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United States Offive of the . Washingtan,
Bepartment of General D.C.
A Agriculture Coungel 20250-1400
FEB 10 2805
The Honorable Bill Lockyer
Attorey General

State of Cﬂzformabepar&nent of Justice
1515 Clay Street, 20% Floor

P.Q. Box 70550

Qaklapd, California 84612- 0550

. SUBJECT: Califomia Proposition 65

Dear Mr. Lockyer:

In view of recent developmeénts, we would like to advise you of our legal position
concerning the application of the provisions of California Proposition 63 with respect to the
distribution of mueat-and poultry products inspecied at federal establishments under the Federal
Meat Inspection Act and the Pouliry Produsts Inspection Act..

o As you know, California Proposition 65, enacted as the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic
Enforcesient Act'of 1986, provides that no person in the course 6f doing business may
“kmowingly and inteptionally expose any individual to a chemaical known to the State io cause
cancer or reproductive toxicity without first piving clear and reasonable warning to such
individval” Such warning “may be provided by general methods such as labels on consumer
prodicts, posting of notices, and the like, provided that the warning accoruplished is clear and

easonable”

Tn. 1987, then Secretary of Agriculture Richard B, Lyng sent a leiter to the then California
Governor George Deukmejian concerning the implementation of Prcpo&ﬁon 65. In that lefter,
USDA set forth the statutory authorities and precedent cases supporting the position that the
prowsmns of the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Pouliry Products Inspectzon Act
concerning labeling Tequirements preempted the appHeation of the provisions of Praposition 65

fo meat and pouliry products.

Fn Novermber 2004, an individual in California filed a 60-day Notice of Violation against
several USDA inspected meat and poultry establishments, alleging that these establishments
violate Proposition 65 because thay cause oonsumer exposure to ¢erfain chemicals in violation of
Fropogition 65. That individual is requesting that the firms provide poiuni-of-sale labsling on
their produets to include a warning that the products contain polychloripated dlbenzmp-dmms

and polychlorinated b1phenyls
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In December 2004, then Secretary Ann M. Venernan sent a letter to Governor Atnold
Schwarzenegger cancerning the application of provisions of Proposmon 65 to meat and poultry
produsts regulated by USDA. In that letter, USDA reaffirmed the position taken in the 1987

letter regarding faderal preemption.

On January 14, 2005, USDA attomeys bad conversations with Edward G, Weil, Senior
Deputy Attorney General, with respect to enforcoment of Proposition 65. In that conversation,
Mr. Weil advised that he did not believe that USDA had preemptive authority with respect to
California’s point-of-sale wamning requirements. In support of his position, he cited the 9°
Circnit Court of Appeals decision issued in 1992 conceming California warning requiremerits

applicablé to fungicides, inseclicides, and the like, (Chemical Snecipltics Memifactirers

Association v. Allenby, 958 F.2d 941 (1992)). The USDA attorneys disagreed with Mr. Weil as
to USDA’s preemptive authority with respect fo point-of-sale 1ab eling, Theynoted that USDA’s.

preemptive anthority under the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Poultry Produets Ingpection
Act has consxstenﬂy beenn mtegpreted very broadly based on the vuiquely comprehensive
regulatory and inspection provisions of thoge statutes.

: Both the Federal Meat Inspection Aot and the Poultry Prodocts Inspection Act provide a
comprehensive statuiory framework to ensure that meat, meat food products, poultry and pouliry
food products prepared for commerce are wholesome, not adulferated, and are properly labeled
and packaged. The Federal Meat Inspection Act mandates fhat inspectors in federal

© establishments (slaughtermg, paokmg, meet-canning, rendering or sixilar estabhshmcnts)
perform ante-mortem inspection snd examinution of animals for disease prior to slanghter. 21

. US.C, § 603. The inspectors also must perform post-anortem examination and inspection of all
the-animal carcasses and parts, end all meat food products prepared for commerce. Those found
not to be adulterated are marked, stamped, tagged or ldbeled as “Inspected and Passed”, while all
carcasses and parts aund meat food products foand to be adulterated are marked, stamped, tagged
or tebeled as “inspected and condermed” and are destroyed. 21 U.5.C. §§ 604, 605 and 606,
The Act also mandates that inspectors examine the sanitary conditions of all federal
establishments in which the animals are glaughtered and the meat and meat food products ere
prepared for comnmerce, ‘Where sanifary conditions of any establistment are such that the meat
or meat food products are rendered adulterated, the inspestor shall refuse 1o allow the meat or
meat food products to be Jabeled, marked, stataped, of tagged as “mspected and passed”, 21

U.8.C. § 608.

" The Act also sets ouf stringent requirements for the labeling of meat or meat food
products prepared for commerce. The container or receptacle of the meat or meat food products
mspected and passed for commerce shall be labeled as “inspected and passed™. 21 US.C. §

- 607(a). The carcasses, parts of carcasses, meat-and mest food products inspected at any
establishment and found not to be adulterated shall bear, either directly or on their containers,
information as required under the misbranding provisions of 21 U.S.C. § 601(n). 21 US.C. §
607(b). Additionally, only meat food products which haye marking, Jabeking, and comtainers
which ave not false or misleading and Which are appraved by the Sacretary may be disiributed in

commerce, 21 U.8.C. § 607(d).
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The Poultry Products Inspection Act has similar inspection, labeling and sanitation
provisions for poultry and poultry products. 21 U.5.C. §§ 455, 456 and 457,

The Federal Meat Tnspection Aot and the Poultry Products Iaspection Act have explicit
preemption clanses which provide that marking, labeling, packaging or ingredient requireraents
which are in addition to, or different than, those made under the Federal Meat Ispeotion Act and
fhe Pouliry Products Inspection Act may not be imposed by a State with respect to articles
prepared at any establishment under inspection iri sccordance with the Tequirements ynder those
Acts, The Federal Meat Inspection Act preamption clause states that “[m]arking, labeling,
packaging or ingredient requirements in addition to, or different than, those made under this Act
may not be imposed by any State or Territory or the District of Columbia with respect to articles
prepared at any establishment tuder inspection in accordance with requirements nnder title I of
this Act..” 21 U.8.C. § 678. Likewise, the Poultry Products Inspection Act presmption clause
states that “fm]arking, labeling, packaging or ingredient requirements (or sforage or handling

- ‘requirements found by the Secretary to unduly interfere with the free fléw of pouliry products in

comymeree) in addition to, or different than, those made under this Act may not he imposed by
any State or Territory or the District of Columbia with respect fo articles prepared af any official
establishment in accordance with the requirements under this Act ...” 21 U.8,C. § 467(e).

In the legisletive findings for both the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Poultry
Prochcts Inspection Act, it is declared that all meat and poultry products which are regulated
under those Acts *...are either ip interstate or foreigh commerce or substantially affect such

" commerce.” Ttis further declared that “.. regulation by the Secratary and cooperation by the

States are appropriate to prevent and eliminate burdens upon such commerce, to effectively

. regulate such commerce, and to protect the health and welfare of consumers.” 21 U.S.C. § 451

and 21 U.S.C. § 602.

Tn addition, the Federal Meat Inspection Act and. the Ponltry Products nspection Act
have specific definitions for the terms “label” and “Tabeling”. The Federal Meat Inspection Act
states that “the term *label’ means a display of written, printed, or graphic matter upon the
immediate container (not including package liners) of aoy article”; and “the ferm “labeling’
means al} labels and other written, printed ot graphic matter (1) upop any éxticle or any of its
contaimers of Wrappers, or (2) accompanying such article.” 21 U.8.C, § 601{0} and (p).
Likewise, the Pouliry Products Tnspection Act states that “the term ‘label” means a display of
writfen, printed or graphic matter upon any article or immediate container (ot including
packaged liners) of any article; and the term ‘labeling’ means all Iabels and other written,
printed, or graphic matter (1) upon any acticls of any of its containets or wrappers, or (2)
accompanying such article,” 21 U.S.G. § 453(s).

Tt is our view that the term “labeling’ clearly includes point-of-sale warning materials
required pursuant to the provisions of Proposition 65, See V.E. Irons, Inc. v, United States, 244
F.2d 34 (1957), cert. denied, 354 U8, 923 (1957) (The term “labeling” must be given broad
meating to include all Hierature used in sale of food and drugs, whether or not it is shipped into
interstate commerce along with the article). Thus, to thé extent that Proposition 65 would
require a wamning statement on point of purchase materials for meat or poultry products, it would
be inposing a requirement in addition to, or different than, the federal labeling requirements.
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Under the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Poultry Products Inspection Act, Califormia is
preampted from doing so, With such warming, the point-of-sale materials would only confuse
the public as to the whelesomeness of the meat and poultry produots.

'We believe that our position is suﬁported by othet precedent federal cases. In 1977, the
Unjted States Supreme Court confinnad the preamptive authority of the Federal Meat Inspection

Act conoeming lebeling requirements. See Jones v. Rafh Packing Co., 430 U8, 512 (1977}
beling that made no allowaunce for moisture loss was

(California law regarding net weight la
preempted by the Fedetal Meat Tuspection Act), See also Armour & Co, v. Ball, 468 F.2d 76 6®

Cir. 1972), cert. denied, 411 U.S. 981 (1978). Since that time, federal courts have consistently
ruled that the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Ponltry Products Inspection Act clearly and
explicitly preempt labeling, marking and ingredient requirements belng imnposed by a State that
are in addition to, or different than, the federal labeling, marking and ingredient requireraents.
See Grocery Manufacturer’s of America v. Gerace, 581 F. Supp. 658 (S.D. N.Y, 1984), aff' din
part and rav'd in part on other grounds, 755 F.2d 993 (2d Cir. 1985); Animal Legal Defense.

Fupd v, Provini Veal Corporation, 626 F. Supp. 278 (D. Mass., 1986), aff"d, 802 F.2d 440

(1986); National Broiler Council v. Voss, 44 .3d 740 (9" Cir. 1994) (Poultry Prodicts
Tospection Act preempts California law prohibiting wse of the word “fresh” on pouliry products

upless poultry is stored under certain conditions).

The Food Safety and Inspection Service of this Department bas implemented a policy
consistent with the Jegal arguments specified above. In August 18, 1994, the agency issued 2
policy memorandem affirming that informational materials such as pamphiets, brochures, and
posters, accompatiying meat and pouliry products at the point-of-sale are deemed labeling and |
are snbject to provisions of the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Poultry Products Inspection .
Act. FSIS, Food Labeling Division, Policy Memo 1144, “Point of Purchase Materials”,
Additionally, the agency has igsued regnlations on nutrition information provided at the peint of
purchase, 9 CFR. § 317.345. The agency has consistently taken enforcement actions to
implement this policy. We-are enclosing copies of lefters reflecting the agency’s enforcement

actions in the past with respect to point-of-sale labeling.

. ‘We hope fhat the foregoing clarifies our position in this matter, and hope you will agree
that Proposition 65 may not be effected in 2 mannes requinng point-of-sale labeling of meat,
poultry, or products thereof regulated under the Federal Meat Inspection Act or the Poultry
Products Inspection Act. Please let me know if you believe there is any need to discuss this {ssne

further.
Sincersly,

- % @V‘b‘f 51 /3/‘%/’*0"’\-4
- Nancy §. Bryson ‘
(Gemeral Counsel

Enclosures
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ce: Bdward G, Weil, Senior Deputy Attorniey General

. 8615
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Yo: Branch Chiefs . y ) Policy Menio 1144
. Agust 18, 1994
From: Cheryl Wade, Ditegtor : ' .
Food Labeling Division
Regulatory Progrems

Snbject' Point of Puzchase Matenals

ISSUE To egtablish guidelines for ute of point of pmM omotluﬁal materials for meat and poulny _
products, . N

POLICY: This Policy Memo supemadcs Polcy Meino 114, Pomt of pyrchase matmals which refer t6 specific .
meat or poultry products ave considered Iabeling under certain cireumstimces. When pnnted and/or graphic
inférmational materials (e.g,, pmphieu brochutes, posters, etc.) accotnpatiy or are applied to products or suy of
thieir containess or wrappers at fhe point of pufchase, such materials and the claims that they bear are destued
labeling and they sre subject to the provisions of the Federal Meat Inspection Act and thc Poultry Products

Jnspestion Act.

Although thé Food Labeling Division ( (I'L'D) ﬁoss not ﬁtarmse its aui:horityfo subjest point of purchase
matenials to specific prior approval (oaterials shipped with the products from the federally ingpected
establishment ire an exceptién), we do expect point bf purchase materials to be in accordarice with the Federal
regulations and 4l current labeling policiés, Upbil request, FLD will review and comment on the point of .
“y6hase materials submitted ¢ onr office. ‘During the review process, promotional maferials will be
.-utinized for special claims, par’tlcularly those related to nutrition, diet, and animal husband:ypmcnces

Claims related to notrition and diet st be made in accordante with all ererent nutrition labeling regnlations,
Continuing compliance with stated elaims willbe assurid throngh pe:nod:c sampling, a# necessacy. claims are
,xpecwﬂ to be within the compliance parameters identified in the nutrftion labeling regulatmm

\nimal husbandry clatmns (6.5, the nénnsa of anﬁbmﬁes or growfh stimalants) thay be made cnIy for produsts
hipped in containers br wiappers Iabeled with the same axdmal predioction clatas.
ATIONALE: Historically, point of purchasematéridls generally consisted of printed and/er graphm '
terature Jocated in close proximity to a product at the retail counter. However, the nature of promotional

1aterials which bear oledms about specific products has broadened and presently inslndes materials which,

ghere divectly to 2 package, are inserted mto a package, or enclose an entire pro&uct 8s itis sold to the

pialiikesto

tace such point of purchase materials are deemed labahng and subjeot to the:  provisions of the Federal Mest
spection Act aud the Pouliry Producw Tispection Act but have not teen reviewed for prior label approval, a
oness is still needed by which the accmacy of the informétion preseiited to the consumeét can be substantiated
the casé of dnimal hushandry elaims, scturacy is Besé anpared if Jabeling betiring the-ghme ‘claims has been
mted.pnor agproval ani is subject ta the monitoring prooedites available throngh: the authonty of pricrlabel
proval. Without feview for pndr idbel approval, w:mallyno prac:?:ical methods exist 1o asstire acouracy.
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- I The uttition « labeling regnlations, effective July 6, 1994, differ draniatically and; in tany cases, are £ mote
résirictive than previously published nutrition labeling policies, Itis important that dutrition-related information
inofnded in point of purchises materialy comiply with the new nistrition Iabeling régnlations, As befors,
anialytica] sampling offers 3 méans of aseuring the adouricy of the stated nuivitional claims,
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USDA
i

United States Bepartmentof Agriculture

Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250

DEC I' 5 2004
The Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger
Governor
State of California #
State Capitol Building

Sacramento, California 95814
Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

This lefter is to advise you of the position of the Depariment of Agriculture (USDA) with
respect {0 the application of the provisions of the California Health and Safety Code,
seotion 25249, 7(d)(Proposition 65) to meat and poultey products regulated by USDA.
This issue was addressed in 2 Fune 12, 1987, letter from then-Secretary Richard Lyng to
then-Governor George Denkmajian. In that letter, USDA set forth the statutory
authoriti¢s and precedent cases supporting the position that the provisions of the Federal
Meat Inspection Act, 21 U.S.C. § 601 ¢t §6q., and the Poultry Products Inspection Act, 21
U.8.C, § 451 et seq., concerning labeling requirements preempied the application of the
provisions of Proposition 65 to meat and poultry products.

We recently have been advised that the issue of the application of the provisions of

Propasition 65 has been raised again. In view of that development, we want to reaffirm
the position taken in the 1987 letter. A copy of that letter is enclosed for your
information.

Sincerely,

a

Arn M. Veneman
Secretary

Enclosure

An Equal Opporiunily Ematayar
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#5 tha Eegredary of Agrioniture, py detdes incinde Irglemogtation of the
Fadaral Mt Inspection Act CFEIAY {21 p.8.8. 601 8t seqs} and thy Poultry
roducts Tnspoctdan Act {PPIA) (21 9.5.0. 451 o% Se9.T. Tiese statuves, which
e adainigtarad by the Department’s Foud SzFS® ang Inspecvion Sarvien (FS19)
(24 OF% 2.17(a) (2} ang Z,55(2)(2)}, reauire Suspection at varfous businstras
snganed In tie laschtaring o~ gibap prezaratien o gwaessing of yarfous
Tvastock and/or poetir preducts for koea consmiption and otherwise requiate
e contgnts and composition and the mmng, TabalIng, and pan:ka?fng of the
prodycts Shey-dfstributa, . Rpproximataly 780 slaughtertng andfer Furthep
provessing estabTishaonts fn Californts cwreently operste under ¥SIS's mead snd
pouttry {nspactian program. In edditian, many of the cther 7400 Faderally
inspecied estavifshments in the Unfted States dfstribute weat, meat food
productsy andfor peultry srodugts $n Californis. )

seyera] wrace assoclations 'of busingsses pegrlated under thi FIIA or The PPIX
recERBly contastse mex to express concern recarding the pessibiiity of 2ctiog to-
enfuree Section EERAC.G of Chaptor £.¢ of the' &a1itornia Henlfh and Safely

tede, the “safe Brinking Yater and Joxie Enforcement Ret of fous,” Section
£534%.8 provides that po persen Tn the cogrse of guing businass may “wrowingly
dnd Intentionally exnose any fad{vidual to & chemical known % the Stats to
CaUSE cancgr &r raproductlive toxfolly without first aivldg cleer and reaganabie
@eraing to sueh fadividnai, excapt &s provided #n Section 2EZ98.100,%  Seetion .
25849,11(F} further specifi{es that such warning "may be provided by geawrsi
wethnds soch s Yabels on constmer products, . . , pasting of aotices, . . . ang
w2 1ike, rrovided Wit the wirnin ecopipliahed 12 ¢Vear amd reasonaskle”, angd -
1% reguires that impTemenying regulations ™o the axient orag tcahle place the
obligation to previde any varning matertals such as labols on the producer ar
packacer rather than of the retad) Ssller . 4, . " :

1 bave concluded thar thesa {ndustey pesbavs® concaen is lagitimate, I
vecopnize siimk Seotion 25249.50{a} provides that "Sectien 25249,8 shal) apt
iy to.{adn sxposure for witich fedsral Tew goveras warning fn a saoner thse
pragupts state authority.” tavertBoless, the grovisions of Chapter &,6 and
Implementation-related developments £o date rofse sarfous cusstions aboyt
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ahathar the State of Califorafa I= sware of e presmptive affects of Faders)
13w {n ragulating weat, meat foud pradusrs, and peUTErY products,

¥ €311 yoyr atbention, in partisular, U the explictt presapbion secttons in

both thy FHIA and tha PPIA {2) U.8.0. 457s and 518}.. These segtions provide
that earking, Yadeling, ga&kagfng, or ingrediant vaquivements whick are fn
addition to, or different than, thoss cade under the FIIA or PPIA way not be
inposad by & State with respucy Ly srticles grapamd a% any establishmeant undey
Inspection in accordant= wity the requireeents bndar $i4)s £ of the FRIA oy
ander tha PPIA; & Siate amly =ay, coptistent with requirenents under the FMIA
or FPIA, axearcise soficurrent Surisdistion over ertic]es requived tc ka
{nspected thereunder for the pyrsesn of preventing ihe distwibytion of such
arkiclex that are adulterated or sishranded, -as cefined therain, and also are
outside of such ‘an establishient, Thase sections. alsg pravuibit a State from
iopastng any requiremen® {eShsr then certain consistsnt recordkeeping, accass,

+ and rsTated . requiresents) within the schpe of the FMEA or PPIA with respect o

presises, facilities, and operatioas of any such egrabl isamant that are in
add{tfon to, or differemt than, thoss made under the FRIX op PPIA,

The Departzent views these provisians 4s a0 integral part of the eoqpretens!ve
regulatary schems droated by the FHEA and FFIA for corvain Myestock and-
poultry produgis, respectively. In establishing the system of inspectfon ang
Gther requiraments to sddress the problus presented By peat and dest food
preaucts and by paultry preducts waich ere unwholasome, auulteratad, or
wlsbrandad, tha Congress of che United States speeificatly Found that the
articles =4 rogulatad are elfther fp or substantlally affect fntergtats or
foreign comfapee, and recpiatios by Ihe Seeretary of Agricalture @nd <auperstion
by the S%stes abd other Jurisdictions as tontemplated Uvsis are appropriate to
prevent and elipinate durdens tpon and effuciively repelete such commeres 23
well at to protect the hea)ih and wslvarma of consumprs (31 H.2.8, A8 and ZU2).

Apeng other things, ths FRIA and PPIA roquire the csndeumstion of zdulterated
articles {21 U.5.c. 468(c), 604, and 8G3(b}) and authorize the S2cretary 1o
preseriba sarking, ladel1ag, and composiitonal requirements to pravant {he )
dgistribution of articles with hbe?m? that fs false or wisleading or that are
otheruise misbranded {23 UeS.L. 953(h}, 457(b} and {d}, 60X{n}, ond §071e) and
fell. Articlas found mot 40 b adnlteratsd must hosr the inspaction Jazend snd
other sfspranding-ralated inforvation whes they leave an frspected
estublishuent (2% U.5,C. 457(4) and S57(h}}. \nile no srviele subject to the .
FuiA or PPIA cay ba sbld or offared for sile by amy inciyidual ar busfnees yait
in comsares yuderv any 1adeling which §2 false or mlsleading, the statiiag
specitically sermit Jabeling which is pot false or oislsading and is Appravag
by the Sesretary {21 U,5.0. 257(c} and 607Ld}). - .
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To: Branch Chiefs Policy Memo 1144

August 18, 1994
From: Cheryl Wade, Director
Food Labeling Division
Regulatory Programs

Subject: Point of Purchase Materials

ISSUE: To establish guidelines for use of point of purchase promotional materials for meat and poultry
products.

POLICY: This Policy Memo supersedes Policy Memo 114. Point of purchase materials which refer to
specific meat or poultry products are considered labeling under certain circumstances. When printed and/or
graphic informational materials (e.g., pamphlets, brochures, posters, etc.) accompany or are applied to products
or any of their containers or wrappers at the point of purchase, such materials and the claims that they bear are
deemed labeling and they are subject to the provisions of the Federal Meat Inspection Act and the Poultry
Products Inspection Act.

Although the Food Labeling Division (FLD) does not exercise its authority to subject point of purchase
materials to specific prior approval (materials shipped with the products from the federally inspected
establishment are an exception), we do expect point of purchase materials to be in accordance with the Federal
regulations and all current labeling policies. Upon request, FL.D will review and comment on the point of
purchase materials submitted to our office. During the review process, promotional materials will be
scrutinized for special claims, particularly those related to nutrition, diet, and animal husbandry practices.

Claims related to nutrition and diet must be made in accordance with all current nutrition labeling regulations.
Continuing compliance with stated claims will be assured through periodic sampling, as necessary. claims are
expected to be within the compliance parameters identified in the nutrition labeling regulations.

Animal husbandry claims (e.g., the nonuse of antibiotics or growth stimulants) may be made only for products
shipped in containers or wrappers labeled with the same animal production claims.

RATIONALE: Historically, point of purchase materials generally consisted of printed and/or graphic
literature located in close proximity to a product at the retail counter. However, the nature of promotional
materials which bear claims about specific products has broadened and presently includes materials which
adhere directly to a package, are inserted into a package, or enclose an entire product as it is sold to the
consumer.

Since such point of purchase materials are deemed labeling and subject to the provisions of the Federal Meat
Inspection Act and the Poultry Products Inspection Act but have not been reviewed for prior label approval, a
process is still needed by which the accuracy of the information presented to the consumer can be substantiated.
In the case of animal husbandry claims, accuracy is best assured if labeling bearing the same claims has been
granted prior approval and is subject to the monitoring procedures available through the authority of prior label
approval. Without review for prior label approval, virtually no practical methods exist to assure accuracy.
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May those production claims be listed on the principal display panel (PDP) and glamour copy, as they are now?

Yes, other animal production claims can be listed on the PDP or romance copy on the package label, and/or on point- of

-purchase materials, which are also considered to be "labeling."

https://askfsis.custhelp.com/app/answers/detail/a_id/437/kw/is%20point%200f%20purchas... 1/23/2018
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Will the term "organic meat" be allowed in all labeling use such as ingredient list, glamour copy, point of purchase and all
uses?

The term "organic" will be allowed on all labeling, in any location on a package label, and on point-of-purchase materials
and all other labeling, provided the product meets all requirements for "organic" labeling according to the National
Standards. "Organic Meat" is not an acceptable product name because FSIS regulations require species declaration on all

meat and poultry items.

https://askfsis.custhelp.com/app/answers/detail/a_id/432/kw/is%20point%200f%20purchas... 1/23/2018



