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reach the people who participate. At the same time, we took definitive|
steps to insure that foods purchased by the Department do not reenter ||
commercial channels in & manner that might be deceptive or 1n any |
other way harmful for ultimate consumer use. ;

Generally ;;jpeaking,,mos,t rejections by the Department of proffe_red’

'produch’simsult from the . product not. meeting the relatively high
specification stan ards set for our own food programs. Normally,
rejection for these progra,ms'doéé’ not render the pro uct unwholesome
or in any other way unfit «for;huma;mcog@umpmgn. USDA specifica-
tions for the food products 1t purchases are generally considerably
higher than minimum commercial standards: This difference in specifi-
cations is entirely reasonable in the light ‘of differences in purposes
and in handlin ‘conditions. There are many instances where the dis-
tribution of U DA donated food at the local level 1g—and necessarily
must be—made with inadequate equipment and under difficult condi-
tions not, prevalent, necessary, or %&nemlﬁly permiiss;ible in commercia
trade. In order to insure the ‘wholesomeness and the acceptability of:
these food products distributed in our. programs; it is necessary to
establish ang to maintain igher:standard than are needed for regular
commercial distribution. For example, our maximum - temperature ‘
specification ab the time of unloading ab destination of 0° F. for frozen
orange juice and 15° F. for frozen meab and Eoultry is tighter than
required by ‘goode@mmercial ;pmctices‘when these products are mMov- '
ing in regular Wholesa,lefretamildi,stributi;on channels. L

RELABELING: OF REJECTED PRODUCTS

~The Dep@rtmenbma;kas every possible effort to insure compliance

with 1ts regulations concerning the reentry of rejected food into com-
mercial channels. Department of Agriculture pef‘spnnel in the course

of routine field reviews for their respective programs, as well as per-

sonnel from the Office of the Inspector General, take continuing steps
to insure that products with UgDA markings on the container are
not available after rejection, or under any other
commercial use. - B T G R ;

~ Because oul procedures are quite offective, T would like to explain
them in 'detail. The ‘Department routinely sets out its terms and con-
ditions for procurement. These notices to the trade eiipllifcihly“‘inolu:de ¥
reference ‘to the" Department’s’ ‘prohibitions “affecting disposition of
excess or rejected products, containers, and cases. Each of the com-
modity divisions procuring the various food ‘items'stﬁ;testhejfollo-w— ,
iligiIlitS‘purchéés'eterniSa,ﬁd'ooﬁditions:‘ SR i A H T

circumstances, for

~Conta ch be: ngs re under the contract, shall be used only
for the product to pe delivered to U’S‘DA'uuder? he contract. ‘Any such markings on.
any containers, whether empty or ~f0’(§annﬁ?aining rejecvedliir(?mduets which are not 80,
delivered and accepted by TUSDA, shall be completely and permanently obliterated
or destroyed. The Telease or use of any dontainer‘s,»béaring markings required
under the contract, to outlets other than USDA, will result in damage to

in increased ’expens’e’(s in answering ‘inquiries or complaints, the cost of which
would be difficult to prove. Contriactor agrees to pay,as compensation and not
as a penalty, liquidaited damages of $100 for the first inquiry or complaint re-
ceived by USDA _arising from any actual pbreach of this provision and $24 for
each additional inquiry or complaint arising from the same preach. It is mutually .
agreed that guch amounts are a reasonable estimate of the actual damages
which may result from the breach. ‘ R SR

Containers, swhich bear markings required




