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CONTINUANCE REFERENDA AUTHORITY 

FORMAL RULEMAKING 
JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

 
Proposal: Continuance Referenda Authority 
 
1. What is the purpose of the proposal? 
  See proposed text:  
  “No less than two years and no later than six years of the effective date of this part, 

the Secretary shall conduct a referendum to ascertain whether continuance of this 
part is favored by producers.  Subsequent referenda to ascertain continuance shall be 
conducted every six years thereafter.” 

  USDA policy states the need to periodically ascertain whether or not the order is 
favored by growers of the regulated commodity and the policy upholds the intent of 
the Act.  It is important to the raisin industry that the parameters of continuance 
referenda fit the needs and the characteristics of the raisin industry and this proposal 
meets the industry’s needs. 

 
2. What problem is the proposal designed to address?  Explain/quantify. 

  Presently, the industry does not monitor grower support of the Federal order.  The 
Federal marketing order does not have language requiring a continuance referendum.   
The order was created in 1949 and a referendum on the need for the order was last 
conducted in 1989.  A continuance referendum would provide a tool to the industry to 
gauge industry support for the marketing order.   

 
  The proposed timeframe of 6 years makes the most sense for the industry.  An 

alternative of 5 years was considered, but it was determined that that period was too 
soon and greater than 6 years was considered too long.  Also, 6 years is a typical 
timeframe for other Federal marketing orders. 

 
3. What are the current requirements or industry practices relative to the proposal? 

  Currently there is no requirement in place for the raisin marketing order to conduct 
continuance referendum. 

 
4. What are the expected impacts on producers, handlers and consumers? 

  Minimal costs associated with grower outreach, education and communication is 
anticipated but not expected to be burdensome. 

 
  The addition of continuance referendum every 6 years would keep the marketing order 

responsive to industry needs as well as accountable to the industry that funds its 
programs.  The referendum process can be used by industry as a tool to gauge industry 
support for the programs provided for by the marketing order. 



 

Raisin Administrative Committee      P a g e  | 2 
CONTINUANCE REFERENDA AUTHORITY 

 
5. How would the proposal tend to improve returns to producers?  Quantify. 

  While a continuance referendum does not directly tie to producer returns, it can be 
used as a tool to measure industry support for the order.  Should the order continue to 
provide beneficial programs that result in improved producer returns, the continuance 
referendum would reflect the success of the programs with the results of the 
referendum showing support for continuance of the order. 

 
6. What are the expected effects on small businesses? 

  If the concern is that small growers don’t have a voice then this would ensure that the 
smaller growers would have a voice through the democratic voting process of the 
referendum. 

 
7. Would the proposal increase or decrease costs to producers, handlers, committees 

and/or USDA?  Explain/quantify. 

  This is anticipated to be cost‐neutral overall, while there may be minimal cost associated 
with education, outreach, and execution. 

 
8. How would the proposal be implemented? 

  If this proposal were to pass, the first continuance referendum would occur between 
the 2nd and 6thyear, because longer than 6 years was considered too long and less than 2 
years was considered too soon, and every 6 years thereafter was considered adequate 
amount of time to assess industry support for continuation of the marketing order. 

 
9. How would compliance with the proposal be effected?  Explain/quantify. 

  There is a well‐established process at the USDA for the conduct of referenda.  



This is a working document intended to illustrate the revisions necessary to propose: removal of the authority for 
volume control in the Raisin Marketing Order and the volume control regulations; provisions for term limits for Board 
members; provisions for continuance; and minor technical corrections. 
 

The benefits, privileges, and immunities conferred upon any person by virtue of this amended subpart shall cease 
upon the termination of this amended subpart, except with respect to acts done under and during the existence of this 
subpart. 

§989.89   Agents. 

The Secretary may, by a designation in writing, name any person, including any officer or employee of the United 
States Government, or name any bureau or division in the United States Department of Agriculture, to act as his agent or 
representative in connection with any of the provisions of this amended subpart. 

§989.90   Effective time. 

The provisions of this amended subpart, as well as any amendments to this amended subpart shall become effective 
at such time as the Secretary may declare, and shall continue in force until terminated, or during suspension, in one of the 
ways specified in §989.91. 

§989.91   Suspension or termination. 

(a) The Secretary may, at any time, terminate the provisions of this amended subpart by giving at least one day's 
notice by means of a press release or in any other manner which he may determine. 

(b) The Secretary shall terminate or suspend the operation of any or all of the provisions of this amended subpart, 
whenever he finds that such provisions do not tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(c) Within No less than fivetwo years and no later than six years of the effective date of this partamendment, the 
Secretary shall conduct a referendum to ascertain whether continuance of this part is favored by producers.  Subsequent 
referenda to ascertain continuance shall be conducted every six years thereafter. The Secretary may terminate the 
provisions of this part at the end of any fiscal period in which the Secretary has found that continuance of this part is not 
favored by a two-thirds majority of voting producers, or a two-thirds majority of volume represented thereby, who, during a 
representative period determined by the Secretary, have been engaged in the production for market of grapes used in the 
production of raisins in the State of California. Such termination shall be announced on or before the end of the production 
year[MS5]. 

(dc) The Secretary shall terminate the provisions of this amended subpart at the end of any crop year whenever he 
finds that such termination is favored by a majority of the producers who, during a representative period determined by the 
Secretary, have been engaged in the production for market of grapes used in the production of raisins in the State of 
California: Provided, That such majority have, during such representative period, produced for market more than 50 
percent of the volume of such grapes produced for market within said State; but such termination shall be effective only if 
announced before July 31 of the then current crop year. 

(ed) The provisions of this amended subpart shall, in any event, terminate whenever the provisions of the act 
authorizing them cease to be in effect. 

§989.92   Proceedings after termination. 

(a) Upon the termination of the provisions of this amended subpart, the members of the committeeCommittee then 
functioning shall continue as joint trustees for the purpose of liquidating the affairs of the committee, of all funds and 
property then in the possession or under the control of the committeeCommittee, including claims for any funds unpaid or 
property not delivered at the time of such termination. Action by said trusteeship shall require the concurrence of a 
majority of the said trustees. 

(b) Said trustees shall continue in such capacity until discharged by the Secretary; shall, from time to time, account 
for all receipts and disbursements and deliver all property on hand, together with all books and records of the 
committeeCommittee and the joint trustees, to such person as the Secretary may direct; and shall, upon the request of the 
Secretary, execute such assignments or other instruments necessary or appropriate to vest in such person full title and 
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FORMAL RULEMAKING 
JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

 
Proposal:  Add Authority to Separate Nominations for Independent Grower Member and 
Alternate Member Seats  
 
1. What is the purpose of the proposal? 

  The Raisin Administrative Committee (RAC) would like to increase the participation on 
the Committee for the Independent growers.  The proposed amendment would modify 
Section 989.29 Initial members and nomination of successor members.  This section 
would be modified to separate the nomination(s) of members and alternates.   

 
2. What problem is the proposal designed to address?  Explain/quantify. 

  Each year the member seats are filled, but there is not enough participation to fill the 
alternate member seats.  Currently, the independents should be represented by 15 
independent grower member seats and 15 alternate member seats.  The 15 member 
seats and 4 alternate member seats are filled leaving 11 vacant alternate member seats.  
The member seats are filled each election due to how the votes are tabulated (see #3).  
Each term there are several vacancies on the alternate member positions.  The industry 
believes that this is because there is uncertainty about whether a candidate will be 
seated as a member or an alternate in the current nomination process.  At the time of 
their enrollment as a nominee, the individuals participating in the current independent 
grower nomination do not know whether they will be a member or an alternate 
member.  The industry believes that some independent growers are hesitant to enroll 
for nomination because of this uncertainty.  The time commitment of an alternate 
member is a lesser load than that of a member.  If growers were able to limit their 
nomination to only the alternate member seats the industry believes that their 
participation could increase. 

 
3. What are the current requirements or industry practices relative to the proposal? 

  Currently independent growers’ nominations are conducted by growers nominating 
each other to serve on the RAC.  There is no distinction between members and 
alternates until the votes are tabulated.  Section 989.29 (2)(ii) states the producer 
receiving the highest number of votes shall be designated as the first member nominee, 
the second highest shall be designated as the second member nominee or alternate 
member nominee, as the case may be, until nominees for all member and alternate 
member positions have been filled.  

 
4. What are the expected impacts on producers, handlers and consumers? 

  This proposal would positively impact the industry.  If the proposal was implemented 
and alternate seats were filled, there would be “fuller” representation of the industry 
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interests and perspectives represented.  “Full” participation of the industry groups 
would fulfill the intent of the Act and, therefore, the marketing order. 

 
5. How would the proposal tend to improve returns to producers?  Quantify. 

  Independent growers would benefit from “full” representation on the RAC.  “Full” 
representation would give the independent growers their representative voice in the 
RAC decision‐making process and therefore equate to representative fiduciary 
participation.   

 
6. What are the expected effects on small businesses? 

  There are small independent growers that are on the RAC as either members or 
alternates.  If independent growers were allowed to run as alternates members only this 
could increase the representation of small independent grower businesses. 

 
7. Would the proposal increase or decrease costs to producers, handlers, committees 

and/or USDA?  Explain/quantify. 

  The two nomination processes would result in minimal more work for the RAC and 
USDA.  Today there are several alternate member vacancies.  If there were no additional 
alternate member candidates, things would remain the same.   

  Given the way the proposal is written, member nominees could elect to serve as 
alternates if they are not nominated as members.  This would mimic the way 
nominations are currently held.    Meaning, the proposal allows for independent 
growers who are not willing to commit to a member seat to serve in an alternate 
capacity….but the proposal does not necessarily change or impede the current 
nomination process if there are no alternate candidates.  So, it can be said that any 
additional costs would be solely driven by the presence of alternate nominee candidates 
and, in their absence, there wouldn’t be any additional costs.  If there were alternate 
candidates, the benefit of representation would outweigh the additional cost. 

 
8. How would the proposal be implemented?   

  The proposal would result in a call for nominations for both independent grower 
members as well as their alternate members.  In other words, two calls for nomination.  
The nominees would be subjected to the current requirements for background and 
acceptance prior to the nomination vote.  The independent grower member candidates 
have the opportunity to indicate whether or not they would like to be placed as an 
alternate member in the event that they did not score high enough to be a member 
nominee.  Tabulation of nominee votes would be handled differently.  The votes for 
member seats would be tabulated separately from the alternate member seats.  The 
members that received the most votes will be forwarded to the USDA for consideration 
and selection as well as the member alternate seats. 
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9. How would compliance with the proposal be effected?  Explain/quantify. 

  USDA oversees the nomination process, reviews background and acceptance 
statements, and has selection authority. 



This is a working document intended to illustrate the revisions necessary to propose: removal of the authority for 
volume control in the Raisin Marketing Order and the volume control regulations; provisions for term limits for Board 
members; provisions for continuance; and minor technical corrections. 
 
percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year may be made to the Committee by mail in lieu of 
meetings. 

(2)(i) Any producer representing independent producer and producers who are affiliated with cooperative marketing 
association(s) handling less than 10 percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year must have 
produced grapes which were made into raisins in the particular district for which they are nominated to represent said 
district as a producer member or alternate producer member on the committee. In the event any such nominee is 
engaged as a producer in more than one district, such producer may be a nominee for only one district. One or more 
producers may be nominated for each such producer member or alternate member position. 

(ii) Each such producer whose name is offered in nomination for producer member positions to represent on the[MS1] 
committee independent producers or producers who are affiliated with cooperative marketing association(s) handling less 
than 10 percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year shall be given the opportunity to provide the 
committee a short statement outlining qualifications and desire to serve if selected to represent on the committee 
independent producers or producers who are affiliated with cooperative marketing association(s) handling less than 10 
percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year. Similarly, each such producer whose name is 
offered in nomination for producer alternate member positions to represent on the committee independent producers or 
producers who are affiliated with cooperative marketing association(s) handling less than 10 percent of the total raisin 
acquisitions during the preceding crop year shall be given the opportunity to provide the committee a short statement 
outlining qualifications and desire to serve if selected.  These brief statements, together with a ballot and voting 
instructions, shall be mailed to all independent producers and producers who are affiliated with cooperative marketing 
associations handling less than 10 percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year of record with the 
committee in each district. The producer member candidate receiving the highest number of votes shall be designated as 
the first member nominee, the second highest shall be designated as the second member nominee or alternate member 
nominee, as the case may be, until nominees for all member and alternate member positions have been filled.  Similarly, 
the producer alternate member candidate receiving the highest number of votes shall be designated as the first alternate 
member nominee, the second highest shall be designated as the second alternate member nominee until nominees for all 
member positions have been filled.  

(iii) In the event that there are more producer member nominees than positions to be filled and not enough producer 
alternate member nominees to fill all positions, producer member nominees not nominated for a member seat may be 
nominated to fill vacant alternate member seats. Member seat nominees shall indicate, prior to the nomination vote, 
whether they are willing to accept nomination for an alternate seat in the event they are not nominated for a member seat 
and there are vacant alternate member seats.  Member seat nominees that do not indicate willingness to be considered 
for vacant alternate member seats shall not be considered.  

(iii) Each independent producers or producers affiliated with cooperative marketing association(s) handling less than 
10 percent of the total raisin acquisitions during the preceding crop year shall cast only one vote with respect to each 
position for which nominations are to be made. Write-in candidates shall be accepted. The person receiving the most 
votes with respect to each position to be filled, in accordance with paragraph (b)(2)(ii) of this section, shall be the person 
to be certified to the Secretary as the nominee. The committee may, subject to the approval of the Secretary, establish 
rules and regulations to effectuate this section. 

(3) One or more eligible handlers for each handler position to be filled may be proposed for nomination to represent 
independent handlers and cooperative marketing association(s) which acquired less than 10 percent of the total raisin 
acquisitions during the preceding crop year on the Committee. Nominations shall be made by and from handlers, or 
employees, representatives or agents of handlers falling within such groups. Each handler shall cast only one vote with 
respect to each position for which nomination is to be made. The person receiving the most votes with respect to each 
handler member of handler alternate member position shall be the person to be certified to the Secretary as the nominee 
for each such position. 

(4) Each vote cast shall be on behalf of the person voting, the person's agent, subsidiaries, affiliates, and 
representatives. Voting at each handler meeting shall be in person. The results of each ballot at each handler meeting 
shall be announced at that meeting. 
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Proposal: Production Research Authority  

  

1. What is the purpose of the proposal?  

   The ability to conduct Crop Research in the event the California Raisin Marketing Board 

(CRMB) ceases to exist or is not financially able to support this activity.   

  

2. What problem is the proposal designed to address?  Explain/quantify.  

   Crop research is not in the existing order and the industry has current research needs in; 

Research in breeding, germplasm and evaluation, cultural practices, pest and disease 

management, irrigation practices, improved mechanization, water conservation, etc.   

  
   One of the key functions of the CRMB is to conduct crop research on behalf of the raisin 

industry.  It had done so until approximately 3 years ago when litigations ultimately 

resulted in a stop in CRMB assessment collection until those cases are resolved.  This put 

a halt to all crop research activities that were ongoing at the time.   That program is at 

risk due to the litigations as well as a referendum every five (5) years.    If the CRMB 

ceases to exist, the industry would lose the ability on a collective effort to continue crop 

research.    

  

3. What are the current requirements or industry practices relative to the proposal?  

   See 2.  The CRMB has the authority to conduct crop production research.  That program 

is at risk due to the litigations as well as a referendum every five (5) years.    If the CRMB 

ceases to exist, the industry would lose the ability on a collective effort to continue its 

research efforts, such as: Development of improved raisin grapes for mechanical harvest 

including types resistant to powdery mildew, Nematode resistance rootstocks, early 

ripening raisin varietals, control for raisin moth, sustainable controls for Vine Mealybug, 

weed control, to name only a few.  

  
   This research has been beneficial to the industry and it is important to be able to 

continue research in areas such as water management, insect and disease control, 

improved root stocks, improved mechanization methods, fertilization, etc.  These are all 

important issues to the industry as they have an impact on productivity, quality and 

yield, as well as helping our growers be financially sustainable while being 

environmentally conscious by using substantially less chemical products.  

  

4. What are the expected impacts on producers, handlers and consumers?  

   It would help to reduce insect and disease damage, increase yield and quality, reduce 
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labor and production costs and improve shelf life, all of which benefits the producer and 

handler.  The results ultimately mean a better product for the consumer while working  

to stay within a competitive price market.  

  
  

5. How would the proposal tend to improve returns to producers?  Quantify.  

   If costs of inputs decrease as a result of production research, this would impact the 

grower’s bottom line assuming the farm gate price for raisins remained the same.  

     

6. What are the expected effects on small businesses?  

   Small businesses are not able to conduct production research on their own in absence 

of this authority.  A collective action is necessary.  

  

7. Would the proposal increase or decrease costs to producers, handlers, committees 

and/or USDA?  Explain/quantify.  

   Research should be industry supported and should help our growers be financially 

sustainable while being environmentally conscious by using substantially less chemical 

products.  It would help to reduce insect and disease damage, increase yield and quality, 

reduce labor, production costs, and improve shelf life, all which provide a net benefit 

the producer and handler.  

  

8. How would the proposal be implemented?  

   If authority for production research was established and the CRMB ceased to conduct 

production research, a work group would be organized to review potential research 

projects.   These would be recommended to the RAC for approval and to establish a 

budget.  The budgeting process would be reviewed by both the RAC and USDA.  If 

additional budget funds were necessary, the assessment rate would be increased to 

cover the costs of production research.   This increase in assessments would result in 

rulemaking by USDA, a process that also includes a public comment period prior to 

implementation.  

  

9. How would compliance with the proposal be effected?  Explain/quantify.  

   See 8.  All RAC actions, including expenditures are subject to USDA oversight. USDA 

would be included in the review and approval of any proposed research project as part 

of the budget review process.  
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quorum. The Committee shall give to the Secretary the same notice of meetings of the Committee as it gives to its 
members. 

§989.39   Compensation and expenses. 

The members and alternate members of the committee shall serve without compensation, but shall be allowed their 
necessary expenses as approved by the committee. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

§989.53   Research and development. 

(a) General. The Committee, with the approval of the Secretary, may establish or provide for the establishment of 
projects involving production research, marketing research and development, and marketing promotion including paid 
advertising, designed to assist, improve, or promote the production, marketing, distribution, and consumption of raisins in 
domestic and foreign markets. These projects may include, but need not be limited to those designed to[MS2]: 

(1) Improve through research the accuracy of raisin production estimates; 

(2) Improve through research the preparation for market, sanitation, quality, condition, storability, processing, or 
packaging of raisins; 

(3) Ascertain through research the factors affecting acceptance of raisins by manufacturers or consumers; 

(4) Promote the marketing, distribution, or consumption of raisins in domestic and foreign markets by collecting data 
thereon, consulting with members of the trade, and making the information available to producers, handlers, and 
exporters; and 

(5) Promote the marketing, distribution, or consumption of raisins in foreign markets through the use of 
merchandising programs. 

 The expense of any such project relating solely to free tonnage raisins shall be paid from funds collected pursuant to 
§989.80. The expense of any such project relating solely to reserve tonnage raisins shall be paid from the sale proceeds 
of such raisins. If any such project encompasses both free tonnage and reserve tonnage raisins, such as one which is 
designed to promote the consumption in export outlets of raisins generally on a long-term basis, the expense of the 
project may be allocated between the assessment fund and the pool fund. 

(b) Creditable expenditures. The Committee, with the approval of the Secretary, may provide for crediting all or any 
portion of a handler's direct expenditures for marketing promotion, including paid advertising, that promotes the sale of 
raisins, raisin products, or their use. No handler shall receive credit for any allowable direct expenditures that would 
exceed the total of his assessment obligation which is attributable to that portion of his assessment designated for 
marketing promotion including paid advertising. 

(c) Criteria. Before any project involving marketing promotion, including paid advertising, and the crediting of the 
handler's pro rata expense assessment obligation of handlers is undertaken pursuant to this section, the Secretary after 
recommendation by the Committee, shall approve appropriate criteria to effectively regulate such activity. 

MARKETING POLICY 

§989.54   Marketing policy. 

(a) Trade demand. On or before August 15 of each crop year, the Committee shall hold a meeting to review 
shipment data, inventory data, and other matters relating to the quantity of raisins of all varietal types. For any varietal 
type for which a free tonnage percentage may be recommended, the Committee shall compute a trade demand. The 
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FORMAL RULEMAKING 
JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

 
Proposal:  Add authority to regulate quality as a clarifying change. 
 
1.  What is the purpose of the proposal? 
 
  This proposal would add “quality” to the list of attributes that can be regulated under 

the order.  The insertion of the word “quality” would follow the words “minimum 
grade” in sections 989.58 (Natural condition raisins), 989.59 (Regulation of the handling 
of raisins subsequent to their acquisition by handlers), and 989.61 (above parity 
situations).  This proposal would also clarify the intent of sections 989.53 (Research and 
development), 989.54 (Marketing policy), 989.73 (Reports), 989.107 (Inspection 
certificate), “Quality Control” sections 989.157‐989.160, and form FV 146 “Certificate of 
Quality and Condition”, which all refer to the regulation of “quality” under the order. 

 
2.  What problem is the proposal designed to address?  Explain/quantify. 
 
  Currently, sections 989.58 and 989.59 of the order state that the Committee has 

authority to recommend grade and condition standards regulation under the order.  The 
attribute “quality” is not specifically mentioned.  However, other current sections of the 
order indicate that quality is in fact a currently regulated attribute, as is stated clearly on 
the inspection certificate FV 146 “Certificate of Quality and Condition.”   

 
Moreover, the Committee is contemplating the need to implement a testing and 
regulation, primarily for Ochratoxin, a naturally occurring fungus.  A tolerance limit for 
this fungus is in place for a product entering into the European Union markets, and the 
ability of the industry to meet that market’s import requirements are vital to continued 
trade.  By implementing regulation under the order, the industry would be certain that 
this requirement would be equally applied to all handlers of raisins.   
 
Furthermore, in the event that the industry desires to implement further regulation to 
conform to forthcoming FDA guidelines under the Food Safety Modernization Act, those 
regulations may not fall within the traditional framework of grade and condition 
standards.  Thus, the authority to regulate quality would provide the Committee with 
the flexibility to meet future regulatory needs of its industry.  

 
3.  What are the current requirements or industry practices relative to the proposal? 
 
  Current order language clearly indicates the intent to regulate quality.  Quality is 

mentioned in several sections of the order (see question 1).  However, the authority to 
regulate quality is not expressly stated in the handling regulation sections of the order. 
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4.  What are the expected impacts on producers, handlers and consumers? 
 

The impact on industry as a result of this proposal is minimal.  If approved in 
referendum by growers, the addition of “quality” to the list of attributes that can be 
regulated under the order would not necessarily result in new regulation.  Any new 
regulation would need to be developed and vetted as a proposal, approved and 
recommended by the RAC, published by USDA as a proposed rule, receive public 
comment and USDA approval prior to being implemented.   
 
The inclusion of “quality” would support and further strengthen the current usage of 
this term in the order, and its application in current inspections and order activities.  

 
5.  How would the proposal tend to improve returns to producers?  Quantify. 
 

As mentioned above, the addition of the authority to regulate quality would not, in 
itself, result in new regulation.  However, if new quality regulations were recommended 
by the RAC and approved by USDA, such regulations would address quality concerns 
within the industry.  For example, if Ochratoxin were to be regulated, its regulation 
would benefit the industry by ensuring that high levels of this fungus were not placed 
into the market.  In addition, foreign markets sensitive to Ochratoxin levels would be 
assured that California raisins are adequately regulated against it.  This type of 
regulation would assure customers of the industry’s oversight of product quality. 

 
6.  What are the expected effects on small businesses? 
 

Small businesses are expected to benefit from the committee’s ability to proactively 
regulate quality of product, thereby ensuring that domestic consumers and foreign 
markets are confident in California raisins.  As mentioned in the response to questions 4 
and 5, this proposal simply adds the authority to regulate quality; no specific regulation 
is being proposed at this time.  While there is the potential for increased costs if a new 
regulation were implemented, these are expected to be minimal.  California raisins are 
currently inspected.  The addition of another inspection parameter is unlikely to result 
in significant costs.   

 
7.  Would the proposal increase or decrease costs to producers, handlers, committees 

and/or USDA?  Explain/quantify. 
 

As explained in the response to questions to 4, 5 and 6, this proposal would result in the 
addition of the authority to regulate quality under the order.  This proposal does not 
have an economic impact at this time. 
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8.  How would the proposal be implemented? 
 

If approved by voters in the referendum, this authority would allow the Committee to 
make recommendations for regulation to USDA.  Any new regulation would need to be 
developed and vetted as a proposal, approved and recommended by the RAC, published 
by USDA as a proposed rule, receive public comment and USDA approval prior to being 
implemented.   

 
9.  How would compliance with the proposal be effected?  Explain/quantify. 
 

As explained in the response to questions to 4, 5 and 6, this proposal would result in the 
addition of the authority to regulate quality under the order.  This proposal does not 
have a compliance impact at this time. 
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 §989.56   Raisin diversion program. 

(a) Announcement of program. On or before November 30 of each crop year, the committee shall hold a meeting to 
review production data, supply data, demand data, including anticipated demand to all potential market outlets, desirable 
carryout inventory, and other matters relating to the quantity of raisins of all varietal types. When the committee 
determines that raisins exist in the reserve pool in excess of projected market needs for any varietal type, it may 
announce the amount of such tonnage eligible for diversion during the subsequent crop year. At the same time, the 
committee shall determine and announce to producers, handlers, and the cooperative bargaining association(s) the 
allowable harvest cost to be applicable to such diversion tonnage. A production cap of 2.75 tons of raisins per acre shall 
be established for any production unit approved for participation in a diversion program. The committee, with the approval 
of the Secretary, may recommend, at the same time that the diversion tonnage for that season is announced, a change in 
the production cap for that season's diversion program of less than 2.75 tons per acre for any production unit approved for 
the diversion program. 

(b) Voluntary diversion. No producer shall be required to participate in any raisin diversion program. 

(c) Issuance of diversion certificates. After the committee announces a raisin diversion program, any producer may 
divert grapes of the producer's own production and receive from the committee a diversion certificate in accordance with 
the applicable rules and regulations. Such certificates may only be submitted by producers to handlers in accordance with 
applicable rules and regulations. Diversion certificates issued by the committee shall apply to a specific production unit 
and shall be equal to the creditable fruit weight, not to exceed the production cap established pursuant to paragraph (a) of 
this section, of such raisins produced on such unit during the prior crop year or the last prior crop year eligible for such 
diversion: Provided, That in the case of a production unit, or partial production unit, removed from production through vine 
removal or other means established by the committee, the committee may issue a diversion certificate in an amount 
greater than the creditable fruit weight of the raisins produced therein or the production cap applicable. 

(d) Redemption of diversion certificates. Handlers may redeem diversion certificates for reserve pool raisins. To 
redeem a certificate, a handler must present the diversion certificate to the Committee and pay the Committee an amount 
equal to the harvest cost it has established, plus an amount equal to the payment for receiving, storing, fumigating, 
handling, and inspecting reserve tonnage raisins specified in §989.401 for the entire tonnage represented on the 
certificate. Upon receipt of the diversion certificate, the Committee shall note on the certificate that it is cancelled. 

(e) Implementation of the program. The Committee shall establish, with the approval of the Secretary, such rules and 
regulations as may be necessary for the implementation and operation of a raisin diversion program. 

 

GRADE AND CONDITION STANDARDS   

§989.58   Natural condition raisins. 

(a) Regulation. No handler shall acquire or receive natural condition raisins which fail to meet such minimum grade 
and condition standards as the committee may establish, with the approval of the Secretary, in applicable rules and 
regulations: Provided, That a handler may receive raisins for inspection, may receive off-grade raisins for reconditioning 
and may receive or acquire off-grade raisins for use in eligible non-normal outlets: And provided further, That a handler 
may acquire natural condition raisins which exceed the tolerance established for maturity under a weight dockage system 
established pursuant to rules and regulations recommended by the committee and approved by the Secretary. Nothing 
contained in this paragraph shall apply to the acquisition or receipt of natural condition raisins of a particular varietal type 
for which minimum grade and condition standards are not applicable or then in effect pursuant to this part. 

(b) Changes in minimum grade, quality[SM‐A3] and condition standards for natural condition raisins. The committee 
may recommend to the Secretary changes in the minimum grade, quality and condition standards for natural condition 
raisins of any varietal type and may recommend to the Secretary that minimum grade, quality and condition standards for 
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any varietal type be added to or deleted. The committee shall submit with its recommendation all data and information 
upon which it acted in making its recommendation, and such other information as the Secretary may request. The 
Secretary shall approve any such change if he finds, upon the basis of data submitted to him by the committee or from 
other pertinent information available to him, that to do so would tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(c) Publicity and notice. The committee shall give prompt and reasonable publicity to producer, dehydrators, and 
handlers of each recommendation submitted by it to the Secretary and of each regulation issued by the Secretary. Notice 
of such regulation shall be given to all handlers by registered or certified mail. 

(d) Inspection and certification. (1) Each handler shall cause an inspection and certification to be made of all natural 
condition raisins acquired or received by him, except with respect to: (i) An interplant or interhandler transfer of offgrade 
raisins as described in paragraph (e)(2) of this section, unless such inspection and certification are required by rules and 
procedures made effective pursuant to this amended subpart; (ii) an interplant or interhandler transfer of free tonnage 
standard raisins as described in §989.59(e); (iii) raisins received from a dehydrator which have been previously inspected 
pursuant to paragraph (d)(2) of this section; (iiiiv) any raisins for which minimum grade, quality and condition standards 
are not then in effect; (iv) raisins received from a cooperative bargaining association which have been inspected and are 
in compliance with requirements established pursuant to paragraph (d)(3) of this section; and (vi) any raisins, if permitted 
in accordance with such rules and procedures as the committee may establish with the approval of the Secretary, 
acquired or received for disposition in eligible nonnormal non-normal outlets. The handler shall be reimbursed by the 
committee for inspection costs incurred by him and applicable to pool tonnage held for the account of the committee. 
Except as otherwise provided in this section, prior to blending raisins, acquiring raisins, storing raisins, reconditioning 
raisins, or acquiring raisins which have been reconditioned, each handler shall obtain an inspection certification showing 
whether or not the raisins meet the applicable grade, quality and condition standards: Provided, That the initial inspection 
for infestation shall not be required if the raisins are fumigated in accordance with such rules and procedures as the 
committee shall establish with the approval of the Secretary. The handler shall submit or cause to be submitted to the 
committee a copy of such certification, together with such other documents or records as the committee may require. 
Such certification shall be issued by inspectors of the Processed Products Standardization and Inspection Branch of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, unless the committee determines, and the Secretary concurs in such determination, that 
inspection by another agency would improve the administration of this amended subpart. The committee may require that 
raisins held on memorandum receipt be reinspected and certified as a condition for their acquisition by a handler. 

(2) The committee may, in accordance with rules and procedures established with the approval of the Secretary, 
authorize handlers to receive or acquire natural condition raisins which have been produced by any dehydrator by 
dehydrating grapes by artificial means and have been inspected and certified on his premises. In the event there shall 
have been compliance with committee requirements, any handler who receives or acquires such inspected and 
certificated raisins shall be deemed to have satisfied the requirements contained in paragraph (d)(1) of this section with 
respect to inspection and certification of natural condition raisins received or acquired by him. 

(3) The committee may, in accordance with rules and the procedures established with the approval of the Secretary, 
authorize handlers to receive or acquire without further inspection and certification, natural condition raisins, standard or 
offgrade, which have been inspected, certified and held, in compliance with committee requirements, at a receiving station 
of a cooperative bargaining association. 

(e) Off-grade raisins. (1) Any natural condition raisins tendered to a handler which fail to meet the applicable 
minimum grade, quality and condition standards may: (i) Be received or acquired by the handler for disposition, without 
further inspection, in eligible non-normal outlets; (ii) be returned unstemmed to the person tendering the raisins; or (iii) be 
received by the handler for reconditioning. Off-grade raisins received by a handler under any one of the three described 
categories may be changed to any other of the categories under such rules and procedures as the committee, with the 
approval of the Secretary, shall establish. No handler shall ship or otherwise dispose of off-grade raisins which he does 
not return to the tenderer, transfer to another handler as provided in paragraph (e)(2) of this section, or recondition so that 
they at least meet the minimum standards prescribed in or pursuant to this amended subpart, except into eligible non-
normal outlets. 

(2) Off-grade raisins may be transferred from the plant of the handler where received to another plant of his or to that 
of another handler within the State of California under such rules and procedures as the committee, with the approval of 
the Secretary, shall establish to safeguard the objectives of this part. 



This is a working document intended to illustrate the revisions necessary to propose: removal of the authority for 
volume control in the Raisin Marketing Order and the volume control regulations; provisions for term limits for Board 
members; provisions for continuance; and minor technical corrections. 
 

(3) Each handler shall, while holding any off-grade raisins, store them separate and apart from other raisins and the 
off-grade raisins shall be stored in accordance with disposition and reconditioning categories. The committee with the 
approval of the Secretary may prescribe rules and procedures for the storage of the raisins. 

(4) If the handler is to acquire the raisins after they are reconditioned, his obligation with respect to such raisins shall 
be based on the weight of the raisins (if stemmed, adjusted to natural condition weight) after they have been 
reconditioned. If, after such reconditioning, such raisins meet the minimum standards but are no longer natural condition 
raisins, any handler who acquires such raisins shall meet his reserve tonnage obligations from natural condition standard 
raisins acquired by him. 

(5) The committee shall establish, with the approval of the Secretary, such additional rules and procedures as may 
be necessary to insure adequate control of off-grade raisins, including, but not limited to, the reconditioning of off-grade 
raisins, the disposition and use of unsuccessfully reconditioned raisins, and the disposition and use of residual matter 
from reconditioning operations. 

(f) Blending. No handler shall blend raisins except: (1) Incidental to reconditioning raisins as permitted under rules 
and procedures established by the committee, with the approval of the Secretary; (2) blending standard raisins with 
standard raisins; or (3) blending raisins which meet the minimum grade standards for packed raisins with other raisins 
which meet such standards. 

§989.59   Regulation of the handling of raisins subsequent to their acquisition by handlers. 

(a) Regulation. Unless otherwise provided in this part, no handler shall: (1) Ship or otherwise make final disposition 
of natural condition raisins unless they at least meet the effective and applicable minimum grade, quality and condition 
standards for natural condition raisins; or (2) ship or otherwise make final disposition of packed raisins unless they at least 
meet such minimum grade or quality standards established by the committee, with the approval of the Secretary, in 
applicable rules and regulations or as later changed or prescribed pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (b) of this 
section: Provided, That nothing contained in this paragraph shall prohibit the shipment or final disposition of any raisins of 
a particular varietal type for which minimum standards are not applicable or then in effect pursuant to this part. And 
provided further, That a handler may grind raisins, which do not meet the minimum grade or quality standards for packed 
raisins because of mechanical damage or sugaring, into a raisin paste. The committee may establish, with approval of the 
Secretary, different grade, quality and condition regulations for different market destinations[SM‐A4] 

(b) The committee may recommend changes in the minimum grade or quality standards for packed raisins of any 
varietal type and may recommend to the Secretary that minimum grade or quality standards for any varietal type be added 
or deleted. The committee shall submit with its recommendation all data and information upon which it acted in making its 
recommendation, and such other information as the Secretary may request. The Secretary shall approve any such 
change if he finds, upon the basis of data submitted to him by the committee or from other pertinent information available 
to him, that to do so would tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(c) Publicity and notice. The committee shall give prompt and reasonable notice to producers, dehydrators, handlers, 
and the cooperative bargaining association(s) of each recommendation submitted by it to the Secretary and of each 
regulation issued by the Secretary. Notice of such regulation shall be given to all handlers of record by registered or 
certified mail. 

(d) Inspection and certification. Unless otherwise provided in this section, each handler shall, at his own expense, 
before shipping or otherwise making final disposition of raisins, cause and inspection to be made of such raisins to 
determine whether they meet the then applicable minimum grade, quality and condition standards for natural condition 
raisins or the then applicable minimum grade or quality standards for packed raisins. Such handler shall obtain a 
certificate that such raisins meet the aforementioned applicable minimum standards and shall submit or cause to be 
submitted to the committee a copy of such certificate together with such other documents or records as the committee 
may require. The certificate shall be issued by the Processed Products Standardization and Inspection Branch of the 
United States Department of Agriculture, unless the committee determines, and the Secretary concurs in such 
determination, that inspection by another agency will improve the administration of this amended subpart. Any certificate 
issued pursuant to this paragraph shall be valid only for such period of time as the committee may specify, with the 
approval of the Secretary, in appropriate rules and regulations. 
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(e) Inter-plant and inter-handler transfers. Any handler may transfer from his plant to his own or another handler's 
plant within the State of California any free tonnage raisins without having had such raisins inspected as provided in 
paragraph (d) of this section. The transferring handler shall transmit promptly to the committee a report of such transfer, 
except that transfers between plants owned or operated by the same handler need not be reported. Before shipping or 
otherwise making final disposition of such raisins, the receiving handler shall comply with the requirements of this section. 

(f) Disposition of offgrade raisins, other failing raisins, and raisin residual material in eligible nonnormal non-normal 
outlets. Any offgrade raisins, except those returned unstemmed to the tenderer or successfully reconditioned, and any 
raisin residual material which may be received or acquired by a handler or accumulated by a handler from reconditioning 
raisins or from processing standard raisins and other failing raisins, shall be disposed of or marketed by the handler, 
without further inspection, in eligible nonnormal non-normal outlets: Provided, That no packer shall be precluded from 
recovering raisins from such accumulations or acquisitions: Provided further, That whenever the Secretary concludes, on 
the basis of a recommendation of the committeeCommittee, that to specify one or more nonnormal non-normal outlets as 
ineligible for any class of such receipts, acquisitions, or accumulations will tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act, 
he shall specify such ineligible outlets and prohibit the shipment thereto or final disposition therein of such class by 
handlers as well as the receipt and use thereof by processors: And provided further, That no processor who is a distiller 
shall be precluded from receiving or using for distillation (1) the standard raisins which subsequently fail to meet the said 
applicable standards, (2) the raisin residual material accumulated from processing standard raisins, or (3) the raisin 
residual material referable to the standard raisin equivalent recovered in reconditioning; and any handler may ship such 
raisins and raisin residual material to such processor. The Committee shall establish, with the approval of the Secretary, 
such rules and procedures as may be necessary to insure adequate control over the off-grade raisins, other failing raisins, 
and raisin residual material subject to this paragraph. Such rules may include a requirement that the disposition and use 
of all or any class of off-grade raisins, other failing raisins, or raisin residual material be confined to the area. The 
provisions of this paragraph are not intended to excuse any failure to comply with all applicable food and sanitary rules 
and regulations of city, county, State, Federal, or other agencies having jurisdiction. 

(g) Exemption of experimental and specialty packs. The committeeCommittee may establish, with the approval of 
the Secretary, rules and procedures providing for the exemption of raisins in experimental and specialty packs from one or 
more of the requirements of the minimum grade or quality standards of this section, together with the inspection and 
certification requirements if applicable. 

 

§989.60   Exemption. 

(a) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this amended subpart, the committeeCommittee may establish, with the 
approval of the Secretary, such rules and procedures as may be necessary to permit the acquisition and disposition of 
any off-grade raisins or reserve pool raisins, free from any or all regulations, for uses in non-normal outlets. 

(b) The committeeCommittee may establish, with the approval of the Secretary, such rules and procedures as may 
be necessary to exempt from any or all regulations raisins produced in southern California (i.e., the counties of Riverside, 
Imperial, San Bernardino, Ventura, Orange, Los Angeles, and San Diego) and disposed of for distillation, livestock feed, 
or by export in natural condition to Mexico. 

(c) The committeeCommittee may designate such raisins as it deems appropriate for production, processing, and 
marketing research and development. The period of such designation shall be for not more than five years unless 
extended by the committeeCommittee. The volume which may be acquired by all handlers shall not exceed 500 natural 
condition tons annually for each designated project, unless increased by the Secretary upon a recommendation of the 
committeeCommittee. Such designated raisins may be acquired and disposed of free from those regulations specified by 
the committeeCommittee. In any crop year, when the total industry acquisitions of the designated raisins exceed 500 
natural condition tons or a larger quantity approved by the Secretary upon a recommendation of the committeeCommittee, 
the exemption shall not apply. 

§989.61   Above parity situations. 
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The provisions of this part relating to minimum grade, quality and condition standards and inspection requirements, 
within the meaning of section 2(3) of the act, and any other provisions pertaining to the administration and enforcement of 
the order, shall continue in effect irrespective of whether the estimated season average price to producers for raisins is in 
excess of the parity level specified in section 2(1) of the act. 

TRADE PRACTICES 

§989.62   Authorization for prohibition of trade practices. 

Whenever the Secretary finds, upon recommendation of the committeeCommittee or other information, that 
continuance of certain practices in trade channels would tend to interfere with the achieving of the objectives of this part, 
he may prohibit handlers from using such practices, for any crop year or portion thereof, in selling raisins in containers 
exceeding four pounds net weight. The prohibited practices may include: 

(a) Any provision within or added to a sales contract, or action or agreement outside such contract, whereby the 
handler is obligated to reflect declines in market prices of raisins by charging the buyer a subsequent market price in lieu 
of the sales price specified in the contract. 

(b) Any agreement in an undertaking to hold raisins in reserve for possible future delivery to a buyer, or action or 
agreement outside such undertaking, whereby the handler is obligated to not reflect increases in market prices by 
charging the buyer a price specified in the agreement. 

Prior to any such practices being prohibited in any crop year, the committeeCommittee shall recommend, for the approval 
of the Secretary, such rules and procedures and such record keeping requirements as are necessary to administer these 
prohibitions and obtain compliance therewith. 

 VOLUME REGULATION 

§989.65   Free and reserve tonnage. 

The standard raisins acquired by handlers which are free tonnage, and any reserve tonnage purchased for free use, 
may be disposed of by him in any marketing channel, subject to the applicable provisions of this part. A handler's free 
tonnage of a varietal type of raisin shall be either the free percentage of the standard raisins of the varietal type acquired 
by him or all of the standard raisins of the varietal type acquired by him if no free percentage is established by the 
Committee or designated by the Secretary for that varietal type. A handler's reserve tonnage of a varietal type shall be the 
reserve percentage of the standard raisins of that varietal type acquired by him. 

 §989.66   Reserve tonnage generally. 

(a) The standard raisins acquired by a handler which are designated as reserve tonnage and reserve tonnage 
transferred to a handler by the committee shall be held by him for the account of the committee and subject to the 
applicable restrictions of this part. 

(b)(1) Each handler shall hold in storage all reserve tonnage acquired by him and all reserve tonnage transferred to 
him by the committee until he has been relieved of such responsibility by the committee either by delivery to the 
committee or otherwise. Such handler shall store such reserve tonnage raisins in natural condition without addition of 
moisture and in such manner as will maintain the raisins in the same condition as when he acquired them, except for 
normal and natural deterioration and shrinkage, and except for loss through fire, acts of God or other conditions beyond 
the handler's control. 

(2) Reserve tonnage acquired by a handler or transferred to a handler by the committee shall be stored separate 
and apart from other raisins to such extent and identified in such manner as the committee shall specify in its rules and 
procedures with the approval of the Secretary. 
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FORMAL RULEMAKING 
JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

 
Proposal:  Add authority to establish different regulations for different market destinations. 
 
1.  What is the purpose of the proposal? 
 
  This proposal would add authority for the Committee to establish, subject to USDA 

approval, different grade, quality or condition regulations for different market 
destinations. 

 
2.  What problem is the proposal designed to address?  Explain/quantify. 
 
  The California raisin industry has customers in many different countries.  The consumer 

bases in these countries vary significantly.  Currently, the order does not allow for 
different quality or grade standards to be applied to those markets; the current 
standards are a “one size fits all.”  This authority would allow the Committee to develop 
regulation for product that is best suited for a particular market destination.   

 
3.  What are the current requirements or industry practices relative to the proposal? 
 
  Current order language establishes grade and condition standards for two classifications 

only; Grade A and Grade B. 
 
4.  What are the expected impacts on producers, handlers and consumers? 
 

This proposal would result in the addition of the authority to establish different 
regulations for different market destinations under the order.  This proposal would not 
result in new regulation, per se.   
 
However, if any such regulation were to be implemented as a result of this authority, 
the anticipated negative impact on growers would be minimal, if any.  Different 
regulations for different market destinations would not prevent product from being sold 
into the market.  Instead, it would match product attributes to the consumer profile and 
customer demands of each market. 
 
Similarly, the negative impact on handlers would be minimal, if any, while the potential 
for a positive impact would be high as handlers will be better able to meet customer 
demand. 
 
Consumers would likely benefit from this proposal as its intent is to customize product 
standards to specific markets, thereby providing customers with product that meets 
their demand.    
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5.  How would the proposal tend to improve returns to producers?  Quantify. 
   
  This proposal would result in the addition of the authority to establish different 

regulations for different market destinations under the order.  This proposal would not 
result in new regulation, per se.   

 
  If regulation were implemented, it is plausible that returns to growers would increase as 

regulation for higher quality product in some markets could result in a higher price paid 
for that product. 

   
 
6.  What are the expected effects on small businesses? 
 

Small businesses are expected to benefit from the committee’s ability to proactively 
regulate product, thereby ensuring that domestic consumers and foreign markets are 
confident in California raisins.   

 
7.  Would the proposal increase or decrease costs to producers, handlers, committees 

and/or USDA?  Explain/quantify. 
 

This proposal would result in the addition of the authority to develop different 
regulations for different market destinations.  Its implementation would not result in 
any specific regulation per se.  Therefore, this proposal does not have an economic 
impact at this time. 

 
8.  How would the proposal be implemented? 
 

If approved by voters in the referendum, this authority would allow the Committee to 
make recommendations for different regulations for different market destinations to 
USDA.  Any new regulation would need to be developed and vetted as a proposal, 
approved and recommended by the RAC, published by USDA as a proposed rule, receive 
public comment and USDA approval prior to being implemented.   

 
 
9.  How would compliance with the proposal be effected?  Explain/quantify. 
 

As explained in the response to questions to 4, 5 and 6, this proposal would result in the 
addition of the authority to establish different regulations for different market 
destinations under the order.  This proposal does not have a compliance impact at this 
time. 
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(3) Each handler shall, while holding any off-grade raisins, store them separate and apart from other raisins and the 
off-grade raisins shall be stored in accordance with disposition and reconditioning categories. The committee with the 
approval of the Secretary may prescribe rules and procedures for the storage of the raisins. 

(4) If the handler is to acquire the raisins after they are reconditioned, his obligation with respect to such raisins shall 
be based on the weight of the raisins (if stemmed, adjusted to natural condition weight) after they have been 
reconditioned. If, after such reconditioning, such raisins meet the minimum standards but are no longer natural condition 
raisins, any handler who acquires such raisins shall meet his reserve tonnage obligations from natural condition standard 
raisins acquired by him. 

(5) The committee shall establish, with the approval of the Secretary, such additional rules and procedures as may 
be necessary to insure adequate control of off-grade raisins, including, but not limited to, the reconditioning of off-grade 
raisins, the disposition and use of unsuccessfully reconditioned raisins, and the disposition and use of residual matter 
from reconditioning operations. 

(f) Blending. No handler shall blend raisins except: (1) Incidental to reconditioning raisins as permitted under rules 
and procedures established by the committee, with the approval of the Secretary; (2) blending standard raisins with 
standard raisins; or (3) blending raisins which meet the minimum grade standards for packed raisins with other raisins 
which meet such standards. 

§989.59   Regulation of the handling of raisins subsequent to their acquisition by handlers. 

(a) Regulation. Unless otherwise provided in this part, no handler shall: (1) Ship or otherwise make final disposition 
of natural condition raisins unless they at least meet the effective and applicable minimum grade, quality and condition 
standards for natural condition raisins; or (2) ship or otherwise make final disposition of packed raisins unless they at least 
meet such minimum grade or quality standards established by the committee, with the approval of the Secretary, in 
applicable rules and regulations or as later changed or prescribed pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (b) of this 
section: Provided, That nothing contained in this paragraph shall prohibit the shipment or final disposition of any raisins of 
a particular varietal type for which minimum standards are not applicable or then in effect pursuant to this part. And 
provided further, That a handler may grind raisins, which do not meet the minimum grade or quality standards for packed 
raisins because of mechanical damage or sugaring, into a raisin paste. The committee may establish, with approval of the 
Secretary, different grade, quality and condition regulations for different market destinations 

(b) The committee may recommend changes in the minimum grade or quality standards for packed raisins of any 
varietal type and may recommend to the Secretary that minimum grade or quality standards for any varietal type be added 
or deleted. The committee shall submit with its recommendation all data and information upon which it acted in making its 
recommendation, and such other information as the Secretary may request. The Secretary shall approve any such 
change if he finds, upon the basis of data submitted to him by the committee or from other pertinent information available 
to him, that to do so would tend to effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(c) Publicity and notice. The committee shall give prompt and reasonable notice to producers, dehydrators, handlers, 
and the cooperative bargaining association(s) of each recommendation submitted by it to the Secretary and of each 
regulation issued by the Secretary. Notice of such regulation shall be given to all handlers of record by registered or 
certified mail. 

(d) Inspection and certification. Unless otherwise provided in this section, each handler shall, at his own expense, 
before shipping or otherwise making final disposition of raisins, cause and inspection to be made of such raisins to 
determine whether they meet the then applicable minimum grade, quality and condition standards for natural condition 
raisins or the then applicable minimum grade or quality standards for packed raisins. Such handler shall obtain a 
certificate that such raisins meet the aforementioned applicable minimum standards and shall submit or cause to be 
submitted to the committee a copy of such certificate together with such other documents or records as the committee 
may require. The certificate shall be issued by the Processed Products Standardization and Inspection Branch of the 
United States Department of Agriculture, unless the committee determines, and the Secretary concurs in such 
determination, that inspection by another agency will improve the administration of this amended subpart. Any certificate 
issued pursuant to this paragraph shall be valid only for such period of time as the committee may specify, with the 
approval of the Secretary, in appropriate rules and regulations. 

Comment [SM-A4]: Industry proposal: different 
regulations for different market destinations. 








