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COMPTROLLER GENERAL'S REPORT 
TO THE COM~UTTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
AND FORESTRY 
UNITED STATES SEUATZ 

DIGEST --- --- 

WHY THE REVIEW WAS MADE 

In response to a request from the 
Chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, GAO 
identified agriculture, forestry, 
and rural development laws that 
require reports and also indicated 
for each law whether evaluation- 
type reports were required. 

GAO was asked to identify evalua- 
tion studies conducted bv thee- 

tural programs; to report on-Agri- 
culture's program planning, budget- 
ing, and evaluation activities; and 
to provide a list of GAO-planned 
reviews of agricultural program re- 
sults. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

A total of approximately 400 cita- 
tions (sections of laws), relating 
to agriculture and forestry, require 
reports from-yarjpus sources--Agri-; 
culture and other departments-- . 
t%Xtgo to.Congress, as well as 
other Government officials. Of 

AGRICULTURAL PROGRAM EVALUATIOi\l 
LAWS AND STUDIES B-161740 

the total, 183 citations are con- 
sidered significant to the Committee. 

Of these, 45, or 24 percent of the 
total, include language indicating 
that the report should contain in- 
formation on program evaluation. 
(See pp. 5 to 8.) 

A list of 21 major programs was de- 
veloped. Agriculture has made program 
evaluations for 12 of the 21 major pro- 
grams in the past 3 years. Five have 
legal requirements for program evalua- 
tions and Agriculture has made them. 
GAO has reviewed program results for 
four of these major programs over this 
3-year period. (See pp. 9 and 10.) 

GAO currently has underway six self- 
initiated reviews of program results 
related to Agriculture. (See pp. 11 
and 12.) 

It appears that Agriculture has a 
centralized system for program 
analysis, evaluation, planning, and 
budgeting. The degree to which the 
system is used to assess alterna- 
tive courses of action was not re- 
viewed. (See pp. 13 and 14.) 

Tear Sheet Upon removal, the report 
cover date should be noted hereon. 



CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

This review was made in response to the September 14, 
1972, request from the Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry as an initial effort in using the 
services of GAO to help the Committee in its oversight re- 
sponsibilities. (See app. VI.) In accordance with the 
Chairman's letter and subsequent discussions with the Com- 
mittee staff, our review included the items summarized below. 

1. An idaification of agricultural reports required -~ ‘-ar;ir.- _ _.i 
b&law. 

2. The development of a list of major agricultural 
programs indicating for each program 

--whether the agency had made evaluation studies in 
the past 3 years, 

--whether the agency had continuing activities of 
program analysis, evaluation, and budgeting, 

--whether GAO had made evaluation studies in the past 
3 years, and 

--whether the program had built-in legal evaluation 
provisions. 

3. A list of GAO-planned evaluations. 

More details on each item of the request are provided 
at the beginning of each chapter of the report. 

Since this report deals with technical matters, it is 
important to define the major concepts and terms involved. 

GAO has a classification for reviews closely related 
to program evaluations termed "program results reviews"; it 
is defined as follows. 

"Review of results of Government programs and 
activities are concerned with what program 
objectives have been established, what has been 
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or is being accomplished, and the extent to which 
objectives established in statutes and implement- 
ing regulations are being achieved.” 

This definition was used in responding to items Z(c) and 
3 of the request. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA?) definition 
of program evaluation is: 

“Program evaluation means the formal systematic 
assessment of the actual performance of ongoing 
programs in meeting the goals of USDA missions, 
achieving program objectives, and serving spec- 
ified target groups. It is concerned with 
measuring the effects and benefits flowing from 
program and their costs. It examines the extent 
to which program activities have been carried 
out in relation to the opportunities that have 
the most favorable benefit/cost ratios or other- 
wise maximize the beneficial effects in relation 
to cost .‘I 

We considered this an acceptable definition and asked 
USDA officials to use this definition in preparing their 
response to the pertinent parts of item 2 of the request. 

USDA furnished comments pertaining to matters included 
in this report by letter of July 23, 1973. (See app. VII.) 



CHAPTER 2 

REPORTS REQUIRED BY LAW 

Item 1 of the Committee’s request reads: 

“(1) I would appreciate your reviewing all of 
the reports required by law affecting agricul- 
ture, forestry, and rural development, and 
other matters listed in Senate rules as fall- 
ing within the jurisdiction of this Committee, 
and providing me with a list of such required 
reports, indicating for each, the reporting date, 
citation of the law requiring the report, the 
purpose of the report, and whether or not the 
report contains evaluative data or material of 
the kind discussed in your letter.” 

After consulting with the Committee, we decided to 
identify all laws requiring reports and to list for each 
significant report citation: 

--required reporting date, 

--purpose of the report, 

--citation of the law, and 

--whether the law indicates reporting of program evalua- 
tion. 

Appendix I outlines the detailed approach used to obtain 
this information. Appendixes II, III, and IV list the above 
information for each citation. 

A total of approximately 400 citations (sections of the 
laws) relating to agriculture and forestry require reports 
from all sources --USDA and other departments--that go to the 
Congress, as well as other officials. Of the total, 183 cita- 
tions are considered significant to the Committee. (See 
aPP l 

I for selection criteria.) Of the significant citations, 
45, or 24 percent of the total, include evaluation-type 
language. 



In title 7 (agriculture) of the United States Code 
before 1970, only 5 citations required program evaluation; 
since 1970 there are 12 citations which require such evalua- 
tion. Also, legislation relative to agriculture in the 
broader sense (agriculture-related laws found in all the 
other titles of the United States Code, excluding title 7) 
requires a greater number of evaluation reports (28 cita- 
tions) than does title 7 (agriculture) legislation (5 cita- 
tions). This indicates the recent trend for increased 
evaluation requirements and the greater concentration of 
requirements in agriculture-related laws not codified in 
title 7. 

One example of a recent law which includes language 
requiring reporting on program evaluation is the Rural De- 
velopment Act of 1972. Section 603(b)(4) reads as follows: 

"(b) The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized 
and directed to provide leadership and coordina- 
tion within the executive branch and shall assume 
responsibility for coordinating a nationwide rural 
development program utilizing the services of ex- 
ecutive branch departments and agencies and the 
agencies, bureaus, offices, and services of the 
Department of Agriculture in coordination with 
rural development programs of State and local 
governments. In carrying out this responsibility 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall establish em- 
ployment, income, population, housing, and 
quality of community services and facilities goals 
for rural development and report annually prior 
to September 1 to Congress on progress in at- 
taining such goals. The Secretary is authorized 
to initiate or expand research and development 
efforts related to solution of problems of rural 
water supply, rural sewage and solid waste 
management, rural housing, and rural industri- 
alization." 

Additionally, section 603(c)(2) requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to report on progress of the section and to 
make appropriate recommendations. 

Section 603 of the Rural Development Act includes what 
GAO considers to be some of the basic elements of evaluation 
language. 
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--Provisions requiring the agency to develop specific 
goals for the program enacted. 

--Provisions requiring the agency to report on a regular 
basis (usually annually) progress in attaining stated 
goals. 

--Provision for recommending changes or additional 
legislative action to improve the program on the basis 
of evaluation results. 

Also, a USDA list of 77 reports submitted on a regular 
basis to the Congress was reviewed, 43 of which were identi- 
fied as being required by law. Eleven of these required 
reports were readily available and were reviewed by us. The 
results of this review are summarized in table 1, which 
compares the legal requirement for evaluation with the evalua- 
tion content of the report submitted. Table 1 shows that 7 
of the 11 reports reviewed contain evaluation-type data but 
that none of the reports reviewed could be considered to be 
primarily evaluations. 



Table l--Review of Selected Reports Required by Law 

Does statute 
indicate 

evaluation Is report an 
Statute 

requiring 
report 

16 U.S.C. 1009 

42 U.S.C. 
1962 a(3) 

required? evaluation? Reason for 
Data classification 

NO Yes -- & (note a) Yes -- of report Report title 

Focatalico River basin 
Study. west va. 
Sept. 1972 

Notes on Sedimentation 
Activities, caIendar 
Yeat 1970 

x X Primarily preproject analysis. 

x 

X 

X Provides some statistics on 
program output. (Report 
does not appear to clearly 
match legislative subject 
area.) 

Provrdes some statistics on 
program output. 

Rural Environment 
Assistance Report 
Agricultural Conser- 
vation Program, 
xay 1971 

Orderly Liquidation 
of Stocks of Agricul- 
tural Commodities 
Held by Commodity 
Credrt Corporation, 
May -1972 

Annual Report on the 
National Forest 
Reservation Com- 
miss ion 

Status of Research 
Faciliti s 

e 
Title I, Public 

Law 480 Agreements 
With Foreign Govern- 
ments 

Report on Special 
Limitations And 
Hire of Equipment 
From Employees 

Information and Tech- 
nical Ass is tance 
Delivered by the 
Department of 
Agriculture in 
Fiscal year 1972 

Financial and Tech- 
nical Assistance Pro- 
vided by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture 
and the Department of 
Housing and Urban De- 
velopment for Nonmet- 
ropolitan Planning 
Districts in Fiscal 
year 1972 

The Location of Yeb 
Federal Offices and 
Wher Facilities 

16 U.S.C. 59Oi X 

7 U.S.C. 1851 X X Provides some statistics on 
program output. 

X Provides some statistics on 
output. 

16 U.S.C. 513 

7 U.S.C. 390(i) 

7 U.S.C. 1703 

X X 

x X 

A list of grant amounts. 

Terms of agreement. 

16 U.S.C. SO2 X X Lists of purchases and ac- 
quisitions. 

X Public Law 
91-524, 
sec. 901 Id) 

X Some measures of outpur-- 
number of publications 
distributed and number of 
television presentations 
delivered. 

X Public Law 
91-524 
sec. 901 (c) 

X Report states “progress * l * 
as to their efforts” as 
measured by, for example, 
funding, programs, regional 
council man-hours. 

Public Law 
91-524, 
amended by 
Public Law 
92-419, 
sec. 601 

x X Some measures of output-- 
number of facilities 
located, number of em- 
ployees at facilities, 
reasons far selecting facil- 
ity location. 

aTnis report provides data which could be used in evaluation. 
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CHAPTER 3 

EVALUATION OF MAJOR PROGRAMS 

Item 2(a), (c) and (d) of the Committee's request reads: 

"(2) Please develop, in consultation with the 
Committee staff, a list of the major programs and 
the laws authorizing them which affect agricul- 
ture, forestry, and rural development; and with 
respect to each such program, please indicate: 

"(a) whether the Executive department or 
agency administering such program has conducted 
a special evaluation study within the past 
three years; 

* * * * * 
"(c) whether the General Accounting Office 

has made a program evaluation study within the 
past three years; 

"(d) whether the program or the laws per- 
taining thereto have built-in program evaluation 
provisions of the kind suggested by your letter." 

After consulting with Committee staff, we developed a 
list of major programs. We solicited lists of program 
evaluations from USDA, the Office of Planning and Evaluation 
(OPE), the Office of the Inspector General (OIG), and the 
line agency responsible for the program. We also compiled 
a list of GAO program results reviews. Table 2 contains a 
list of major programs and whether evaluation studies have 
been conducted by USDA within the past 3 years. Item 2(b) 
of the request is not included in table 2 but is covered in 
chapter 5. 

Table 2 shows the results of our analysis of USDA 
evaluations by OIG, OPE, and the four line agencies respon- 
sible for the programs. USDA has evaluated 12 of the 21 
major programs in the past 3 years. The authorizing laws 
require evaluations for 5 of the 21 major programs--3 housing 
programs, a water and sewer program, and the Upland Cotton 
Program. USDA has made evaluations of all programs for 
which evaluations are required by law. GAO has evaluated 
four of these programs during this 3-year period--Feed 
Grains and Products, Rural Environmental Assistance, LOW 
Income Housing, and Moderate Income Housing. 
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Table 2--Major Programs: Evaluation Requirements in Laws - 

and Evaluations by USDA 

Authorizing 
legislation 

Supply adjustment and related activities: 
Feed Grains and Products Programs 

(ASCS) (note b) 
Title V, 84 Stat. 1368-1371 

Wheat and Products Program (ASCS) 
Upland Cotton Programs (ASCS) 
Dairy Products Programs (ASCS) 

Wool Program (ASCS) 
Sugar Act Program (ASCS) 

Cropland Conversion Program (ASCS) 

Disaster relief: 
Emergency Loans Program (FHA) 

(note d) 
Credit assistance for family farms: 

Farm Storage and Drying Equipment 
Loan Program (ASCS) (note a) 

Assistance for friendly developing 
countries (Public Law 480): 

Public Law 480, Title I (EMS) 
(note e) 

Public Law 480, Title II (EMS) 
Financial assistance for exports: 

Barter Programs (EMS) 
Export Payments Programs (EMS) 
Export Payments for Tobacco (ASCS) 

Food stamp assistance: 
Food Stamp Program (FNS) (note f) 

Cash for food assistance for school 
children: 

Special Milk Programs (FNS) 
Housing assistance: 

Low Income Housing Program (FHA) 
Moderate Income Housing Program (FHA) 
Rural Rental Housing Program (FHA) 

Central water and sewer systems: 
Water and Sewer Loan and Development 

Loan Grant Program (FHA) 

Title IV, 84 Stat. 1362-1368 
Title VI, 84 Stat. 1371-1379 
Sec. 202 and 203, 84 Stat. 

1361 
Title III, 84 Stat. 1362 
7 U.S.C. 1101 Public Law 

92-138 
Title VIII, 64 Stat. 

1379-1381 

Sec. 232, 84 Stat. 1753 

Sec. 4h and Sb, CCC Charter 
Act of 1949, as amended 

Title VII, 84 Stat. 1379 

Title VII, 84 Stat. 1379 

CCC Act 49 Sec. Sd and f 
15 U.S.C. 714~ Sec. 407 
15 U.S.C. 7146 

7 U.S.C. 2025 

42 U.S.C. 1772 

Sec. 502(a)(l)(b) (note g) 
Sec. 502(a)(l)(b) 
Sec. 515(b) (5) 

Public Law 92-419 

Land and water resource improvement: 
Rural Environmental Assistance 

_ 
16 U.S.C. 590 

Program (ASCS) 

Agency 
program 

evaluations 
(note a) 

No Yes 

X 

x 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

x 
X 
x 

X 

X 

Law(s) 
indicate 

evaluation 
No Yes - 

X 

X 
X (note cl 

x 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X (note hl 
X (note h) 
X (note h) 

X 

X 

aExcludes research studies conducted by Economic Research Service not identified by the program agency 

b 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service 

'Evaluation authorized in Public Law 91-524 sec. 609 

d Farmers Home Administration 

eExport Marketing Service 

f 
Food and Nutrition Service 

g 
Housing Act of 1949 

_I 
"Evaluation authorized in Public Law 92-419 sec. 603(b)(4) 
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CHAPTER 4 

SCHEDULED GAO REVIEWS 

Item 3 of the request states: 

"(3) Please provide me with a list of reviews of 
laws and programs scheduled by the General Account- 
ing Office, on the initiative of the Comptroller 
General which will provide the cost effectiveness 
and other evaluative materials mentioned in your 
letter, with respect to Agriculture, forestry and 
rural development." 

GAO is making ongoing self-initiated program results re- 
views on: 

--Reforestation and timber-stand improvement. 

--Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management timber- 
salvage program. 

--Adequacy of FHA's and other agencies' data on needs for 
water and sewer facilities. 

--Certification of State meat inspection programs. 

--Commodity exchange authority. 

--Effectiveness of agriculture attaches. 

Major lines of effort that are planned will concentrate 
on the following issues over the next year: 

--Effectiveness of Federal programs designed to develop 
rural areas. 

--Role of farm programs in maintaining balanced supply 
of agriculture commodities and promoting the well- 
being of farmers. 

--Effectiveness of Federal efforts to insure that safe 
food products are provided to consumers at fair and 
competitive prices, 
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--Effectiveness of Federal efforts to manage, conserve, 
and develop the Nation’s natural resources. 

--Effectiveness of Federal efforts to alleviate hunger 
and improve nutrition. 

12 



CHAPTER 5 

CONTINUING PROGRAM EVALUATION’ 

Item Z(b) of the request asks GAO to indicate: 

“Whether the administering agency conducts a 
continuing program analysis, evaluation, planning, 
and budgeting activity relative to its implementa- 
tion of the program.” 

The approach in this section was to review statements, 
directives, regulations, and descriptive materials relative 
to planning and budgeting systems and to hold meetings with 
USDA officials having responsibility for operating the sys- 
tems. 

The major programs fall in the purview of four agencies: 
Farmers Home Administration (FHA), Agricultural Stablization 
and Conservation Service (ASCS), Food and Nutrition Service 
(FNS), and Export Marketing Service (EMS). FHA, ASCS, and 
EMS do not have significant evaluation activities of a con- 
tinuing nature. 

However, USDA indicates that FHA has placed new emphasis 
on program evaluation and increased the evaluation staff and 
its functions and that ASCS has, in addition to the evaluation 
staff which we interviewed, an internal consultant staff 
engaged in evaluation. FNS has a fairly sizable program of 
in-depth evaluations, but there is little indication that 
such evaluation efforts are conducted on a systematic basis. 

USDA appears to have the necessary elements for cen- 
tralized and continuous planning and budgeting: organization 
and staffing have been provided; and a program and budget 
review committee has been established. USDA also has a for- 
mal detailed schedule for developing program and financial 
plans for fiscal years 1971 to 1978. Recently the Office of 
Planning and Evaluation established a schedule of program 
evaluations “designed to provide systematically for an eval- 
uation of each operating program over a cycle of years.” 

‘This chapter is based largely on a report, “The USDA Planning 
and Budgeting System,” by our consultant. 
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In addition, the Office of Information is developing 
a performance measurement system. One of the objectives for 
this system is: 

“To provide managers with periodic and timely 
information on progress toward defined USDA 
goals, and objectives as a function of resources 
consumed. ” 

In summary, it appears that USDA has a basic Department- 
wide system for continuing program analysis, evaluation, 
planning, and budgeting. We did not attempt to assess the 
degree to which the system was used to evaluate alternative 
courses of action. The four individual agencies respon- 
sible for the major programs collect fundamental statistics 
on a recurring basis. Generally, they appear not to have 
systematic schedules of evaluations as part of program man- 
agement and operations. 
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APPENDIX I 

METHOD OF SEARCHING FOR LAWS REQUIRING REPORTS 

We searched all laws to assemble the tables on laws re- 
quiring reports. First, the laws were divided into two 
groups: (1) those public laws passed on or before January 18, 
1970, and (2) those passed after January 18, 1970. (See 
P* 18.) 

The first group of laws are codified (1964 ed., supp. V, 
U.S.C.) and are on the computer tapes of the Air Force's Le- 
gal Information Thru Electronics (LITE) system. Through the 
LITE system, title 7 of the United States Code was searched 
using the keyword "report" or any of the related words listed 
on page 18. These same keywords in combination with the key- 
word "agriculture" or any of the agriculture-related words 
listed were used to search the rest of the titles. 

The second group of laws (not included in the LITE sys- 
tem at the time of the search) were examined as follows: 
Laws passed by the 2d session of the 91st Congress and the 
1st session of the 92d Congress were searched in the Index 
to Public Laws prepared by GAO's Office of the General Coun- 
sel. All laws under the heading "Agriculture" or any of the 
agriculture-related subject headings listed on page 18 were 
examined for margin or subheading references to "report" or 
its synonyms. The Index to Public Laws for the 2d session 
of the 92d Congress was not published at the time of the 
search, so all the laws passed at that session were reviewed 
to determine which laws dealt with agriculture or related 
topics. The agriculture laws found were also examined for 
margin and subheading references to "report" or its synonyms. 

! 

It is possible the search may have missed a few relevant 
citations requiring reports. (For example, some temporary 
laws are never codified.) Because of this, we verified the 
results by checking against two other lists of reports re- 
quired by law: One was "Reports To Be Made To Congress" 
(H. Dot. 92-221); the other was a "Compilation of Recurring 
Reports to be Submitted by the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
to Congress" (a list prepared by USDA for GAO). The verifi- 
cation produced two significant citations not identified by 
the search of the laws; it also revealed that the search had 
identified several citations not on the two above lists. 
Consequently, the lists of laws in the tables that follow 
are considered quite comprehensive. 
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APPENDIX I 

It is important to note the search did not distinguish 
wording with respect to the requirement for submitting the 
report. Although most citations used expressions, such as 
“a report shall be made,” “a report shall be required,” “the 
Secretary * * * is directed to report,” a few citations pro- 
vided the officer responsible for reporting with discretion 
by using an expression, such as “as he may deem necessary.” 

Another qualification of the search is that it does not 
fully distinguish whether the citations are within the juris- 
diction of the Committee. However, most of the laws cited, 
particularly the citations in title 7 and the recent public 
laws, were probably under the jurisdiction of the Committee. 
Although related to agriculture, several of the citations in 
the other titles probably are not within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee. 

The search identified approximately 400 separate cita- 
tions containing the word “report” or one of its synonyms. 
Of these citations, about 42 percent were deleted because 
they did not really indicate the reporting or transmission 
of agricultural related information; for example, one 
deleted citation (7 U.S.C. 2232) authorizes stenographic re- 
porting services. Of the remaining citations, 39 (see app.V) 
require either unique specialized reports or internal book- 
keeping reports. One (7 U.S.C. 6i) requires brokers to keep 
books and records and make any reports required. These cita- 
tions were not considered of primary significance to the 
Committee’s oversight of these programs. This leaves 183 
significant citations. The following information is provided 
for each: 

The citation. 
The citation subject area. 
Report subject or purpose. 
The reporting date. 
Indication of an evaluation report. 

The criterion for determining that a citation refers to 
program evaluation is a reference to providing information 
on program output. Following are examples of such reference. 

Progress toward meeting needs. 
Evaluating effectiveness. 
Results of programs. 
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APPENDIX I 

Appraisal of effectiveness. 
Contribution toward achieving purpose of act. 

Citations requiring recommendations but not back up analysis 
or requiring projections and analysis of future conditions 
have not been listed as evaluations. 

Appendix II provides information on title 7 citations; 
appendix III, information on all titles in the United States 
Code except for title 7; and appendix IV, information in cita- 
tions from recent public laws not codifed or computerized in 
LITE. 
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c 
GQ 

All public laws up to and including those 

passed by the 92d Congress, 2d session 

Laws passed on or before January 18, 1970 

(U. S. C. 1964 ed., supp. V.) 

Laws passed after January 18, 1970 

(Public Laws 91-191 to 92-607) 

v 
LITE system 

Any section containing any of the 
fallowing wards was reviewed. 

report evaluation 

reports evaluations 

reporting evaluate 

study evaluating 

studies evaluated 

Public Laws 91-191 to 

Public Laws 92.224 

I SEARCH TECHNIQUES 
I 

t 
LITE system 

v 
Any section containing any of the 

wards used to search title 7 and - 
any of the fallowing words was 

reviewed. 

agriculture foods 
agricultural fiber 

rural fibers 

forest nutrition 

forestry nutritional 

forests school lunch 

food 

Index to public laws 

All laws under the following subiect 

headings were examined far margin 

or subheading references to reports, 

study, or evaluation. 

agriculture lunch 

fiber rural 

food school lunch 

forestry 

Public Laws 92.225 to 

Public Laws 92.607 

v 
Visual search 

All laws were inspected to 

determine those that dealt with 
agriculture, or agriculture-related 

topics: those that did were 
examined far margin and subheading 

references to report, study, or 

evaluation. 



APPENDIX II 

LAWS REQUIRING PBPORTS--UNITED STATES CODE, TITLE 7 

Reporting 
date 

Evaluation 
indicated 

No 

Report subject 
or purpose 

Report on marketing 
conditions, suuply 
and demand 

Report on progress 
of each’ college 

Report on sale of 
scrip 

Amounts received 
and disbursed 

Receipts and 
expenditures of 
funds 

Amounts received 
and disbursed 

Receipts and 
expenditures of 
funds 

State ineligibility 

Subject area 

Commodity exchanges 

Citation 

7 U.S.C. 12 

7 U.S.C. 305 Agricultural colleges Annually Yes 

Agricultural colleges Annually No 7 U.S.C. 308 

Annually by 
September 1 

Annually 

No 7 U.S.C. 324 Agricultural colleges 

Yes 7 U.S.C. 325 Agricultural colleges 

7 U.S.C. 344 Cooperative Agriculture 
Extension 

Cooperative Agriculture 
Extension 

Annually on or about 
Jan. 1 

Annually on or about 
Jan. 1 

No 

No 7 U.S.C. 345 

7 U.S.C. 346 

7 U.S.C. 361~ 

Cooperative Agriculture 
Extension 

Agriculture Experiment 
Stations 

When appropriate No 

No Receipts and 
expenditures of 
funds 

Receipts and 
expenditures of 
funds 

Payments, facili- 
ties and with- 
holding of funds 

Condition of domes- 
tic anrmals and 
poultry 

Printing and dis- 
tribution of 
monthly crop 
reports 

Report on work and 
expenditures 

Discontinuance of 
alcohol Plants 

Analyses of repre- 
sentative cooper- 
ative association 

Condition and prog- 
ress of harvest- 
ing cotton crop 

Acreage of cotton 
planted 

Annually by Sept. 1 

. 
Annually by Sept. 1 No 

No 

7 U.S.C. 390 Agriculture Experiment 
Stations 

Annually during 
1st. Sess. of Cong. 

7 U.S.C. 3901 Agriculture Experiment 
Stations 

7 U.S.C. 391 Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try 

No 

7 U.S.C. 411a Crop reports - Monthly by 12th day No 

Annually No 

No 

No 

7 U.S.C. 418 

7 U.S.C. 439b 

7 U.S.C. 453(b)3 

Agriculture Experiment 
Station 

Operation of Government- 
owned alcohol plants 

Divrsion of Cooperative 
Market rng 

When appropriate 

When advisable 

Monthly from August 
to December 

No 7 U.S.C. 475 

7 U.S.C. 476 

Cotton crop reports 

cotton Annually by July 12 NO 
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APPENDIX II 

Reporting 
data 

Quarterly and annu- 
ally 

As necessary 

Evaluation 
indicated 

No 

No 

Report subject 
or purpose 

Tobacco statistics 

Subject area 

Tobacco 

Citation 

7 U.S.C. so1 

7 U.S.C. 613 Commodity benefits Such reports as may 
be necessary if 
the President ter- 
minates this title 

Reports on condi- 
tion and progress 
of rural electri- 
fication 

Report of activities 

Peanut statistics 

7 U.S.C. 902 Yes Rural electrification 

7 U.S.C. 910 

7 U.S.C. 951 

7 U.S.C. 1158(a) 

Rural electrification 

Peanuts 

Annually by Jan. 20 

Monthly or as other- 
wise prescribed 

As necessary 

No 

No 

Sugar Such reports as may 
be necessary dur- 
ing suspension of 
sugar quotas 

A report on experi- 
ence and operation 
of the program 
including recomc 
mendations for 
modification and 
alternatives 

Report such infor- 
mation and records 
as necessary 

Report such infor- 
mation and records 
as necessary 

Special cotton 
research pro- 
gram 

Amount of dairy 
products given to 
Veterans Adminis- 
tration 

No 

No January 1, 1966 7 U.S.C. 1314c 
(i)(2) 

Tobacco 

7 U.S.C. 1373 

7 U.S.C. 1379h 

7 U.S.C. 1441 Note 

7 U.S.C. 1446[a)a 

Quota administration No 

No 

No 

No 

Wheat marketing 
allocation 

Annually 

Semiannually 

Basic agricultural 
commodities 

Dairy products _ 

7 U.S.C. 1446a(b) 

7 U.S.C. 1508(a) 

Dairy products 

Crop insurance 

Amount of dairy 
products given to 
the Army 

Results of crop 
insurance program 
on each commodrty 
insured 

GAO audit of Federal 
Crop Insurance 
Corporation’s 
financial transac- 
tions 

Report such infor- 
mation as the 
President may 
require 

Semiannually 

Annually 

No 

Yes 

7 U.S.C. 1513 Crop insurance Annually No 

No From time to time 7 U.5.C. 1642 Stabllizatlon of inter- 
national wheat market 
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Citation 

7 U.S.C. 1703 

7 U.S.C. 1704(k) (4) Agricultural trade 
development 

7 U.S.C. 1704a Agricultural trade 
development 

7 U.S.C. 1736b Agricultural trade 
development 

7 U.S.C. 1851(b) Surplus commodity dis- 
posal 

7 U.S.C. 1905 Humane methods of live- 
stock slaughter 

7 U.S.C. 2019(e) Food stamps 

7 U.S.C. 2025(a) Food stamps 

Subject area 

Agriculture trade 
development 

7 U.S.C. 2105(c) Cotton research 

7 U.S.C. 2106(f) Cotton research 

7 U.S.C. 2106(g) Cotton research 

7 U.S.C. 2113 Cotton research 

7 U.S.L. 2207 

7 1u.s.c. 2208 

: 1. >., L20') 

Functions of the Secre- 
tary, Agriculture 

L-unctions of the USDA 

tunctlons of the USDA 

Report subject 
or purpose 

Review of sales 
agreements to 
“friendly coun- 
tries” 

Extent, uses, and 
effects of 
excesses of for- 
eign currency 

Any agreement for 
the use of for- 
eign currencies 

Progress of each 
county with which 
agreements are in 
effect 

Quantities of sur- 
plus commodities 
end methods of 
disposition 

Recommendations on 
new methods of 
livestock slaugh- 
ter 

Reports and other 
infqrmation as 
may be required 

A report setting 
forth operations 
and projecting 
needs 

Reports necessary 
to effecting, 
administering or 
enforcing this 
chapter 

Receipt and dis- 
bursement of funds 

Accounting for funds 
received and 
expended 

Information rele- 
vant to certifi- 
cation 

General report of 
secretary’s acts 
and specral 
reports on par- 
ticular subjects 

Render accounts of 
the expenditure 
of all money 

Furnish proper 
vouchers and 
accounts of the 
sums appropriated 

Reporting 
date 

Periodically 

Evaluation 
indicated -- 

NO 

As often as necessary Yes 

60 days after 
the agreement 

No 

Annually by April 1 No 

Annually 

Annually 

No 

No 

Time to time No 

‘Annually by Jan. 20 No 

Whenever required 

Time to time 

Annually 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 
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