
Page 675 TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE § 1366

farm marketing quota of his farm shall be 
mailed to the farmer. 

Notice of the farm acreage allotment estab-
lished for each farm shown by the records of the 
county committee to be entitled to such allot-
ment shall insofar as practicable be mailed to 
the farm operator in sufficient time to be re-
ceived prior to the date of the referendum. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 362, 52 Stat. 62; 
Aug. 29, 1949, ch. 518, § 2(c), 63 Stat. 676.)

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

1949—Act Aug. 29, 1949, inserted paragraph providing 
for mailing of notice of allotment. 

§ 1363. Review of quota; review committee 

Any farmer who is dissatisfied with his farm 
marketing quota may, within fifteen days after 
mailing to him of notice as provided in section 
1362 of this title, have such quota reviewed by a 
local review committee composed of three farm-
ers from the same or nearby counties appointed 
by the Secretary. Such committee shall not in-
clude any member of the local committee which 
determined the farm acreage allotment, the nor-
mal yield, or the farm marketing quota for such 
farm. Unless application for review is made 
within such period, the original determination 
of the farm marketing quota shall be final. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 363, 52 Stat. 63; 
Apr. 12, 1951, ch. 28, § 3, 65 Stat. 31.)

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

1951—Act Apr. 12, 1951, provided that the Secretary 
appoint a local review committee composed of 3 farm-
ers from the same or nearby counties.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

REVIEW OF 1950 COTTON FARM ACREAGE ALLOTMENT 

Act Mar. 31, 1950, ch. 81, § 2, 64 Stat. 41, provided that 
any farmer dissatisfied with his farm acreage allot-
ment for the 1950 cotton crop could have such allot-
ment reviewed in accordance with the provisions of this 
chapter. 

§ 1364. Compensation of review committee 

The members of the review committee shall 
receive as compensation for their services the 
same per diem as that received by the members 
of the committee utilized for the purposes of 
chapter 3B of title 16. The members of the re-
view committee shall not be entitled to receive 
compensation for more than thirty days in any 
one year. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 364, 52 Stat. 63.)

Editorial Notes 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

Chapter 3B [§ 590a et seq.] of title 16, referred to in 
text, was in the original a reference to the Soil Con-
servation and Domestic Allotment Act. 

§ 1365. Institution of proceeding for court review 
of committee findings 

If the farmer is dissatisfied with the deter-
mination of the review committee, he may, 

within fifteen days after a notice of such deter-
mination is mailed to him by registered mail or 
by certified mail, file a bill in equity against the 
review committee as defendant in the United 
States district court, or institute proceedings 
for review in any court of record of the State 
having general jurisdiction, sitting in the coun-
ty or the district in which his farm is located, 
for the purpose of obtaining a review of such de-
termination. Bond shall be given in an amount 
and with surety satisfactory to the court to se-
cure the United States for the costs of the pro-
ceeding. The bill of complaint in such pro-
ceeding may be served by delivering a copy 
thereof to any one of the members of the review 
committee. Thereupon the review committee 
shall certify and file in the court a transcript of 
the record upon which the determination com-
plained of was made, together with its findings 
of fact. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 365, 52 Stat. 63; 
Pub. L. 86–507, § 1(5), June 11, 1960, 74 Stat. 200.)

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

1960—Pub. L. 86–507 inserted ‘‘or by certified mail’’ 
after ‘‘registered mail’’. 

§ 1366. Court review 

The review by the court shall be limited to 
questions of law, and the findings of fact by the 
review committee, if supported by evidence 
shall be conclusive. If application is made to the 
court for leave to adduce additional evidence, 
and it is shown to the satisfaction of the court 
that such additional evidence is material and 
that there were reasonable grounds for failure to 
adduce such evidence in the hearing before the 
review committee, the court may direct such ad-
ditional evidence to be taken before the review 
committee in such manner and upon such terms 
and conditions as to the court may seem proper. 
The review committee may modify its findings 
of fact or its determination by reason of the ad-
ditional evidence so taken, and it shall file with 
the court such modified findings or determina-
tion, which findings of fact shall be conclusive. 
The court shall hear and determine the case 
upon the original record of the hearing before 
the review committee, and upon such record as 
supplemented if supplemented, by further hear-
ing before the review committee pursuant to di-
rection of the court. The court shall affirm the 
review committee’s determination, or modified 
determination, if the court determines that the 
same is in accordance with law. If the court de-
termines that such determination or modified 
determination is not in accordance with law, the 
court shall remand the proceeding to the review 
committee with direction either to make such 
determination as the court shall determine to be 
in accordance with law or to take such further 
proceedings as, in the court’s opinion, the law 
requires. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 366, 52 Stat. 63; 
Pub. L. 98–620, title IV, § 402(6), Nov. 8, 1984, 98 
Stat. 3357.)
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1 So in original. 

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

1984—Pub. L. 98–620 substituted ‘‘The court’’ for ‘‘At 
the earliest convenient time, the court, in term time or 
vacation,’’.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1984 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 98–620 not applicable to cases 
pending on Nov. 8, 1984, see section 403 of Pub. L. 98–620, 
set out as an Effective Date note under section 1657 of 
Title 28, Judiciary and Judicial Procedure. 

§ 1367. Stay of proceedings and exclusive juris-
diction 

The commencement of judicial proceedings 
under this subpart shall not, unless specifically 
ordered by the court, operate as a stay of the re-
view committee’s determination. Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the juris-
diction conferred by this subpart to review the 
legal validity of a determination made by a re-
view committee pursuant to this subpart shall 
be exclusive. No court of the United States or of 
any State shall have jurisdiction to pass upon 
the legal validity of any such determination ex-
cept in a proceeding under this subpart. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 367, 52 Stat. 64.) 

§ 1368. Effect of increase on other quotas 

Notwithstanding any increase of any farm 
marketing quota for any farm as a result of re-
view of the determination thereof under this 
subpart, the marketing quotas for other farms 
shall not be affected. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 368, 52 Stat. 64.)

SUBPART II—ADJUSTMENT OF QUOTAS AND 
ENFORCEMENT 

§ 1371. General adjustment of quotas 

(a) Investigation and adjustment to maintain 
normal supply 

If at any time the Secretary has reason to be-
lieve that in the case of cotton,1 or rice the op-
eration of farm marketing quotas in effect will 
cause the amount of such commodity which is 
free of marketing restrictions to be less than 
the normal supply for the marketing year for 
the commodity then current, he shall cause an 
immediate investigation to be made with re-
spect thereto. In the course of such investiga-
tion due notice and opportunity for hearing 
shall be given to interested persons. If upon the 
basis of such investigation the Secretary finds 
the existence of such fact, he shall proclaim the 
same forthwith. He shall also in such proclama-
tion specify such increase in, or termination of, 
existing quotas as he finds, on the basis of such 
investigation, is necessary to make the amount 
of such commodity which is free of marketing 
restrictions equal the normal supply. 

(b) Adjustment because of emergency or export 
demand 

If the Secretary has reason to believe that, be-
cause of a national emergency or because of a 

material increase in export demand, any na-
tional marketing quota or acreage allotment for 
cotton,1 or rice should be increased or termi-
nated, he shall cause an immediate investiga-
tion to be made to determine whether the in-
crease or termination is necessary to meet such 
emergency or increase in export demand. If, on 
the basis of such investigation, the Secretary 
finds that such increase or termination is nec-
essary, he shall immediately proclaim such find-
ing (and if he finds an increase is necessary, the 
amount of the increase found by him to be nec-
essary) and thereupon such quota or allotment 
shall be increased, or shall terminate, as the 
case may be. 

(c) Increase of farm quota on increase of na-
tional quota 

In case any national marketing quota or acre-
age allotment for any commodity is increased 
under this section, each farm marketing quota 
or acreage allotment for the commodity shall be 
increased in the same ratio. 

(Feb. 16, 1938, ch. 30, title III, § 371, 52 Stat. 64; 
Apr. 3, 1941, ch. 39, § 5, 55 Stat. 92; Aug. 28, 1954, 
ch. 1041, title III, § 312, 68 Stat. 904; Pub. L. 
87–703, title III, § 321, Sept. 27, 1962, 76 Stat. 626; 
Pub. L. 107–171, title I, § 1309(h)(2), May 13, 2002, 
116 Stat. 182; Pub. L. 108–357, title VI, § 611(i), 
Oct. 22, 2004, 118 Stat. 1522.)

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

2004—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 108–357, § 611(i)(1), sub-
stituted ‘‘or rice’’ for ‘‘rice, or tobacco’’ in first sen-
tence. 

Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 108–357, § 611(i)(2), which directed 
amendment of first sentence of subsec. (b) by sub-
stituting ‘‘or rice’’ for ‘‘rice, or tobacco’’, was executed 
by making the substitution for ‘‘rice,, or tobacco’’, to 
reflect the probable intent of Congress. 

2002—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 107–171, § 1309(h)(2)(A), 
struck out ‘‘peanuts,’’ before ‘‘or tobacco’’ in first sen-
tence. 

Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 107–171, § 1309(h)(2)(B), struck out 
‘‘peanuts’’ before ‘‘or tobacco’’ in first sentence. 

1962—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 87–703, § 321(1), struck out 
‘‘corn, wheat,’’ before ‘‘cotton’’. 

Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 87–703, § 321(2), struck out ‘‘any 
national acreage allotment for corn, or’’ after ‘‘export 
demand,’’, ‘‘wheat,’’ before ‘‘cotton’’ and ‘‘in order to 
effect the declared policy of this chapter or’’ before ‘‘to 
meet such emergency’’. 

1954—Subsec. (b). Act Aug. 28, 1954, § 312(a), inserted 
proviso relating to national acreage allotment for corn, 
and struck out corn from national marketing quota 
provision. 

Subsec. (c). Act Aug. 28, 1954, § 312(b), inserted ‘‘or 
acreage allotment’’ after ‘‘marketing quota’’ wherever 
appearing. 

Subsec. (d). Act Aug. 28, 1954, § 312(c), repealed subsec. 
(d) which related to the adjustment of corn storage reg-
ulations on change in marketing quotas. 

1941—Subsecs. (a), (b). Act Apr. 3, 1941, inserted ‘‘pea-
nuts,’’ after ‘‘rice,’’.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2004 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 108–357 applicable to the 2005 
and subsequent crops of tobacco, see section 643 of Pub. 
L. 108–357, set out as an Effective Date note under sec-
tion 518 of this title. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1962 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 87–703 effective only with re-
spect to programs applicable to the crops planted for 
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