem­
ons grown in California and Arizona 
which may be handled during the period 
September 9.1973. through September 15. 
1973. is hereby fixed at 225.000 cartons.

(2) As used in this section, "handled", 
and "carton(s)" have the same meaning 
as when used in the sold amended mar­
keting agreement and order.
(Sees. 1-19, 48 SUt. 31. as amended; 7 DSC. 
601-674)

Dated; September 6.1973.
Charles R. Brader.

Acting Deputy Director. Fruit 
and Vegetable Division. Agri­
cultural Marketing Service.

|FR Doc.73-19310 Filed 9-6-73;8.'45 am)

213(5

(Papaya Reg. 3. Arndt. 3|

PART 928—PAPAYAS GROWN IN HAWAII 
Limitation of Shipments

This amendment to Papaya Regulation 
3. as amended (37 FR 28410: 38 KR 2959. 
21269>. continues the requirement that 
all papayas handled grade at least Ha­
waii No. 1 grade. Such fruit when han­
dled to destinations within the produc­
tion area must weight at least 14 ounces 
while papayas grading Hawaii Fancy 
must weigh not less than 16 ounces. Un­
less so amended the minimum grade for 
papayas handled to destinations within 
the production area would revert to Ha­
waii No. 2 grade on September 10. 1973.
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