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Question & Answer Summary

The following is a summary of questions and answers from the Data Users’ Meeting. Material is
organized based on the order they were answered in both the Open Forum and breakout
sessions. Any unanswered questions were reviewed, and the appropriate agency has provided
a written response. Slides are appended at the end.

Note: Questions and answers were lightly edited for readability.




Open Forum: Question and Answer Summary

Question: Karen Braun

Are there any plans to revisit or recalibrate the calculation of U.S. corn trend yield ahead of the
2024/25 season? National corn yield has landed below USDA's initial trend for five consecutive
years now.

Answer: Mark Jekanowski

No. No recalibration efforts under way. Keep in mind, these trend yields are always based on
expectations of normal weather, and weather conditions change over the course of the year.

Answer: Mike Jewison

We've had lengthy discussions about this topic in particular. | would invite you to look at some
of the transcripts, in particular the last few sessions, in terms of my public comments. And my
views on the trend line yield. And obviously it's always all available data. And we take it yearin,
year out and evaluate all of it.

Question: Juan Quintero

In terms of production for other countries, such as Canada, in one moment do production
numbers are aligned between WASDE and Stat Can Reports?

Answer: Mark Jekanowski

First of all, it is complicated. For every country in every situation, the World Board is always
doing its own analyses. We're not under any strict requirements to adopt forecast or estimates
from foreign entities. Oftentimes they do align, but sometimes they won't if our own forecasts
or analytical efforts suggest otherwise.

Answer: Joanna Hitchner

As for Canada and Canola specifically, throughout the season, we take into account Canada’s
forecast for the crop and eventually take the final crop estimate after the season is complete.
During the season we have our own yield analysis by province, as well as we take into account
crop under-estimation by in-country estimates that have occurred over the past several
seasons.

Question: Mark Feight

We are looking for the NASS survey field crops acreage data by state prior to 2018. The file
gs.crops_20230919.txt has all the data 2018 and beyond. Data before 2018 only includes the
March and Final data. We are updating our database with the monthly PSD dataset at: PSD
Online (usda.gov). Is the pre-2018 data available?




Answer: Lance Honig

This question has to do with the in-season estimates that we put out. Prior to 2018, we don't
have that populated yet. That's one of those projects that's on the back burner. As we get to it,
we'll try to get more years out there. But it's a very manual process for it, that's why it's not out
there by state just yet. Hopefully we'll get to that in the not-too-distant future but currently it is
not available out there.

Question: Unknown

EIA Form EIA-819 "Monthly Report of Biofuels, Fuels from Non-Biogenic Wastes, Fuel
Oxygenates, Isooctane, and Isooctene". In the ‘US Feedstocks consumed for production of
biofuels’ report:

Currently, only SBO is use is reported by biodiesel and RD plants. When will EIA breakdown
canola use by plant type?
What ‘other feedstock’ is reported in the ‘Waste oils, fats and greases’ section?
What ‘other feedstock’ is reported under ‘Recycled feeds and wastes’ section?
Answer: Julie Harris

So, the first question was regarding the canola oil splitting out the feed stocks between the
biodiesel producers and the renewable diesel producers. You will remember that we have to
check for disclosure issues before we publish that data, and we actually went back and looked,
and we are able to split the canola. We also reviewed the corn oil and will be able to split that
too. So, in the publication that's going to be released on October 31 with data for August, we
will actually go ahead, and those two feed stocks will be published by plant type. That will be
August data, then next summer when we do our annual revisions, we'll review the earlier
months in 2023 and disclose that data too, if we can. For the other question that was also
talking about feed stock, we have various other categories. We always put an “other” category
so that we can capture any feed stocks that we may not have enumerated separately, but the
industry is evolving so sometimes new things come up that we haven't put on the form. It's not
even on the form, what it is. They just type itin to “other”. So, it's basically anything that we
haven't separately identified in the table, is what's in “other”.

Question: Unknown

Renewable Diesel doesn’t have a specific HS code currently. Trade flows (imports and exports)
are increasing and becoming a steady flow to monitor for the industry and for understanding
biofuels. Will Census consider adding a HS code for Renewable Diesel?

Answer: Joe DeCampo

The process for getting a new HS code or Schedule B code is actually a very formal process.
There is a committee -- Census is on it, but also US ITC, and Customs and Border Protection.
Somebody would have to submit a specific request, not only laying out why they think there
should be a new number, but also where that number should be. So, | guess renewable fuels
would be probably in chapter 27. You would have to lay out what the new 10-digit would be




and why you think it should be there. One of the other things is, you can't just create a new
number, you also have to define it, and create statistical notes. One hang up | could see is
defining the word “renewable”. That would have to be something that ITC and Customs can
both agree upon, and to make sure that Customs can tell whether something is renewable or
not. So, things are in the works, but there just isn’t a number yet.

Answer: Joe Parsons
Has there been any HS code submission?
Answer: Julie Harris

We actually had asked for it. | don't want to be too hopeful, but it looks like maybe we're
making some progress. But yes, that request has been made.

Question: Marvin Miller

You did not mention either the Floriculture Crops Summary not the Census of Horticultural
Specialties as another follow-up study of the Census of Agriculture. | just wanted to make sure
these are both on your radar.

Answer: Tony Dorn

They're definitely on our radar and in our same survey cycle that we've always had. The census
of horticulture, the reference period for that will be 2024, the data collection will be in 2025,
along with the other census follow-on [surveys] -- the TOTAL survey, the land ownership survey.
Those will be the two follow-ons in that year. And of course, the floriculture and crop summary.
That will pick up next year, on the same annual cycle that it has all along.

Answer: Joe Parsons

Lance, we did a few tweaks to the floriculture survey. | don’t think we have it in our current notes,
because it happened a little while back, but they were pretty important. Do you want to speak
to that?

Answer: Lance Honig

We did expand reporting on the annual floriculture here, starting last year. So that was
expanded. More specifically, just to provide a little bit more detail on how the Census of
Horticulture and annual floriculture pair up in that reference year; we actually use the Census of
Hort as the data collection instrument for the annual floriculture report. So, we'll actually see a
little bit different release timeframe in 2025, when that data is actually collected referencing
2024. So, you'll see like we did last time, synchronize the publication of the Census of Hort and
the annual floriculture publication. So, it will probably come out late in the year as opposed to
the springtime.




Question: Rob Johansson

Does NASS survey harvest acres separately for sugar production vs seed cane? If not, how might
NASS treat harvested acres for sugar production differently from seed cane?

Answer: Lance Honig

We do actually ask it separately. So that's how we delineate between the two estimates. As s,
we actually collect it separately.

Answer: Joe Parsons

Do we publish separately?
Answer: Lance Honig

We do.
Question: Mark Feight

Upon release of the WASDE at noon, the access to the datasets at:
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.html#/app/downloads is delayed 5-20 minutes.
Is access to the data via APl more timely? Are there plans to improve the access timeliness via
the downloads?

Answer: Paul Trupo

Access via the APl is no more expedient than access through downloading the report. So, you're
not losing any competitive advantage there. And we are looking at plans to investigate
technology and policy changes that will be required to speed up the release of the report. Our
IT folks are looking at this, working on it and hopefully we'll have something to report soon.

Question: Ken Lovett

Could a contact list of data-related staff at FSA be posted on the FSA website. Whenever | have
questions about their data and data-collection processes, the only way to reach out is through
the Communications Office. Having content-related contacts available would be quite helpful.

Answer: Tim Gravlin

It's not clear exactly to me if you're talking about the public dashboards that we were showing
yesterday for dairy Margin Coverage and Emergency Relief Program, or if you're just talking
data in general. But I think that's a great idea. | think that's something that we can do on the
dashboard. We're to start putting an icon on there that you can email for specific content
related questions to those dashboards and the data that appears on those dashboards.
Otherwise, your suggestion on a general contact list for data is something that we can do. So,
thank you for bringing that up.




Question: Joe Parsons

| know a lot of folks on this call would be very interested in 578 data as it gets posted. Do you
have a point of contact for that or plans for that?

Answer: Tim Gravlin

For the acreage reporting data. Absolutely. So, | can post where we post that data, and do it in
that way. Obviously, we have a specialist on crop acreage reporting. | don’t know if | want to
give her email on this call here today.

Post-meeting follow-up: Tim Gravlin

Crop Acreage Data (usda.gov)
We are working with our IT teams to update the page with better contact information.

Question: Sam Bartz

| have a couple of questions about the 2024 Census of Aquaculture and coding. First, is the
Census of Aquaculture only done every 5 years and is there increased interest in changing this
to annually? Second, considering increased interest in aquaculture data both domestically and
internationally in relation to trade, production, and in sciences and regulatory action, | was
wondering if unique HS coding for aquaculture products is being researched and considered for
easier data analysis. Again, thank you all for your time and presentations.

Answer: Travis Averill

On the frequency of the report for the Census of Aquaculture, it's a follow-on process from our
Census of Agriculture. That's how the sample is drawn for the Census of Aquaculture, so that's
a five-year process. Annually, we do the trout and catfish programs at NASS so that those
programs are on an annual basis. The cost and the burden behind doing a Census of
Aquaculture would be pretty complex. There is interest expressed from aquaculture folks, but
the response burden is a little too much on them, so that's the part there. More domestic and
international in relationships to trade -- that's always been increasing with consumption on
aquaculture products. As far as coding, I'm not familiar with that part to elaborate on that.

Question: Hussain Jiwani

Yesterday, | heard that some of the data for last 5 years is going to be revised in Quick Stats.
Would we be able to view both the revised and unrevised data? If so, how?

Answer: Lance Honig

The short answer would be no. Earlier we talked about some of the in-season estimates and
how we track those in Quick Stats. But when we talk about revisions, we're talking about
literally revising a specific estimate that was previously published. Currently, in Quick Stats, we
don't maintain each of those iterations. Now with that said, nationally, we do publish track
records publications each spring. And in those, you would see the national tracking of each of




those revised numbers as well. So, not in Quick Stats currently, but nationally that data does
exist in the track records publications.

Answer: Joe Parsons
Also in some of the modernization work, do you want to make any reference to that, Lance?
Answer: Lance Honig

That's a whole topic in and of itself, but as we move through new ways of displaying the data,
these are some of the things that we'll consider in developing those products and see what we
can do to meet the needs.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

For USDA FAS Crop Explorer, there are currently no NDVI products for potatoes in Canada.
Could this be added?

Answer: Paul Trupo

We generally monitor and cover the tradeable commodities. So, users can go directly to the
NASA GIMMS site and generate their own user specific charts. Potatoes is not a crop that we're
required to cover and include in the Crop Explorer, because most vegetable crops have small
fields that would be difficult for NDVI geospatial applications. Or they would be difficult for
NDVI to monitor reliably around the world. In some cases, our geospatial tools GADAS and
GIAM geospatial applications could be used, but not as comprehensively with all the variables
that are covered by Crop Explorer. So, we do what we can.

Post-meeting follow-up: Curt Reynolds, FAS/GMA/IPAD

Potatoes are a tuber (or root) crop and utilizing satellite imagery to monitor tuber or root crops
is not practical.

Question: Nathan Arentsen

The Nebraska Legislature considered last Fall, and is likely to consider again this Spring, a bill in
which the State of Nebraska would rely upon annual USDA data regarding producer costs and
commodity acreage, yield, and market prices for various commaodities in order to create a multi-
year rolling average of such data. Under the bill in the Nebraska Legislature, the State of
Nebraska would use this data in order to calculate each agricultural producer's property taxes
due every tax year.

Can USDA assure those of us in Nebraska that USDA's annual survey data regarding those
agricultural inputs, sales prices, revenues, crop acreages, and any other necessary agricultural
producer data, will be consistent each year for the benefit of the State of Nebraska's rolling
average? Can USDA also assure us that any revisions of that data in later years will have a
minimal impact on that rolling average?




Answer: Lance Honig

In terms of assuring that the revisions won't have much impact, we can't. | mean we can't do
that because we have no idea in advance what revisions will be made. If we knew that, there
wouldn't be any revisions because we would actually set those estimates the first time. So
we're, all these revisions are always going to be driven by the latest available data that we have.
And so, once we see that, we're going to revise what we think is the most accurate number
based on that information. In terms of assuring that the products are going to stay consistent
year to year. Generally, you know, our programs do stay pretty consistent, but as we talked
about in our session yesterday afternoon, we do review our program at least every five years.
And if there is a significant shift in any of the commodities, there could be a shift in our
programs moving forward too. So, | probably stop short of saying yes, we can assure it's going
to be consistent in terms of what's available, depending on what you're looking at. We would
always have to consider disclosure as one of the factors in the equation as well. But with that
said, it tends to be very consistent year to year. But can't quite assure it.

Answer: Joe Parsons

In terms of thinking about revisions of that data, and | don't know how timely they're trying to
use it, if they're starting with final, our data at the end of season. They probably could do some
assessment in their own right whether it was fit for use based on looking at track records. And
we could help them with that. So, the real question is, how do you define a minimal impact?
You can look back at our track record and how much we've revised after a certain point on key

agricultural items. One thing | would add here too is that, it could be pretty unlikely we stop
estimating corn in Nebraska, right? But what we might do with peas or lentils or potato crop or
popcorn, those are probably subject to what our budget looks like. But, a lot of corn and
soybeans in Nebraska.

Answer: Lance Honig

Exactly. It would depend on exactly what is all being factored in. And just a slight caution on
that. The track records are only available nationally. And so specifically for Nebraska, it would
take a little more digging to track that backwards. But we could certainly help with that. And at
least you could get a taste of what's happened in the past. And then you can decide how good
of indicator that is in the future. Usually pretty good.

Answer: Joe Parsons

One other thing I'll throw in, | don't know to the extent that they're using NASS data for
agricultural inputs. If they're using farm cost and rural data, this is all subject to cooperation as
well. Especially for very involved surveys like the ARMS survey, it's a challenge to get
cooperation. We do the very best that we can but at a state level data for ARMS data are
certainly less precise than national data.




Answer: Tony Dorn

It just depends how aggregate or refined the data that's being used for this purpose. For
instance, if you look at the overall prices we made and prices paid and prices received indexes
that we publish. Those are usually a lot more stable than some of the smaller indexes. So if
there is certain components to this legislation or anything, obviously those are a little more
subject to wider revisions, wider changes because they're smaller and have smaller
measurements. So it just depends upon that and everything else, you know, that we would have
as far as how much we would buy. So, like Lance said, ideally we don't want any revisions, we
would like to publish the best right out of the gate, but things change, so we get additional data.
The other things that happens that cause revisions to happen that we have additional data and
want to have the last final most accurate numbers. So that's going to be consistent from what's
happened in the past. No prediction of the future but it could give a general idea of how much
revisions there would be.

Answer: Joe Parsons

We have a great state director, Nick Streff, in our Nebraska regional field office. And Nick would
be a great point of contact. He would be happy to be a part of any discussion. Take a little
deeper dive into precision or the data that folks might be looking at in the legislature and have
some discussion of fitness for use.

Question: Rob Johansson

Can monthly NASS sugarcane mill surveys be consolidated by company (i.e., lower reporting
burden)?

Answer: Lance Honig

We would be happy to talk more about that. Honestly, | thought we were, had those pretty
much consolidated by company, but if there is any additional work we need to do in that area,
reach out. I'll be happy to work with you to see what we can do.

Answer: Joe Parsons

Similarly, we've done a fair bit of that work in really large grain handling facilities, other larger
entities to consolidate reporting and make sure that we're making it easy for them and also
ensuring the best data we can possibly collect.

Question: Nathan Watermeier

What updates can you provide on CroplandCROS - https://croplandcros.scinet.usda.gov/
Currently it is not displaying data. When will this app service be running?




Post-meeting follow-up: Rick Mueller, NASS

Thanks for the information. We will notify the contractors to get CroplandCROS back to
operations ASAP. It is expected that NASS will update CroplandCROS with the 2023 CDL during
the first week of February 2024.

Question: Nathan Watermeier

Have any of the agencies considered packaging and making data available through other known
platforms such as the Snowflake marketplace?

Answer: Kelly Maguire

I'm not familiar with Snowflake marketplace in particular, but we do try to make as much as our
data available through the agriculture data commons. So that's a good source for USDA data. |
know agencies are working on implementing new publish access requirements that will
hopefully make access a little easier and more straightforward for folks.

Answer: Joe Parsons
A lot of agencies also use data.gov to document the data they have available. NASS does not.
Question: Kristi Jones

Could EIA please give an update on whether they are going to start asking RD producers their
feedstock inventory levels on their monthly survey?

Answer: Julie Harris

We know that those of interest and our survey forms are on a three-year cycle. We actually
went through a clearance. So we just started the beginning of the three year process. So in
2026, will be the next time we can make changes to survey forms and you know, so we know
that that is of interest and we have to get EIA management. And then OMB to agree to these
sorts of changes. So that's a process. Whether we'll be able to do it or not, | really can't say
right now, but we understand it's of importance.

Answer:
HS codes were discussed earlier by Joe DeCampo.

Question: Sandor Garcia Prieto

| represent a sugar cane processor. We are required to report on a monthly basis on estimated
production for the current fiscal year. After we are finished processing (normally in January) we
are still required to report an estimate which at that point is the same data. Could consideration
be given to drop the required reporting after final production for a year has been finalized?




Answer: Lance Honig

| would be happy to discuss that further. Currently we have process that we use on some
surveys, where we'll actually ask is harvest complete and given a yes, that gives us an indication
that we don't need to repeat in future months. So definitely something we can talk about and
look into.

Question: Austin Schroeder

Has there been any thought to moving the Cattle on Feed reports from the 3:00 pm time slot to
12 noon, similar to the Crop Production reports?

Answer: Travis Averill

We have done that and unfortunately the industry has not appreciated the release of cattle on
feed at noon. And they have requested NASS to keep the cattle release at 3 p.m. during the
holiday timeframe, where we have done a noontime, it has not been received well. So the
cattlemen's association and others have requested NASS keep the report to a 3 PM Eastern
Time.

Answer: Joe Parsons

Reiterating, we've had discussions about 12 noon and 3 PM, at least by the general consensus
is, stay at 3 PM for livestock reports both for cattle and cattle on feed and for hogs and pigs.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

For the quick stats bulk download files on https://www.nass.usda.gov/datasets/ could the data
in gs.crops_20231018.txt.gz be divided into separate crops (e.g. corn, soybeans, wheat, cotton,
sorghum) and/or separate years?

Answer: Lance Honig

Well technically, it could be. But that's a manual process we're doing right now. So obviously
the goal is to keep it very simple. Probably a better way to approach this would be again to
refer back to the modernization efforts that are under way. We're looking to, hopefully make it
easier to access information, not only specifically, but in bulk type formats. And so we'll
definitely make sure this is on our list of things that we consider as we continue to work through
our new dissemination processes.

Question: Vince Breneman
When will the 2022 ag census microdata be available in the Data Lab?
Answer: Joe Parsons

Data Lab handles requests for privileged access to work with record level data. So, for qualified
researchers, we will establish a process where they can go in and examine things on the census
microdata. Our first order of business is publishing the Census of Agriculture in early 2024 and
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when we do that in early 2024 and, given continual funding, that we'll release before the
Agricultural Outlook Forum. The date is the February 13. It's on the Agricultural Statistics Board
calendar as well. But then we have a whole series of releases right after that. And our staff
need to be focused on getting those publications out. We have tabulations for congressional
districts, tabulations on race, ethnicity, and gender for example. And many others. And as soon
as those are completed, that's when we'll move the census micro data out and we'll make
available additional special tabulations and allow folks to get in and start using the 2022 Census
of Agriculture data. Basically, we have to make sure that we can get our own data out the door
and then we can really work with researchers on newer datasets.

Answer: Tony Dorn

| know everyone is working and we'll work as hard as we can to get out as soon as we can for
data users.

Question: Chris Eggerman

With NASS planning to review planted acreage for corn, soybeans and other crops in August
next year, would it be possible for FSA to release certified acreage data before the NASS August
Crop Production report to help us anticipate what adjustments NASS might make? | understand
the FSA data for spring-planted crops may not be complete enough to be useful before August
1, but having August 1 data a few days before the NASS report would be very helpful.

Answer: Lance Honig

Back when we, back when this first started becoming available, publicly on the website there
was a lot of conversation between NASS and FSA as to what the appropriate timeframe would
be. And the conclusion we came to collectively was that it was probably best for NASS to get
the estimates out there before some of the supporting data were available out there. We
certainly could renew that conversation, but | don't know that anything has really changed. |
think there is some risks associated with, in a sense, putting out partial data, which is in a way
what we would be doing as USDA putting out an input to one component of the forecast that
we're publishing for the complete crop. So, it's, | can see some advantage on one side, but | can
see a lot of advantage the other way as well. So, those would be my comments. Just know that
that was very strategic when it was stood up several years ago.

Answer: Tim Gravlin

| agree. We would be happy to talk with you guys further on that, but | think that was done for
areason. And I'm not sure that there is a new reason to change it, but we would be happy to
talk about that.

Answer: Joe Parsons

| do want to highlight we've looked at this for a while and we've actually moved up corn and
soybeans. It used to be for the October report, we moved it to September. FSA has gotten
better and better, | think. There may be a year that this isn't possible but they've gotten better
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and better about processing faster. And we feel pretty good about what we can see just before
the August crop report. And so, | think that will help data users to incorporate that in August,
it’s good for everybody if we can. So that's what we're going to attempt to do.

Answer: Lance Honig

This might be a good point to just reiterate that in adding this review for corn and soybeans, a
few of the other crops in August. Please note in there that we also said we're leaving the
September window there for now. And so we do plan to consider updates in August and
September for several of the crops, including corn and soybeans. And so that is intentional. A,
because we're moving up pretty quickly here, and B, as Joe just mentioned, some years when
the crop, when planting is delayed, that has an impact on reporting progress as well. And so,
that is intentional right now. There will be two opportunities for those crops in August and
September. And if we decide to make any changes to that moving forward, we'll be very clear
about that again.

Question: Brad Fuller

Still a little perplexed with the starting national corn yield coming out in May at 181.5 bu./acre
which is almost 5 bu./acre greater than anything we have ever seen. Again, with expansion of
corn acreage occurring in the western corn-belt, which are not big yielding states like the 3 |
states and weather that seems more extreme, this seems like a bit of a stretch to begin the
marketing year. In addition, this very early information, which will be adjusted as we move

deeper into the marketing year tends to cast a negative price implication across this commodity
using such a monster yield to begin our year.

Answer: Mark Jekanowski

| would say not sure what else | can say at this point. Point taken. These estimates are always
based on the best information available at the time. And this has been a topic of discussion in
Omaha and many other data users meetings and not sure there is a lot more that we can say
right now.

Answer: Mike Jewison

It's a valid question and | like the debate and I'm certainly always open to ideas. | invite you to
send those to me. But | would also just point out the corn yield in the US, the national yield is
not stationary. The mean is not constant over time. So if you look back the last 40 plus years of
data, more often than not, the yield is record. Probably 70 percent of the time is the number |
have in my head, that may be incorrect. So then you come along like the year like 2004, 2014
and you surface the prior record by whatever, five percent on average 2014. Just keep that in
mind, we're trying to have a starting point. And sometimes the weather, you could have a
stretch of bad years. You think that weather is an unbiased coin, it's not that's not how it
works.




Question: Pete Eckes

We have mandatory beef and pork reporting when will we also have mandatory poultry
reporting?

Answer: Mike Sheats

If that's going to happen, it would have to follow the same legislative route and I've not heard
any talk out there of anybody initiating anything like that. So, that would be what we would
expect. You would have to go, normally from if industry groups to the legislators and then
down to us. (Poultry). That's not something we would initiate in the AMS.

Follow-up: Pete Eckes

| understand that but with the increased scrutiny in price reporting - that move to mandatory
makes a lot of sense to me.

Written Answer: Mike Sheats

Would have to be initiated outside of USDA AMS
Question: Lincoln Herrington

Can you walk through your process for estimating ethanol in early crop year WASDEs?
Answer: Mike Jewison

Obviously, it's based on several assumptions | think | have outlined this before, but I'll go
through it again. Any particular assumptions for gasoline consumption in the US as well as a
few on trade and putting that together, looking at what we would mean for corn and the sort. |
would also note that we rely heavily on what EIA reports for low gas forecast, lower gas
consumption forecast.

Question: Jessica Spreitzer

Is there an update/specifics on the timeline for NASS modernization in regards to moving away
from Quick Stats?

Answer: Tony Dorn

We talked about modernization in the earlier presentation. We shared what was there. | think
we gave a hint of what was coming up too. Looking at the rest of this year, we're trying to finish
up the livestock economics and crops. That's really what we're working on. We're working
through those and everything before we go on to poultry and census products and fruit and
vegetables. Those are coming up later too. This year we are finishing up. We have so many
releases and once we get into the details you can see how much data we have, there is a lot of
interest to the data. So, it's a lot to make sure we get it incorporated into the new system in the
best way possible. We're working through our major groups of economics and livestock and
crops for the rest of the year. | could go through the details and everything, but those




schedules kind of change depending on needs and everything that's where we're at for the rest
of the year and we're going to keep progressing as fast as we can on those.

Answer: Joe Parsons

| think fair to say you're going to see a number of things in that new format and also one of the
things we're pushing on is the ability for better search capability, for ad hoc searches. Those are
not terribly far away, and we'll certainly be communicating those on our website.

Question: Alan Brugler

There are several soybean crush plants coming online, including at least 2 this fall and several in
2024. How does WAOB/WASDE handle projected crush from those plants (also meal and oil
production)?

Answer: Joanna Hitchner

So, we are aware of the plants that are coming online and keep track through reports whether
they are still coming online, and whether they are on time. But then on the other side, we've
looked at demand and we see how much demand there is for oil and meal coming out of those
plants. So, yes, we're looking at overall capacity, and also looking at utilization based off of
what we expect the demand to be.

Question: Marvin Miller

Can you briefly comment about any interaction the data agencies have as a result of the
pending Farm Bill and whether its delay might impact anything?

Answer: Tim Gravlin

| think it does have an impact. The lack of a Farm Bill will have an impact on Farm Service
Agency and some of our programs, abilities to operate when that expires. Interaction between
different data agencies, it has increased recently, not related specifically to the farm bill which is
the question. And the emergency relief programs, we have been working closely with RMA and
sucking in crop insurance data and SBIs in order to prepopulate applications and things like that.
| would say between agencies and FSA, the data sharing is trending upwards. It's increasing.
Specifically for Farm Service Agency as we move to the department EDAPT platform, a more
modern data platform. We are hoping that is able to increase, we're able to leverage data sets
across agencies. Certainly, the pending farm bill is troubling for us.

Answer: Kelly Maguire

ERS does not administer programs, rather we're doing analysis to inform programs. So, | don't
think we anticipate that there will be any delays in release of our products as a result of Farm
Bill delays.




Answer: Joe Parsons

| would offer from NASS perspective is that, and I'm not a Farm Bill expert, but a number of
farm bill program provisions change, and different NASS data become very much more
important if there is no farm bill. So, that would not be directly impacting NASS, but it would
certainly change how some folks maybe look or use some NASS data. We also have
relationships with many other USDA agencies. Some of those relationships that complete
certain surveys, or support certain survey activity, is funded through farm bill provisions. And
so, we'll cross that bridge when we get to it, but some of those could be affected in terms of the
funding stream and could make a difference. Obviously more broadly if there is a lack of
funding in terms of an appropriation or something like for all agencies, we'll follow shutdown
procedures and all that sort of stuff. It's a little different discussion. If we can collect the data,
we'll be able to produce reports and so you can look back to how we dealt with that a couple
years ago when there was a shutdown, just more broadly.

Answer: Mike Sheats

The only thing | am familiar in the last farm bill we had the organic data initiative which gave us
money to expand organic data reporting. That's been in several farm bills. We have not heard
whether or not that will be in this one, fully expect it to be. And then the other thing was the
establishment of the carcass training centers which has been ongoing to help promote the work
we do with the CME. That had no money associated with it, so unless somebody moves to
remove that, that still stands. So other than that, haven't heard anything. When it comes to
livestock reporting and that, | believe one of the senators talked about that that would not be in
the farm bill itself, that they would look at that separately. So otherwise, we have not heard
anything.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Could crop progress statistics be added for other countries in the FAS Crop Explorer?

Answer: Ron Frantz

Crop Explorer as it exists today does not include any crop progress statistics. Those are
maintained by Minister of Agriculture (MoA) departments by respective countries. However,
Crop Explorer is used to monitor crop conditions, such as NDVI, those are the greenness values
of the crop, precipitation data and other agro climatological sources of data you can find there.
Very easy to search by either commodity or by country in Crop Explorer. We've done a lot of
work through our contractors to help improve that website and have launched what we call
commodity explorer so you can actually search by commodity.

Question: Karen Braun

Has there been an improvement over the last year or so on quality and availability of grain and
oilseed data out of Ukraine? How about Russia?




Answer: Paul Trupo

We published 26 GAIN reports out of Ukraine, since the war began. We have a handful of
Ukrainian local staff working and reporting, using their contacts. The production data coming
out of Russia primarily uses geospatial tools and satellite imagery. So, whether it has improved
or not, | can't say.

Answer: Mark Simone

Improvements? Kind of an interesting phrase given that the war has been going on. I'd
characterize it more as challenging, with regard to grain data in particular. Russia, the export
data starting at the beginning of 2022, there is no longer available from the Russian
government. Used alternative sources, but there are limitations in regards, especially regard to
over land trade. For Ukraine, the Black Sea Grain Initiative, that actually improved the latency
and granularity in the data. But as you may know, the Black Sea Grain Initiative is no longer
around. So here we are. There are challenges. And that happens when you have this kind of a
war right now.

Question: Karen Braun

Is there any increased intelligence on Chinese corn stocks? USDA shows that they have been
largely consistent for the past few years, but Chinese corn prices and China's recent
participation in global trade could suggest otherwise.

Answer: Paul Trupo

We all know how challenging it is to get any data out of China and it may be more challenging
nowadays than any time in the past.

Answer: Mike Jewison

In a perfect world this would be an item that would be publicly reported but, unfortunately, it's
not.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Could crop area, yield and acres by province/state be added to the FAS Crop Explorer?

Answer: Ron Frantz

No, FAS PSD Online Crop Explorer is really just meant for crop condition analysis. Our official
statistics are maintained in USDA’s PS&D online database and those are at the state or country
level, not at the provincial level. So, it's not something we could add to Crop Explorer at this
time. There are, there is a lot of provincial level data that our analysts utilize, but it's not
something that we publish.

Question: Jerry Gidel

The impact of the last summer's wet wheat harvest hasn't been really revealed in China.




Answer: Mark Simone

We did reduce China's wheat production to account for that. We also increased the feed use in
recognition of the degradation of the wheat quality for milling purposes, more feed. There was,
China's National Bureau of Statistics (NBS) provided a mid-year production estimate. That's
what we based our last reduction on. Will there be another one forth coming? China’s NBS
does another final update for the 20223/24 crop year | believe in mid-December. We'll see that
and take that into account.

Question: Jessica Spreitzer

How long can avid quick stats users expect to still be able to use the system after all products
are transitioned to the new format?

Answer: Joe Parsons

Quick stats will be available for some period of time. We will be very careful in that transition.
We know a lot of folks are dependent upon it. And we will be both training, to the to-be state
and working with data users. No need to start worrying about those queries just yet. And we'll
make sure and bring folks along when we're at that point. We realize that we got to get
everything sort of transferred over before we would do very much with quick stats.

Question: Ryan Nielsen

The October WASDE had raised soy oil's biofuel draw by 300m Ibs to a record 12.8b (nearly 50%
of domestic BO use). As the industry grows, can we expect to see the biodiesel/renewable diesel
production in the weekly petroleum status report? or a similar weekly/monthly report?
furthermore, the biodiesel graphics on EIA's website show BO represents 68% of the feedstocks
used for biodiesel, but it is dated 2021, can we get that breakdown on a monthly (or regular)
schedule?

Answer: Julie Harris

Right now, we don't have any intention of putting it on the weekly. And again, that goes to our
whole three-year cycle. So, no, not right now, but that can be taken under advisement.

Post-meeting follow-up: Julie Harris

No, due to disclosure issues, we do not intend to reveal the total feedstocks consumed. If we
reveal the total, then we have to withhold more of the individual products so that the withheld
data can’t be calculated from the total.




Written Question & Answer Summary

Question: Ken Lovett

As reports are discontinued and migrated to the API, we have been frustrated by reports (and
associated SLUG_IDs) being discontinued before they are available in via the API. In some cases
reports are incorporated/combined with other reports and then eventually migrated to the API
with a gap in coverage - or we have to research where the data now resides. When will all the
AMS reports be migrated to the API, or do you have a) a release schedule and b) a report
migration map for the SLUG_IDs?

Weritten Answer: Michael Sheats

Notifications are placed on the static reports prior to migrating to the new database
(MARS/MMN). These notifications identify where the new report can be found as well as the
updated Slug ID. These old static reports are available online for a few weeks then removed.

Majority of our larger reports will, but some of our more unique niche reports (Local Regional)
may remain static and available through our file repository but will not be accessed by an API.

Follow-up: Ken Lovett

Do you have a url to the "static reports" or do you mean that you post a notification at the
bottom of the report? Is there a comprehensive document or source that shows what has been
migrated to the API?

Weritten Answer: Michael Sheats

Typically we do have a link to the new report on the old static report because all the new links
are the same with exception of the unique slug ID at the end
https://www.ams.usda.gov/mnreports/ams 2155.pdf

We do have a master report file of migrated reports located on MMN
(https://mymarketnews.ams.usda.gov/general-resources ) located under Livestock Poultry and
Grain Market News sub-segment. It was last updated in April this year but will be updated as
changes occur so please check back.

Question: Karen Braun

What are USDA's working assumptions about the Black Sea Grain Initiative? Is USDA assuming
this deal is still active when forming Ukraine grain export forecasts?

Written Answer: WAOB

The Black Sea Grain Initiative (BSGI) was not renewed in mid-July so we no longer assume the
BGSI for the Ukraine wheat and corn export forecasts.




Breakout 1A: Focus on the 2022 Census of Agriculture

Question: Julie Broadway

At some point would NASS be willing to tell us who they get their lists from by specific livestock?
We would like to know who they get lists from for horses.

Answer: Tony Dorn

We do collect just anything we can get a list from. We're trying to measure any farm. A
definition of a farm normally starts with a $1000 in sales. A small farm is as big as a large farm
[for farm counts] -- one of the important measures that we have in the Census of Agriculture.
We are looking lists of all sizes and types of farms. There are many lists that we get at state
level, regional level, local levels, things like that. We get a such a wide variety of lists and
multiple sources that we don't have specific sources of those lists that we track throughout the
year; because once a farm is on our list frame, we might get another list, things like that. So, it’s
just a large volume and how our processes go. We don’t have tracking as far as which specific
sources are related to which ones. It also relates to our disclosure information. We don't
disclose any individual information as far as something that might track to where other people
could be getting their information from, or where they might be located, what they might be
producing. So, there is not anything necessarily that we track, so we don't have a source for
that type of information where the original farms are identified with.

Answer: Donald Buysse

One of the things that works for us, in particular with horses, is — that for a lot of states, we
have entered into external project agreement to do an equine survey. When that happensin a
particular state, we will obviously take exhaustive measures to gather additional lists. | would
always encourage folks, if they have a list that can be provided to us, we will take it in. We have
pretty sophisticated programming. We might already have the individual on our list. But we
take all lists and if they’re done in electronic format, we can run them through our programs to
identify those records that we don't have any indication of having an operator or producer or
operation, then they will get an agricultural screener. Then they can tell us about their horse
population, provided the horses are on their farm.

Question: Darcy Schultz
Do you have a screenshot of what the prototype story maps will look like?
Answer: Tony Dorn

| was looking under ESRI, the GIS company. Unfortunately, we don't have a screenshot. It would
have been a great idea looking back. Maybe we can do that in the future, to bring a demo
about what a story map is. Describing it is more interactive, between video and a presentation.
It is interactive, so kind of lively, moving from one story to the next. It is interesting to tell a
story over time, in this case demographics would change in different states and counties and




things like that over time. It’s really neat interactively, not so describing it verbally. 1t'd be much
better to see it. So that’s something I'll take back, and maybe we can incorporate that into
future data users too. If you google “ESRI Story Map” you can get an idea about what it is.

Question: Roberto Sanchez

Are those special census studies open for public comment via the federal register? If that is the
case, is there an option to submit a new special study's topic?

Answer: Donald Buysse

We don't do a Federal Register posting to announce our schedule for the Special Studies. We
do try to make those available publicly upon request. The answer is no on the Federal Register.
When we go out to do a particular special study, we do a federal register notice to announce
that survey is coming. | am thinking that is not the intent of the question. In terms of
submitting a new one, | believe there is a place online that we do gather that information, if you
have a suggestion. | don't know the link right off the top of my head. We probably can provide
that information or do a search in our NASS area for input. We can certainly try to get that link
to you. In the past, there have been some submissions to that. We do take in those
submissions and of course we will determine how best to go about it. In terms of our Census of
Agriculture program funding, for those special studies that we have, the funding that we get
from year to year is aligned with those programs. If we were to do a new study, it would have
to be accompanying appropriation dollars into the Census of Agriculture program. The other
avenue is to do an external project agreement or reimbursable surveys, particularly if there is a
particular data need for a more local geographic region looking into a specific practice or a
specific commodity.

Written Answer:

Census Program Input:
https://www.nass.usda.gov/AgCensus/Census Program Input Form/index.php

Question: Emily Stearns
What are you doing to reduce survey fatigue?
Answer: Donald Buysse

This is a good question. One we don't have a stock answer for right now. It has been coming up
fairly regularly, so I'll start it and I'll turn it over to Tony and Jeff if they have anything to add. A
couple ways we do this is we try to coordinate surveys. In our sampling procedures, we try to
take it into account. Before a farmer is included in a survey, we try to take best practices to
reduce the burden, but the reality is some farmers land in a lot of surveys. This fatigue is a real
thing. On the other side of that, there has been no reduction in the amount of data being
requested or information that the public would like to be made available. So, somewhere in the
middle we hope to find a good balance. We recognize that for addressing an issue, the first
thing to do is to recognize that there is a problem, and then look at steps to minimize that. |

21




don't have any specifics for that today, but USDA NASS is aware of this issue. We are taking
measures to try to address it.

Answer: Tony Dorn

We are looking at any types of administrative data we could use to supplement the survey data
that we have. The best data is really the data from the farmer. They know about their
operation best. We’re looking for any types of information -- different crop sessions using
satellite data, other data sources where we can enhance and replace any questions that would
be redundant with any information that we could get. We're really exploring that area. We're
doing everything we can to reduce that survey fatigue. As Donald says, people want more and
more detailed data at a detailed level too. It is a tough balance that we really have to keep in
mind. Our source data is the farmer, so we have to be the guardians to minimize the burden on
them anyway we can. That is always on our minds. How we can minimize the burden on
farmers on farmers, because we want to do what is best for them and for agriculture. We have
to do that safeguard and have that balance ourselves. Administrative data is one way, and we
are looking at any type of data we can use to help reduce that.

Question: Michael Partyka
Are the county estimates the same as 2017 or have you added or removed any measures?
Answer: Donald Buysse

From the 2022 census, much of the data matches what was collected in 2017. There can be
comparisons made between the two data points. | can't off the top of my head think of any
items that we removed. In terms of what we added, Tony, maybe you know of those very few
items that we’ve added. We did add an item on precision agriculture to measure the number of
farms using it.

Answer: Tony Dorn

Hemp and some local food practices maybe streamlined. So, there are some minor changes.
Even though there might be methodology that we have improved or changed, the comparison is
still the same. We are publishing the same thing. There’s not a break in the data series at all.
It’s the same comparisons. Like Donald said, we changed very few things. Hemp was an
addition, but for the most part it is very comparable and is meant to be comparable between
the data series to keep that going.

Question: Emily Featherston

Are there types of non-agriculture sources that feed the NACS lists? For example, are there
sources that could/do lead to non-producers receiving a survey? If so, can you give an example?

Answer: Donald Buysse

This is an unfortunate circumstance or scenario that plays out because of our gathering of lists.
We try to get lists that are agriculture related, yes absolutely. We do often times get lists that
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have additional names who will get a survey that should not have. As an example, there was a
guestion about horses, so an equine list might be a good example where somebody on the
equine list that we gather is simply a fan of horses, or they joined a trade organization. They are
involved in some horse sales or products associated with horses, and because they’re involved
in some sort of horse sales or products associated with horses their name would land on the list.
If we do not have them already on our list of farms, then we would send them a National
Agricultural Classification Survey (NACS). At that time, they should easily screen out if they do
not have any ag activity. Once the individual is screened out, they should not be troubled,
unless they happen to find their way onto another list source that we gather. So, it's something
that we take measures to try to eliminate, but there are occasions where this happens.

Answer: Jeff Bailey

Sometimes, we think someone is an operator, that turns out to be a landlord. They may be a
producer, but if they don’t have the equivalent of $1000 of sales, they wouldn’t be qualified as a
farm. There are lots of reasons that may happen that they may not be a farm in the end. One of
the things that we constantly stress in our correspondence and in our public relations or even
press releases, is that if you receive a NASS questionnaire or Census of Agriculture
guestionnaire and are not a farmer, do not have any activity, the best way to really stop
troubling the individual is to respond appropriately saying that you do not farm or do not have
any ag activity. Itis a quick way for us to update our records and to stop from getting any more
correspondence.

Question: Roberto Sanchez

Is there any info/study, etc available to the public about overlapping between USDA and other
federal statistical data collection efforts?

Answer: Jeff Bailey

Donald mentioned the OMB (Office of Management and Budget) survey process, approval
process for surveys. Basically, one of the questions they ask us when we request to do a survey
is, is there another source of data? So, it needs to be unique. So, generally there is not overlap
between surveys. There are some discussions about the NAICS we cover versus the NAICS other
agencies cover. There is a separation there. We cover certain NAIC industries that sometimes
become difficult to distinguish. We shouldn’t be covering the same thing, generally speaking.

Answer: Tony Dorn

Like you said, we’re trying to minimize burden on farmers, so we’re all glad the OMB is doing
that as a check to make sure we don’t overlap and burden farmers unnecessarily.

Answer: Donald Buysse

We do try to stay in our lane in terms of conducting surveys associated with farm operations
and other organizations like the Department of Commerce survey other industries. The Census
Bureau, they’re dealing with establishment surveys as well, but those would be retail,
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manufacturing, etc. There should be clear divides between the populations that the federal
statistical agencies survey.

Question: Emily Stearns

What's the best way to contact with further questions regarding the NASS census and data
collection process after the webinar?

Answer: Donald Buysse

If you have specific questions about the data collection process, myself or someone in my staff
would likely end up handling that question. If you don't have our contact information, we can
provide that and we can do our best to answer any specific questions you might have, whether
census related or surveys.

Written Answer:

Census programs: donald.buysse@usda.gov and other NASS surveys: suzanne.avilla@usda.gov

Question: Rebecca Ransom

Can you tell me a little bit about how you collect aquaculture data and the Census of
Aquaculture? It seems that some of the aquaculture data is withheld, leading to more data gaps
for other agencies looking for aquaculture data.

Answer: Donald Buysse

Let me start by saying how we collect the aquaculture data. We do a Census of Aquaculture.
That is a follow on or one of the special studies to the Census of Agriculture. The Census of
Agriculture has a section on aquaculture — it becomes a sort of screener, so anybody that
responds that they have any sort of aquaculture production, regardless of the amount, is then
eligible for the Census of Aquaculture. At which time, we would follow up and get a more
detailed look at the operation and its aquaculture production. In terms of withholding data, we
take our confidentiality very seriously. We have very rigorous disclosure programming, both
for the Census of Agriculture and for aquaculture. | will lean on Jeff for the final say on this, but
the disclosure program that we run is deliberate to make sure that we’re not disclosing any
individual operator’s data. Those data gaps that may exist from them are absolutely important
for us to maintain our confidentiality pledge.

Answer: Tony Dorn

Aquaculture presents a special challenge when it comes to disclosure, because there are so
many specialized commodity items -- from crawfish, trout, salmon, oysters, so there is a whole
bunch of different disclosure items within aquaculture where we can’t reveal producers. It does
present more challenges, because there are so many different concentrated producers. That
has been a little bit extra for aquaculture, since the commodities are so varied and specialized
and regional and all that. We make sure the confidentiality is withheld, but it is more of a
challenge in aquaculture.




Question: Herbert Sizek

It was mentioned that the return rate/sampling rate is variable among different size producers.
Is the variance reported for each farm size or by what is produced? If not the case, is this being
considered?

Answer: Jeff Bailey

Returns rates are variable by size, so we do get different return rates. So, the non-response
weight could be different by size. The Table Appendix A does cover the coverage adjustments,
by size | believe. Certainly, all the statistics and Quick Stats has the coefficient of variation for
every item, so the variability overall is published for every item and we have a lot of items by
size and by acreage size and by what is produced. For each item, you can look and see what the

variability actually is.
Question: Karen Sowers

Not a census question per se but is there a min/max quantity for acreage of commodities to be
removed from and added back into the annual NASS surveys?

Answer: Donald Buysse

| think that becomes a sampling question. The samples that we draw for the NASS surveys are
going to be based on a lot of information reported from previous surveys. The census is
included in that -- obviously, the most copious amounts of returns and information provided
back to our list. Then, the sampling tries to take into account the various strata or various
groups of records represented on our frame. To that point, there may not be a minimum. But |
think the smaller, the less acreage they have, or the amount of the commodity, the less likely
they would be sampled.

Answer: Jeff Bailey

You said that exactly right, the smaller they are, the less probability to be in the sample. I'm not
sure what the question is getting at. Tony might want to speak to it. We do a 5-year revision,
but also do an annual program review that determines what states are in the program or not,
after we complete this census. So, we might move states in and out of the programs for
different commodities so that we get the right states in the program.

Answer: Tony Dorn

That may be a little bit more of the angle on the question too, touching on like the program
review a little bit, because after the census we go through and in addition to a sampling, we go
through acreages of certain commodities. We might include or exclude states, just because of
the change and level of production of those commodities. We go through a program review.
There will be an ASB notice out there as far as the timing and what we’re doing for that from
the results, if that is where that question is really coming from.




Breakout 1B: The Use of Weather Information in Producing the WASDE

Question: Mark Feight

Can you talk about the decision to lower corn yield in July 20237

Answer: Mark Brusberg

No. | had no input into that decision. Our colleagues at NASS might be able to answer that
because they’re the ones doing the surveys and getting the information from the ground.

Written Answer: Brad Rippey

Directly from the July WASDE front page, regarding the WAOB decision to lower U.S. corn yield
in July: "According to data from the National Centers for Environmental Information, harvested-
area-weighted June precipitation data for the major Corn Belt states represented an extreme
downward deviation from average. However, timely rainfall and cooler than normal
temperatures for some of the driest parts of the Corn Belt during early July is expected to
moderate the impact of June weather.

Question: Brad Fuller

How is moisture shaping up for Mato Grosso now and moving forward?

Answer: Mark Brusberg

Right now, Mato Grosso is holding their own. They had planted 40 percent of their soybeans as
of a few days ago They’ve been getting spotty showers. They'd like to see more consistent rain
and they’d like to see it cooler. The moisture right now is low but it is early in the rainy season.
They want more rain now to ensure uniform germination of the soybeans. It is a good sign that
they’re planting early. They’re not planting as fast as they did last year but they’re ahead of the
5-year average.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Any concerns about the India Rabi crop due to the weakening monsoon?

Answer: Mark Brusberg

There had been some initial concern about the rice crop but then they received additional
rainfall. The monsoon has pulled out. It remains to be seen what the irrigation situation is for
them. They rely a lot on tube wells, so fuel availability is also a driver. We had expected a lot
worse with the El Nino over south and southeast Asia and we didn’t see it. If there’s a second
year of El Nino maybe we’ll have more to talk about.




Breakout 2A: NASS Historical Revisions and Estimating Program Review

Question: Todd Preszler

How are weekly crop conditions and/or weather models used in the monthly Crop Production
reports?

Answer: Lance Honig

Crop condition and progress information is mostly not considered as we set our production
forecast on a monthly basis. We do however have some models that bring some of that
information into the process but, it is a minor, minor component. Mostly, those monthly crop
production forecasts that we publish are based mainly on the survey data we collect from the
farmers or objective yield. We also supplement that with satellite information and, as |
mentioned, there is a small component of some of this information that goes into some of our
models.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Does NASS remove data from the previous years being reviewed if individual farm operations
are disclosed?

Answer: Lance Honig

Typically speaking, even though we may make some revisions to the estimates we publish in
previous years, we typically do not see changes in the disclosure. And so, I'm not going to say
absolutely 100 percent never, but generally speaking from a crop perspective, no. We typically
do not make changes to the disclosures of the previous years as we make revisions.

Answer: Travis Averill

The same is true in livestock branch. Those years are going backwards, we are not changing
disclosure policies and processes.

Question: Omar Youssouf

Does the USDA have any ongoing projects that aim to reduce response burden on surveys using
alternative data collection methods such as satellite imagery, admin data and or modelling
techniques?

Answer: Lance Honig

The answer here is yes, yes, and yes. We are constantly looking at ways we can incorporate all
types of information. First, because the more information we can bring into the process the
better the process will be. Second, we are very concerned about the burden that surveys put on
our farmers, so anything that we can do to help reduce that burden which would include the
opportunity to use some other data sources is definitely something that we are putting a lot of
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effort into.
Answer: Travis Averill

In livestock, if there is additional data we are not currently using to offset the burden a key
example we highlight here is our milk production program, years ago, that used to be a program
where we surveyed the producer and that was reduce to a quarterly process where we are able
to use administrative data on a monthly basis for production in yield per cow. That has helped
us and a process we have implemented and where we can do it in the future is always open for
discussion as more data becomes available for us to implement and reduce that burden for our

producers.
Answer: Tony Dorn

Definitely, if you look at our methodology and quality measures reports, you can see what the
methodology is and get a detailed look at on our website as how we collect the data, do the
analysis, and incorporate the administrative data in modeling and in everything we do and of
course the nature of economics and that type of data it is a little bit harder to get information
outside of the farmers’ knowledge. We are looking at doing everything we can to minimize the
burden.

Written Answer:

Methodology and Quality Measures:
https://www.nass.usda.gov/Publications/Methodology and Data Quality/index.php

Question: Benjamin Diamond

For data near the US border, is data solicited from Mexico and Canada?

Answer: Lance Honig

For crops, | would say no to that. We survey our producers here in the U.S. That's the focus of
what we are doing, which is to capture production agriculture here in the U.S. from our U.S.
producers. Now, is it possible we make contact with somebody on the other side of the border?
That is possible but, generally speaking, we are looking for U.S. production from U.S. operations.

Answer: Travis Averill

For livestock, we are looking at import and export data for live animals going in and out of the
U.S. or coming from Canada. If you look at a quarterly hogs and pigs report, you will see a key
influence on the production of hogs in the U.S. does get factored in from the Canadian import of
feeder pigs along with breeding sows and market hogs coming across the Canadian border. The
opposite for cattle. You have the cattle that will come into the U.S. from Mexico along with
Canada, but typically Mexican cattle have a little higher influence on our cattle on feed supply.
That's a factor we get that data from AMS, other foreign ag services, and other federal agencies
that collect the data itself. We incorporate that data into our data analysis.




Question: Karen Braun

Can you clarify the change to acreage reviews planned for 2024? Corn/soy planted (and
harvested?) area will be subject to revision in both august and September 2024, correct?

Answer: Lance Honig

Yes, that is correct. As you know until a couple of years ago, we did the planted acreage for
those crops in October. The FSA data became available much sooner and we moved that to
September. Based on what we are seeing with the data, we believe we can provide some
meaningful updates in August. We will do that and keep that September period available as
well, just in case of a late reporting year and things of that nature. We want to make sure we
are able to update that as best as possible. Obviously if the planted acreage changes we need to
make changes to harvested as well.

Question: Benjamin Diamond
Please explain the differences in methodology between the census and survey.
Answer: Lance Honig

Right off the top, the census is a complete enumeration. Now that doesn't mean we get a
response from every single operator in the U.S., but you are starting from an approach of trying
to capture information from everyone. Where on the survey side, the premise is you are going
to do sample surveys. We don't have the resources to try to contact every producer as |
mentioned constantly. And so, that right there kind of tells you where the differences start
because you are starting from a different pool. There is a lot more adjustments that we need to
make to the data that we gather on the survey side and so what the census brings is that bigger
picture look. We are able to capture a lot more information not only in going to all of the
producers but we capture everything about those producers. It is a 16-page small font
guestionnaire capturing information, where as on the survey side, what that brings to the table
is much more frequency. Instead of only getting a picture every five years some things you get
weekly, monthly, quarterly and you are getting much more frequent timely information but not
quite as in depth or elaborate.

Answer: Tony Dorn

Definitely, with the census it is a complete enumeration. We do have adjustments you can see.
We have a longer appendix if you are interested in reading about our adjustments for recovery
and nonresponse. With the census, responses are really important for not just for responding in
the census but it impacts the samples and everything for the next five years as far as making
sure we identify as complete of a list as possible and eligible for other surveys as well. So the
census is a baseline for everything and then the methodology of course is surveys are sampled.
A lot of times we have our list and we talked about we build our lists during the years and can
find more producers that you might not know about or might be new coming into that
commodity. But the census is definitely the most important area. Everybody has a chance to
respond. It is important we have those responses because that's our most efficient way of




samples and we can get the most coverage with the fewest number of reports and will give us
the best information about an industry. That is creating an efficient sample, frequency and
other things associated with that. The methodology is kind of similar in a way but very different
as far as efficiency after the census to survey the best we can to get the survey.

Answer: Travis Averill

We have 31 methodology and quality measures reports out there so you can see the variation in
the survey techniques and processes implemented with the sample sizes. It is the transparency
that we are trying to provide for our data users to see what is there and how the methods are
from one survey to another. There is some variation, but that information is there to see.

Written Answer:

Methodology and Quality Measures:
https://www.nass.usda.gov/Publications/Methodology and Data Quality/index.php

Census Methodology:
https://www.nass.usda.gov/Publications/AgCensus/2017/Full Report/Volume 1, Chapter 1 U

S/usappxa.pdf

Question: Benjamin Diamond
Do NASS and RMA collaborate when producing estimates for production and acreage?

Answer: Lance Honig

| wouldn't necessarily say collaborate, but NASS utilized data from RMA in our process. We
certainly work together in that way. | just don't want to use the term collaborate simply
because NASS is responsible for actually setting and publishing those estimates. So part of the
confidentiality is that no one, including others at USDA, gets to see behind the scenes. They get
access to those estimates at the same time as everyone else does. But yes, we're definitely
utilizing information from RMA as well as FSA and other USDA partners across the various
programs that we have.

Question: Brad Fuller

Last year, U.S. harvested corn acreage was reduced a large 1.6 million acres in the January
(final). Any way this data could be available earlier, (November)?

Answer: Lance Honig

| absolutely would love that. Obviously, we're talking about primarily harvested acreage here,
where a lot of the challenges come in. We do have some pre-fixed planted acres reviews that
we're able to do this past year or this year in September. Next year we're going to actually be
able to move that up as early as August. But we don't necessarily have that same source of
measure of harvest area during the growing season. So we're largely relying on the survey
information that we get in June, which obviously is before some of the weather situations might
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come in that either increase or decrease abandonment. And so that's an area that | would love
to be able to improve on. But right now we don't really have a data source for that any sooner
than those January estimates. And so that's an item that's on my bucket list for program review
this fall. Is there something we could do to possibly capture some of that earlier, so we'll see.

Question: Marvin Miller

| know in the past for some of the non-Census surveys, NASS, perhaps through the state offices,
would rely on local Extension staff to fill in missing respondent information, at least in certain
states. Does this still occur? And is this ever part of the process for the Census of Agriculture?
Finally, are there other local experts used for either Census or non-Census surveys to try to
identify possible respondents or their likely output volumes? | am thinking co-ops, farm
dealers, etc. might be sources.

Answer: Tony Dorn

We as far as a list building, we build the list just based on any type of data source we can get.
We can't share data or list the names with anybody. But we're kind of the sponge. We try to get
any list source of knowing producers and things like that that we can in one hundred and fifty.
That would be a way. We look at the local State Departments of Ag and the different association
groups to build those lists. | think the question might be about missing respondent information.
I'm not exactly sure. But that means sometimes, if we had field enumeration on June area, if
there's certain information that a neighbor might know, like maybe there was a field
enumerator who had just basic information if there was a non-response. But | don't think that

was very widespread because we get the best information, of course, from the producer. And
you know if somebody else further away from that producer or the producer's family on the
farm, it would be questionable if that data would be quality enough to collect that way, so |
don't think that was very widespread. Maybe once in a while when there's absolutely no other
way that might have happened. But that isn't a normal thing that would be done. Also, with
field enumeration, the cost of data collection has gone up quite a bit, so there's less of that just
because of the cost. We're trying to be efficient with resources too.

Question: Helen Golimowski
Does the census and survey data match for the years/crops that overlap?
Answer: Lance Honig

We do typically go through a process to ensure that they're not what | would call significantly
different or implying different things. Generally speaking, from a crop perspective. | usually tell
people if you're interested in something like corn yield or production, | would focus on the
annual program because you're going to get that consistent accuracy year in and year out,
whereas the census is only for every five years. If you want to know about corn producers, the
census is your tool and so it's just understanding those differences and determining what's
going to fit your data needs the best.




Answer: Travis Averill

It's near possible in the process of census versus a survey. The key is: are they in a range? And
that's one of the things goes back to the five-year revisions that we're looking at in the process
of completing the final estimates to is where we have to true them up, or make some
adjustments at a state level, to be closer, and those values that we might have some
differences, but it's not a complete one for one. The numbers are so. There are some
differences there, because of the process of methodologies, different across censuses and
surveys. Then there are some surveys we have within livestock, chicken and eggs, and hogs and
pigs, their reference dates are a little different than the end of December. As a key is that
December thirty first is the point of emphasis where a lot of livestock estimates are either the
first of a given month, and so there might be some variation there when hogs is a quarterly and
that's December first, so it's a thirty-day difference. So just a couple of examples of where there
might be some variabilities in the differences between the survey versus and Census of Ag.

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Has the accuracy of NASS estimates improved over time? Have any validations been conducted
with the census data showing better agreement over time?

Answer: Lance Honig

As far as the better agreement aspect of things again, they're never going to match exactly. If
you want to talk about the agreement improving over time, I'd say the biggest improvement
probably happened back in 1997 when we took over the census here at NASS. We've made a
concerted effort since the time we've had the census to really bring the two programs as much
in alignment as we can in terms of how we ask questions and aligning things that way. So we
have made some efforts to bring them into alignment. | would say again that it, as you look at
comparisons between census and surveys, where things match we're in pretty good alignment.
Probably as good of alignment as you're going to get with two separate methodologies. The
accuracy of NASS estimates improved over time. Well, we would like to think so. That's certainly
what we strive for is to always improve on everything we do. But | know there's been some
independent studies that have been done that suggest that. Certainly. We're holding our own, if
not improving in terms of accuracy.

Question: Marvin Miller

| would think the Census provides a unique opportunity to talk about the whole farm enterprise,
specifically the multiple commodity/specialty crops/livestock that a farm might be producing. Is
there anywhere in the Census where we can see how many farms might be producing grains

and livestock or other multiple crop/livestock areas that a single enterprise might be producing?

Answer: Tony Dorn

The census products there's just so many different data tables and cross tabs that exist to get
the census out. So doing another multiple commodity cross tab would just be probably an
enormous task and trying to run disclosure on that all at the same time. Then we're trying to get
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the census out as quickly as possible, so everybody can see the results we do have available. We
have some special tabulations, if there's something specific that would be available to consider
through our data lab. But those would be very specific. For more wider range, if people want to
do research, we do have data lab opportunities where people can do research and get to the
census data in a data lab secure environment. That ensures confidentiality and disclosure are
run on the data before and after any kind of research would be done, so that we maintain that.
But there are opportunities to look at a lot of those types of things, for instance, if you're trying
to count the number of farms that might have multiple or certain commodity mixes, that would
be something that would be like an ideal project for the data lab. Or if there's something more
limited, maybe a special tab, if it's not too large in scop. The special tabulations can take quite a
bit of time, and we don't have dedicated staff or resources for that. It's a service that we
provide. So we do the best we can getting those out. But if you're looking for a far-reaching kind
of research for one project, probably entrance into the data lab and looking into that might be
more suitable, and probably get you what you need to. So there's a couple of ways to get at
that. But it would be to add more tables to the census with the main release product.

Written Answer:

Special Tabulations and Restricted Data:
https://www.nass.usda.gov/Data and Statistics/Special Tabulations/index.php

Answer: Travis Averill

In the Census of Ag, we have the North American Industrial Classification System that has tables
at a US and state level. And so if you want to look under, if it's cattle feedlots, beef cattle or
dairy, hogs, and then you can see the number of farms in those States by if it's crops, corn,
soybean, and their value of sales. That's also a part without doing a special tabulation. If that
meets the data that you're trying to gather without having to go to that extra step. But that's a
potential option. It might not give the whole spectrum, but it's a way to view the data in that
view too.

Question: Benjamin Diamond
Are there any improvements planned for Quick Stats?
Answer: Tony Dorn

We have a modernization project. | think we mentioned this, too, in the past couple of data
users, but for quick stats are really moving into the cloud as well as our Pdfs are moving into the
cloud so, taking both of those and working on eventually replacing it with a new system. That's
a cloud-based release system. And we do have some products that we're running in parallel.
We're not replacing and stopping quick stats or pdf releases yet, but we're running in parallel
until we get more up and running until we get a complete history there. The new system
includes the Cloud base is going to be linked to our web page where data users can get to
tables, queries, and to get to the data quickly. That's where we used to end the story data all in
one spot that's in a tiny data format. So it's more easily understandable right off the bat. It has
API functionality and has some interactive graphics to go along with it. It should be a lot easier.
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Well, it’s existing right now in production with a few other data items and the complete list was
on my other slide. That's the direction we're going with quick stats. | can look up the link put it
in the chat, too. But definitely that's planned, and it's in progress.

Written Answer:

https://data.nass.usda.gov/field-crops/




Breakout 2B: AMS Data Visualizations

Question: Emily Stearns

As AMS tracks markets approved for equine, are you able to add equine to the list for
visualization? | understand data is likely limited.

Answer: Levi Geyer

Currently we do not provide any market information on equine. We're mainly focused on edible
based commodities for the US. | know equine is consumed in other regions across the world,
but these (reported commodities by AMS) are more consumed commodities that are
mainstream in the agricultural sector. So, unfortunately, we do not have any market
information on equine. The data is limited. We don’t collect any substantial data other than
what we’re seeing as far as movement across the border. We do track some of that as it moves
in and out of the United States. As far as the destinations (other than where it crossed the
border), we are unsure we know what is coming into and out of the US. So, we don’t have
sufficient information to incorporate it into this dashboard. If the data was readily available,
then yes. With tableau, we can pull in multiple datasets so long as we can match them up with
the hierarchy of data we’re currently using. We're able to import data into these visualizations,
but that data has to exist. Unfortunately, we don’t have equine data available to us.

Question: Vince Breneman
What day is the Livestock Auction data updated?
Answer: Michael Jeter

Currently, we’re doing this on a manual refresh and it’s done first thing Monday morning
around 6:30 ET/7:30 CT. We’re working through a pilot project to automate the data refresh
process and hopefully we get it down to a daily refresh.




Breakout 3A: ERS Feed Grains Database: A comprehensive look at this
valuable resource

Question: Chris Eggerman

Can the website be changed to allow multiple attributes to be selected before it narrows down
the options? When | try to select each of the different data series included in corn FSI usage
(fuel alcohol, beverage alcohol, cereal, etc), it’s very difficult to select more than 1 or 2 of them
before it removes the others from the list.

Answer: Molly Burress

This is great feedback. We are always available to help users troubleshoot. So, please feel free
to reach out if you would like to screenshare or if you have other recommendations. My
understanding is if users hold down the control button, the user should be able to quickly select
multiple attributes as long as that attribute applies to the commodity or data type that is
selected under “Group”. If this is still functional and not clear, we will recommend adding
instructions to the app or the Documentation for clarity.

Answer: Angelica Williams

One suggestion is to just download all the information and then make a selection. But, we're
continuing to improve. We're always looking at ways to improve our product. We appreciate
all the feedback and suggestions. We'll take them into consideration.

Question: Lincoln Herrington
Does yield data always align with what's on quick stats?
Answer: Angelica Williams

For yields, it should. As | mentioned the main data sources are NASS and we also pull
information from WASDE.

Answer: Kelly Maguire

The data should align because we're pulling from the same data sources. If you're finding that
they're not in alignment, reach out directly to Angelica and we can try to troubleshoot what
might be going on.

Answer: Angelica Williams
Yes, we want to match across all agencies.
Question: Simla Tokgoz

For transport data of feed grains, are you relying on AMS data? If so, any plans to consider




Freight Analysis Framework of Bureau of Transportation Statistics?
Any plans to expand transport data for spatial disaggregation, rather than total transport data
for U.S., such as publishing transport volumes from location A to B?

Answer: Angelica Williams

That's a great question. | think it's worth considering and we'll be happy to discuss it with our
team. And of course, feel free to reach out. It's something we haven't looked into yet but we
are continuing to improve our products and we always appreciate suggestions.

Question: Katelyn McCullock

Is there a resource for how the current GCAU and RCAUs are calculated and is the methodology
revisited?

Answer: Angelica Williams

Yes. There are a few papers. Feel free to reach out and | will share that information with you.
Some of these papers are a bit dated, but about revising it, it's in discussions. Thank you very
much for bringing it up. We will look into adding additional resources to our Documentation
regarding GCAU and RCAU calculations.

Resources:

Allen, George and Margaret Devers, National and State Livestock-Feed Relationships, USDA,
Economic Research Service, Statistical Bulletin. 1970

Baker, Allen, Feed Yearbook: Estimating Feed Use: Background and Issues, FDS-1998,
Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, April 1998.

Capehart Tom. Feed Outlook: Special Article Animal Unit Calculations — First Projections for the
2013/14 Crop Year, FDS-13e-SA, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service,
May 13, 2013.

Question: Jerry Gidel
There’s a 2-day lag for feed grain outlook report?
Answer: Angelica Williams

Yes. We update the database on the first business day after WASDE report. So, you will be able
to access that information the next business day after the WASDE report comes out. And yes,
there is a two-day lag for the feed outlook tables as well, the compressed version of the larger
feed grains tables. That allows two days for analysts to work on pulling together our charts and
analysis. The report includes a wide description and two days is when we are able to have it
ready at this time.




Answer: Molly Burress

That's been the convention the Feed Grains Outlook has for publication timing for quite some
time. There is quite a bit of analysis and writing and editing that goes on. So, | don't foresee
that we would change that timeline, but that would be an issue that we would discuss with the
World Board.

Answer: Angelica Williams

As an analyst, | can tell you it's just the time. We have to pull together information to put it
together, write the report, create the charts. We're striving to do the best we can, but even two
days is sometimes tough.

Answer: Molly Burress

We have multiple levels of review at ERS that have to approve those products, and also have
the World Board that must approve what goes out in that report.




Breakout 3B: Understanding Publicly Available Data from USDA-Risk
Management Agency

Question: Benjamin Diamond

What is the difference between Commodity Year and Reinsurance Year?

Answer: Ben Marcy

It depends by crop. Sometimes they can be the same. Sometimes they can be different. So an
example of that might be a crop that is planted in the fall and is planted in a different calendar
year than the next year when it would be harvested. I'm thinking of wheat planted in the fall.
That is going to be harvested in the crop year, next year 2024. That is also the same reinsurance
year for that. We have other crops that have different reinsurance year and crop year. It's a

crop-by-crop basis as to what they are.

Answer: Xuan Pham

Florida citrus would be an example. Reinsurance year doesn't match up with crop year. If you
have questions like that, reach out to us. We are happy to look at the data to help with that.
There is a link on the website to explain what an insurance cycle is.

Written Answer:

https://www.rma.usda.gov/en/About-RMA/History-of-RMA/How-the-Program-Works

https://www.rma.usda.gov/en/Topics/Insurance-Cycle

Question: Benjamin Diamond

Would it be possible to add customization to the Historical Reports like the Report Generator
for SOB?

Answer: Michael Hibbs

I'm not sure if it's possible or not. It's a simple one-click report and this is the first time anyone
has ever shown that sort of interest. If there is interest, please email us and let us know so

someone can look into it.

Question: Cole Henderson

Is there any way to get historical RMA reports in excel or other format that is not a pdf?

Answer: Michael Hibbs

Currently, the only ability is to print to PDF. These are non-customizable reports rather than
one-click reports. If there is interest, we would want you to email us and let us know so




someone can look into it.
Question: Benjamin Diamond

| get a message with the generated RMA SOB Weekly Report: ** Aggregated policy and unit
counts may be overstated due the possibility that multiple coverage levels can exist on an
individual underlying policy. For accurate aggregate policy and unit counts, please refer to the
SOB prepared reports available at https://www.rma.usda.gov/Information-Tools/Summary-of-
Business. **. Why are the unit counts handled differently between the two reports?

Answer: Michael Hibbs

The policy count at the coverage level percent view, when generating a report, has the message
that the counts may be overstated because a policy can have more than one coverage level,
whereas the SOB prepared reports are counted at a level higher than the coverage level, and
does not include coverage level percent. Therefore, the prepared reports counts are more
accurate with what we consider a policy when we are counting policies.

Question: Roberto Sanchez

Do we have data in the PRISM database for Hawaii and US territories? or do you have itin a
different database?

Answer: James Hipple

We don't have Hawaii in there, but we just signed an agreement for the development of similar
data set with Oregon State University for Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the agricultural areas in
Alaska. Areas where crop insurance is offered. Those are under development. That's going to
be a year and a half or so before the data are completed in a similar fashion in the current prism
data set, and they will be available through the PRISM Public Portal when complete.

Question: Ford Ramsey

Are more detailed definitions of causes of loss provided anywhere on the website? Have there
been changes in the causes of loss allowed and thus changes in causes of loss that could be
found in the data in different years?

Answer: Ben Marcy

We have listings and definitions on causes of loss on the website. We also have a listing on
what companies can submit in for cause of loss. Different policies cover different things. Those
are things that change over time. You can see that it's varied in the website as a listing of the ICE
tables that have that. That's something we can share for this year, where to find it and where
to go back and see those. My guess is that they have changed but not a lot depending on what
we are covering out there.




Answer: Xuan Pham

They do change. There is a new cause of loss tropical storm option. That's something | have
found when looking at the data recently. Feel free to reach out to us. We are happy to get
someone who knows the answer to address them.

Question: Marvin Miller
Can you please provide one or two quick examples of how you might use the Prism data?
Answer: James Hipple

A quick example of the way compliance uses PRISM -- we have tool sets available for the
compliance investigators and loss adjustors to aid in the documentation of weather-related
causes of loss aside tied to a loss claim. PRISM provides a common data set and tool set to
assist the loss adjustor in ensuring that the loss is appropriately adjusted, it provides the
compliance investigator those same tools and same data set to ensure the AIP is effective in
their job. A second example might be for looking at impacts of widespread drought or excess
prescription. We can use the prism data set along with other policy information and look at
effects within a given year on the program.

Question: Marc Rosenbohm

| have been looking for two specific data series related to crop insurance. Can you tell me where

| might find 1) the A&O costs for every year, and 2) the underwriting gain/loss total for every
year?

Answer: Xuan Pham

| know we do publish cost data, but | don't know where on the website it is. Mark, I'll put my e-
mail into the chat. Please reach out and we'll see if we can get information for you if it's
something we can share.

Written Answer:

Underwriting gain/loss total is available here: Reinsurance Reports | RMA (usda.gov)

A&O costs are available here: Crop Year Government Cost of Federal Crop Insurance Program

(usda.gov)

General information about program budget is available here: Program Budget | RMA (usda.gov).

Question: Jeff Koenig
Is the sole data for the PRISM product satellite and radar?
Answer: James Hipple

PRISM doesn't use satellite and radar at all. The weather data sources the observation or the
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ground networks across the U.S. for weather stations like various mesonets and other ground
station networks. The radar data used in it is from the stations used predominantly in the
Eastern portion of the U.S. from NEXRAD and is used to assist in generating the PRISM grids.

Question: Jeff Koenig
How is PRISM data is used inside RMA?
Written Answer: Jim Hipple

Like the above answer, an example of the way compliance uses PRISM, we have tool sets based
upon the PRISM datasets available for the compliance investigators aiding them in reviewing
policy weather related causes of loss tied to a loss claim. It provides documentation to aid the
investigator in determining that the loss is appropriately adjusted. A second example might be
for looking at impacts of widespread drought or excess prescription. We use the PRISM data
along with other policy information and look at effects within a given year on the program, we
can also look back historically and compare events (like the drought in 2012 vs 2022).
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F What’s New - Modernization

* Streamlined authentication process.

e Central point to respond to all NASS surveys.

» Ability to create user accounts and see past survey responses.

e Future enhancements include improved performance, ability for farmers
to build and save custom home pages, and integration with the USDA
Farmers.gov website.

Dissemination System

* Milk production, Economic and Field Crop data are currently available in
the new format. https://data.nass.usda.gov/dairy/milk-production/

e Future — horticulture, floriculture, demographics, poultry, fruits, nuts
and vegetables, Census and more.

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service


https://data.nass.usda.gov/dairy/milk-production/

F What’s New - Modernization

.\
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PELS
S0

DAIRY - MILK PDI
Released August 10, 2023

FIELD CROPS - ACREAGE
Released August 15, 2023

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service

@Q*@

ECONOMICS - FARMS &
LAND IN FARMS

Released August 10, 2023

{7\

FELS
=[]

DAIRY — MONTHLY MILK
PRODUCTION

December 2022 — August 2023
Releases
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ERS anticipates trends and emerging issues in agriculture, food, the environment, and
rural America and conducts high-quality, objective economic research to inform and
enhance public and private decision making.
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" |n Fiscal Year 2023 ERS released:
— 169 publications including ERS Reports, Outlook

O ur Resea fe h Newsletters, Amber Waves Features, & more

— 99 journal articles in peer reviewed publications

— 14 webinars, including 5 data training webinars

USDA Economic Research Service
gl VS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE




Recent ERS Reports

USDA Economic Research Service

SRR 5 CEPARTHENT OF AGRICULTURE USDA Economic Research Service

USDA S US.DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

=2
W  Unitec States Department of Agricuture

USDA Economic Research Service
GEEREN US.DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Economic Research Servics and Forsign Agriculturs] Servica

Economic Characterizing Rugged Terrain in E",W';'“zr International Food Security Situstion and Outio iy Scenarios of Global Food
the United States Assessment, 2023-2033 Next relems is November 30, 2023 josienis Consumption: Implications for

QOutlook for U.S. Agricultural Trade:

AUQUSt 2023 Renald D. Sands, Birgit Meade, James L. Seale, Jr, Sherman
Bart Kenner, coordinator Potinson, and Riley Seeger

Hui Jiang, ¢oordinator

Dylan Russell and James Kaufman, contributors

Agriculture

Heport
Huimbier 32

Heport
ipean Elizabeth A. Dobis, John Cromartie, Ryan Williams,
Augost 2003 and Kyle Reed

01

U.S. Agricultural Exports in Fiscal Year 2024

| | Forerast at $172.0 Billion- Imparts at $199 5 | |
i i USDA Economic Research Service s in ety iz UODA  Economic Research Service DA Economic Research Service
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Son S - casnams Households’ Difficulty Paying for {7 oo oot Oorom Irrigation Organizations: somes Strawberry and Blueberry Markets:
canomie e oret - st 10 decine 600 wille te . Economic .
e g e 37 Expenses: Evidence From the [ oy i diff]  Service Water Inflows i Production, Trade, and Challenges
jumber 25 James M. MacDonalc, Xiao Dong, and Keith O. Fuglie Iuly 2023 Bnit values, Horticutre expd) 2 Number 257

N o Household Pulse Survey e wotlunses®  Economic and Outflows s from 2000 to 2020
uns 2072 Pxporisofree mutsand praE g eplamoze 2023

N Saled Toossl \'?L”';"ef:fn"sff'jé’nmnl"i.lii.! N:fnher 36 (r:J mde[ine\x;el; Jaclyn Kramer, Linda Calvin, and
- Eroosanell ‘ , Ethedins Wever
- 'gus Nicholas A. Potter, R. Aaron Hrozencik,
- 2 @npor: farecastis 21 51775 and Steven Wallander

ioazsas i com, whast, anat
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Data Product Updates

 Wheat data Oy

* Season-average price forecasts {}Q 5
e Dairy data APP

* Feed grains database FILE

* Meat price spreads

e Atlas of rural and small-town America dhd l @

e Livestock and meat international trade data CHART
* Sugar & sweeteners yearbook tables MAP
e Agricultural trade multipliers

e And much more....

l_is/_D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Data Visualizations
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Recent Charts of Note

Global market share and value of exports ese orvice Distribution of change in U.S. irri d s Percent change in the share of population c vic . e
{+] USDA Esﬁf‘omuc Re Larci: §u ice on of change in U.S, LELGE USDA F(onomlf Re! 1r‘d:| icrw,c 5 g . pop! VSDA EFOnDr!\I[("?r'eseJrLlj gey ice Variable rate technology (VRT) adoption in USDA Economic Research Service
from top cotton exporters, 2021 - el acreage, 1997-2017 R estimated to be food insecure, 2022-2023 5 Y SRR S DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
selected crops, 1996-2019
Net increase = 1,724,735 acres Percent of planted acres
All oth 405
others, 1
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Source: USDA, Economic Research Service using Area Health Resource File data.
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Expanding Data Accessibility

Data Training Webinar Series

* Spotlighting available data products & how to use them

— Area & Road Ruggedness Scales USDA Economic Research Service ‘ I H ﬁ

— Food Price Outlook I I I
— Farm Income & Wealth Statistics DATA TRAINING s “,: el .
— Price Spreads from Farm to Consumer WEBINAR SERIES 3

— Food Access Research Atlas & Food Environment Atlas
Learn about ERS data products, how they

- Many others & more to come! are used and where to find them on the
ERS website.
Standard Application Process for Accessing Restricted Data = - ENGUPN
* Joint effort with the Interagency Council on Statistical Policy to [@3 wwwers.usda.govidata-training-webinars g - ’ i I l
build a standard application process & portal for requesting use

of restricted-access data

Partnership with the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Www.ers.usda.gov/data-training-webinars

* S1.4 million in research grants aimed at improving equitable
healthy food access using USDA’s Consumer Food Data System



http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-training-webinars

Providing Timely, Relevant Research

crop o= producer

USDA: China Is Largest Global Funder
Of Agricultural R&D

n pr lllinois

Small farms are producing less
and becoming more financially
risky

The Buffalo shooting is a reminder that
millions don't live near a grocery store

Ehe New JJork Times

Food Insecurity for Families With
Children Reached Two-Decade Low in
2021

RU

Food for Thought
FACING THE
FACTS ABOUT
FOOD INSECURITY

with Alana Rhone & Matthew Rabbitt
United States Department of Agriculture
Economic Research Service

« Retweeted

oy Economic Research Service @ @USDA _ERS - 3¢
L Happy Halloween! Give 'em pumpkin to talk about with these stats on

everyone's favorite autumn gourd:

0:04/0:24 @ 7

e Agriculture Committee. Find us on IG
. Get our email alerts here:

USDA i i
=>71 Economic Research Service
WWW.éFS.LlSd(l.gOV

POLITICOPRO

USDA forecasts record U.S. ag imports in fiscal
2023

CATHERINE
WEBER

USDA ECONOMIST

LOCATION.
WASHINGTON, D.C.

. PJ Huffstutter @
| can appreciate the graphical use of chickens as a
data indicator. Cool chart, @USDA_ERS

2021 broiler production by State and poultry
losses to avian flu by Oct. 7, 2022

e 2021 broiler production for States

producing 1 million or more pounds
Commercial poultry

Jost to HPAI in 2022, head & 1-100million % 100 million-1 billion

0 = 1-3 million & 1-4 bilion * More than 4 billion
Up t0 100,000 3-5 million

= 100,000 to = More than
1 million 5 million

Notes: HPAI= Highly Pathogenic Avion Influenza. Commercial poultry includes brodlers, broier breeding
birds, egg-laying hens, turkeys, and turkey breeding bird. States with less than 1 million pounds of broder

mmr were not gven an icon.
USDA, National Agricultural Statistics Service and USDA, Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service.

1:32 PM - Nov 2, 2022 - Twitter Web App

: “Mankotin
[:'\\'J” [ ".('“ H}

A "CLebal b Tor Apelumlrmed s




Like, Share, & Follow ERS

USDA
—

www.ers.usda.gov www.ers.usda.gov/ @USDA_ERS linkedin.com/company/

data-products/charts-of-note usda-economic-research-service

Subscribe to Weekly E-mail Notifications: www.ers.usda.gov/subscribe

Learn About Careers at ERS: www.ers.usda.gov/about-ers/careers-at-ers

l_lS/DA Economic Research Service
' www.ers.usda.gov



http://www.ers.usda.gov/subscribe
http://ers.usda.gov/about-ers/careers-at-ers

' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
sl 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting
Farm Service Agency

Tim Gravlin
Acting Data Officer
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Agricultural Marketing Service Update

USDA Fall Data Users’ Meeting
October 17-18, 2023

Michael E. Sheats

Director, Livestock, Poultry, and Grain
Market News Division

Livestock and Poultry Program
Agricultural Marketing Service
U.S. Department of Agriculture
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Latest Data Initiatives

« USDA Mobile Application, Ver. 3.0
« Organic Data Initiatives

« Dynamic Data Visualizations
« Cattle Contracts Library Pilot
» Livestock Auction Dashboard

 Meat Grading Dashboard




' USDA United States Department of Agriculture
= 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

United States Census Bureau

Joseph DeCampo

Section Chief
International Trade Indicator Micro Analysis Branch



' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
Sa 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

Day 1 Breakout Sessions

All times Eastern Session A Session B

Focus on the 2022 Census of Agriculture The Usc.e of Weather Information In
1:00 p.m. National Agricultural Statistics Service Producing the WASDE

9 World Agricultural Outlook Board

1:55 p.m. 10 Minute Break

NASS Hlstor@al Revisions and Estimating AMS Data Visualizations
2:05 p.m. Program Review Agricultural Marketing Service

National Agricultural Statistics Service 9 9

Links to join are separate and can be found in:
* Your registration or reminder email

* Emailed Booklet
e Chat window




SDA united states Department of Agriculture

—
—
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g National Agricultural Statistics Service

Focus on the
2022 Census of Agriculture

Fall 2023 Data Users Meeting
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Overview

Donald Buysse — Chief, Census Planning Branch
e Learn how the mail list is created and data is collected.

Jeff Bailey — Chief, Summary, Estimation and Disclosure Methodology Branch
e Understand the processes NASS uses to account for all farms and the accuracy of the data.

Tony Dorn — Chief, Environmental, Economics and Demographics Branch
* Discover the many products that will be available during the year following the Census of
Agriculture.

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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List Building

* Online sign-up always active

e Gather lists from a variety of sources
* Send a National Agricultural Classification Survey

e Determine if there is any agricultural activity

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service


https://www.agcounts.usda.gov/static/get-counted.html

' USDA
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i Finalizing the Census Mail List

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service

2019

2020

2021

Capture data from 2017 CoA

Conduct National Agricultural
Classification Survey 1 (100K)

Conduct National Agricultural
Classification Survey 2 (350K)

Conduct National Agricultural
Classification Survey 3 (600K)
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Census Data Collection

Area Coverage Evaluation Survey
 Conducted in the census reference year

* Additional Segments in the annual June Area Survey
* Critical for Dual System Estimation Methodology

* Measures the coverage provided by the Census Mail List

United States Department of Agriculture e

National Agricultural Statistics Service —
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Census Data Collection

* Field Enumeration — November 2022

* Online “Push” Mailing — late November 2022
* Questionnaire Mailing — mid December

* Email Reminder — early January

* Online “Push” Mailing 2 — mid January

* Due Date - February 6, 2023

* Questionnaire Mailing 2 — mid February

* Email Reminder — early March

* Questionnaire Mailing 3 — late March

* Four Page Farm Status Mailing — mid April

* Targeted Non-response Follow-up - May — June 2023

o

o=

o8 \j
a3

S W

an

2

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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e — Data Collection

Historic CoA Returns by Mode

2,500,000
2,000,000
1,500,000 H Mail
H Online
1,000,000 M Phone*
H Field
500,000

2022 2017 2012 2007

*Includes toll-free helpline
United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service



I — Schedule

Data Collection and Processing
November 2022 — June 2023
Editing and Imputation
January —July 2023
Data Analysis and Review
April — November 2023
Summarization, Weighting, and Disclosure
August — December 2023
Release Preparations .
December 2023 — February 2024 A J

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service



fuspa Meighting Methodology

Goal: To accurately measure all farms in the United States.

Adjustments made for:
* Coverage: The Census mail list is incomplete.

* Non-response: Everyone does not respond to the Census.

* Misclassification:

* A farm may be classified as a non-farm (undercount)
* A non-farm may be classified as a farm (overcount)

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service



) L ,
i Weighting Adjustments - 2017

* 62.4% - Responses
* 15.1% - Coverage adjustment
‘ * 13.9% - Non-response adjustment

62.4 " 8.6% - Misclassification adjustment

m Coverage m Nonresponse

Missclassifcation m Response

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Weighting Adjustments

Table A. Summary of U.S. Coverage, Nonresponse, and Misclassification Adjustments: 2017

[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text ]

Adjustment | Percentof total
Total standard as percent adjustment
of total from coverage
Farms ..o number 2,042,220 43,278 37.6 15.1
Land in farms .....acres 900,217 576 15,031,334 27 44
Total

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service

Percent of total Percent of total
adjustment from | adjustment from
nonresponse misclassification
13.9 86
11.8 6.5
Components
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Census Accuracy

* Measure of Variability due weighting adjustments

* Non-sampling errors
* List maintenance
e Questionnaire comprehension (paper or web)
* Processing (edit, analysis, summary)

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Measures of Variability

Table A. Summary of U.S. Coverage, Nonresponse, and Misclassification Adjustments: 2017

[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text.]

o T Adjustment Percent of total Percent of total Percent of total

Total arror as percent adjustment adjustment from adjustment from

of total from coverage nonresponse misclassification
Farms ... number 2,042 220 43,278 | 37.6 15.1 13.9 8.6
Land in farms .... ...acres 900,217,576 15,031,334 22.7 4.4 11.8 6.5

95% Confident Interval (+ or — 1.96 Standard Error)
(1,957,3477 - 2,127, 063)

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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=== Disclosure Protections

 Laws, regulation and policy protect the data
 Maintain trust with data providers

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Disclosure Protections

* Only1or?2reports, value will be suppressed
 |fthere are 3 or more report, dominance is calculated

 Additional Cells suppress (complements) to prevent deriving
primary cells

Dominance: If Published value — sum of two largest reports < p% of
largest report then cell is not published.

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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=== Disclosure Protections

Table 31. Fruits and Nuts: 2017 and 2012 (continued)

[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text.]

_ Total
Geographic area
Farms Acres

BANANAS
United States Total
United States ............ooovviiiieee 2017 1,467 2,139

2012 1,169 2,444
States, 2017

)

California ..........coooeiiiiiiiii e 25 (D)
Florida.......cooo o, 312 952
Hawalii.........oooooiiiiieccee e, 1,114 1,159
MiSSISSIPPI «evneeeeeeie e, 1 (D)
South Carolina............ooovviiiiiiiieee e 6 1
TOXAS e 9 (D)




’ USDA

=== Products

e Similar Products to 2017.
* Hemp Special Study will be added as a Custom Census Product.
* Schedule of key products is on the NASS ASB Release Calendar.

e Similar to before, some special products will be released with the
Census of Agriculture, and some will be released later in the year.

* The Ag Census Web maps will still be available, but the 16 dot density
Ag Atlas maps will be discontinued because they are redundant with
the Ag Census web maps.

* A prototype Story Map will be provided for demographics.

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Products
e Quick Stats
Online e Maps
Resources * Highlights
 U.S. By Table * Zip Code Tabulations

e States by Table

* Appendix A, B

e County Level Data
* Puerto Rico Subject
* Guam NEIIES
e U.S. Virgin Islands
* American Samoa
* Northern Mariana

Islands

e American Indian
Reservations

e \Watersheds

e Typology
e Specialty Crops

e State and County
Rankings e Race, Ethnicity, Gender
and e Market Value of Ag

Profiles Products
e Congressional Districts

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Products Released with the Census

e https://www.nass.usda.gov/AgCensus/index.php

e US Volume 1
e State Volume 1

* Ag Census Highlights
e Subject Series

SICENSUS o
& AGRICULTURE

United stigef

Swmwnary wnd State Deta
S | s Ane S Pt 11

2017 Census of Agriculture

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service

2012 Census of Agriculture

S OF
AGRICULTURE

United States

2007 Census of Agriculture



https://www.nass.usda.gov/AgCensus/index.php
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====  Products Released soon after the Census

* State Profiles

e County Profiles

* Rankings: Market Value of Ag Products Sold
* Congressional District Profiles

* Race, Ethnicity and Gender Profiles

* Watersheds

 American Indian Reservations

* Ag Census Web Maps

* Specialty Crops

e Zip Code Tabulations

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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I === Products Released after 2024

* Guam

* Northern Mariana Islands

e U.S. Virgin Islands

* American Samoa

 Specialty Crops for Outlying Areas

* Typology
* History

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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=== Products — Census Special Studies

e 2023 Irrigation and Water Management Survey
e 2023 Census of Aquaculture

e 2024 Tenure, Ownership and Transition of Agricultural Land (TOTAL)
e 2024 Census of Horticulture Specialties

* 2025 Organic Survey
e 2025 Local Food Marketing Practices Surveys

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service
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Questions?

United States Department of Agriculture

National Agricultural Statistics Service



USDA Agricultural Weather Assessments

:: OCE/World Agricultural Outlook Board

The Use of Weather Information In
Producing the WASDE

Mark D. Brusberg

Chief Meteorologist
USDA Office of the Chief Economist / World Agricultural Outlook Board

Presented to the

USDA/National Agricultural Statistics Service

Fall Data Users’ Meeting
October 17, 2023



USDA Agricultural Weather Assessments

:: OCE/World Agricultural Outlook Board

USDAE:::ii‘tl;‘:n‘fif World Agricultural Supply
o and Demand Estimates

ISSN: 15564-0089
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WHEAT: The outlook for 2023/24 U.S. wheat this month is for decreased supplies, slightly lower
domestic use, reduced exports, and higher stocks. Supplies are reduced as wheat production is
forecast at 1,734 million bushels, down 5 million from last month as lower Other Spring and White
wheat produchon is partially offset by increases for Hard Red Winter (HRW) Sm‘t Red Winter, and
Durum. The all wheat yield is 45 .8 bushels perafge ﬂf‘ sl —

is lowered 3 million bushels, all on food uge-kesed on { . . .
issued August 1. Wheat exporis e ritiuced 25 milion| T he global wheat outlook for 2023/24 is for reduced supplies, lower consumption, decreased trade,

shipment pace to da_t,e.fer—f-m'w where all the reduction

are raised 234miion bushels to 615 milion butremany - gNd lower stocks. Supplies are projected to decline 4.3 million tons to 1,061.7 million as reduced

‘_Ihe—zn /24 season-average farm price is unchanged . N . . . -
Sy P production for the EU_, China, and Can_a_da is only partially ef_fset by_ increases for Ukralr_1e and _

and lower stocks. Supplies are projected lo decine 4.3 Ka7akhstan. The EU is lowered 3.0 million tons to 135.0 million, primarily due to reductions for Spain,

production for the EU, China, and Canada is only partia|

Kazakhstan. The EU s lowered 20 milien fons 10 13540 | jthyania, and Romania. China is reduced 3.0 million tons to 137 0 million, based on the National

Lithuania, and Romania. Chinais reduced 3.0 million tof = " 0y = T A e e e e L T L T e “

Bureau of Statistics summer gran production forecast | Byreau of Statistics summer grain production forecast. 'Canada is decreased 2.0 million tons to 33.0

million on worsening drought conditions in the Prairie P|

e e o vt 1 million on worsening drought conditions in the Prairie Provinces. Ukraine is increased 3.5 million tons

record. Kazakhstan is raised 1.0 million tons to 15.0 mil

Sureau of National Statstics. to 21.0 million on higher area harvested and yields with the forecast yield the second highest on
" Ghoeal coeunplon s feduced 34 ilon ons o 196§ record.; Kazakhstan is raised 1.0 million tons to 15.0 million on higher area reported by Kazakhstan’s

use for theT:‘U-&ncheduced food, seed, and industrialyy |__! Mol

million tons to 209 4 mlmm-(m;educed exports by Can

production, Ukraine’s exporis are U’rreha.nq_ed at10.5m B ureau Of N at|0na| StatlStl CS.
Grain Initiative. Projected 2023/24 global endMe stagks
the lowest since 2015/16.

COARSE GRAINS: This month’s 2023/24 U.S. cormn outlook is for reduced supplies, lower domestic
use, smaller exports, and tighter ending stocks. Projected beginning stocks for 2023724 are 55 million
bushels higher based on a lower use forecast for 2022/23, reflecting reductions in com used for
exports, glucose and dextrose, and starch. Com production for 2023/24 is forecast at 15.1 billion
bushels, down 209 million from the July projection and if realized, would be the second highest on
record behind 2016/17. The season’s first survey-based comn yield forecast, at 175.1 bushels per
acre, is 2 4 bushels lower than last month's projection. Today’s Crop Production report indicates that
among the major producing States, yields are forecast above a year ago in Indiana, lowa, Nebraska,
Ohio, and South Dakota. Yields in lllinois, Minnesota, and Missouri are forecast below a year ago.

Total U.S. corn use for 2023/24 is cut 95 million bushels to 14 4 billion. Feed and residual use is
lowered 25 million bushels based on a smaller crop. Corn used for glucose and dextrose and starch
is projected lower based on observed use during 2022/23. Exports for 2023724 are cut 50 million

bushels to 2.1 billion. With supply declining mare than use, ending stocks are lowered 60 million httDS//WWW usdaqov/ocelcom mOd Itvlwasde/l ndex htm



https://www.usda.gov/oce/commodity/wasde/index.htm

USDA Agricultural Weather Assessments

:: OCE/World Agricultural Outlook Board

“The Great Grain Robbery”

The Russian Wheat Deal - Hindsight vs. Foresight

by CLIFTON B. LUTTRELL

I Former National Security Advisor Henry Kissinger had
o St Do et 440 o kel of he Changes i Saatd Pices this to say about record July 1972 Soviet grain

for approximately 700 million, wmoere than the total Batts bl faty 1HL ~ Jupiomber TRV als H .
s Enm[-mial :Lhm‘. exports for the year beginning | "7 T T T 77T " p u rC h aS eS fro m th e U n I ted St at eS .
in July 1971 The sales were equivalent to 3 percent

of average annual 1.8, wheat production during the T |
previous fve years and more than 80 percent of the
wheat used for domestic food doring that period. The
sales involved a seres of subsidized transactions fol-
lowing an agreement whereby the U5 Covernment
made aveilable credit of $750 million to Bussia for
the purchise of grains over a three-year period.! Pre-
viously, the Russinns had purchased only o relatively
small guantity of U8, farm products.

» “Our intelligence about Soviet needs was appalling.

Immediately following the sales announcements, the
domestie price of wheat bogan to rize, and within a
few months the prices of feed and food grain, soy-
heans, and livestock turned upward and all continued
b rige at o high mte dodng most of the pext twelve
menths (Chart 1), By yearsnd food prices had also
tirned sharply wpward, The price of wheat almost  ° - -
tripled during the yea i in August 1973 The In recent weeks most of these farm commodity prices
prices of com and oyl have declined somewhat from the mid-Aogust 1973

* Our knowledge of what was happening in our markets
was thin.

nore: than doubled, and

the prices of stesrs, hog 1 broilers ross 55, 102, levels, bt retail food prices have generlly contineed

anil 133 percent, respectively (Table 1} The whele upward, . .

sale price index of all farm products rose 66 percent, A pumber of critics have attributed these sharp hd Th e U . S . Gover n m ent WaS S I m p Iy n Ot 0 rg an I Zed at th e
and the whalesale price of food inceeased 25 percent.® price increases Lo the Russion wheat transactions, The

T e o e et e b et o oA Ot (CAD) b ¢ e o e time to supervise or even monitor private grain sales

prind sales, questioned the United States Department of - . ’
are . A hlreenle Fri o . Apriculture’s | USIDA ] management of the wheat ex f I tt
H-‘f":n-?‘-?;‘:':':‘.““ o8 Labor, "Wholesalo Pricn Tncler”™ (Sop port subsidy program, The GAG concluded that the as a orelg n po Icy ma er-

Fage 2

https://files.stlouisfed.org/files/htdocs/public
ations/review/73/10/Russian Oct1973.pdf



https://files.stlouisfed.org/files/htdocs/publications/review/73/10/Russian_Oct1973.pdf
https://files.stlouisfed.org/files/htdocs/publications/review/73/10/Russian_Oct1973.pdf
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USDA Situation and Outlook Organizational Structure

Secretary/Deputy Secretary

OCE Chief Economist

! WAOB Chairperson !

S [ e T Interagency Agricultural Projections

USDA Meteorologists Coordinator
Joint Agricultural Weather Facility

Interagency Commodity Estimates Committees
Chaired by WAOB Senior Analysts

Grains Livestock Fibers Oilseeds Specialty Crops
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USDA/NOAA

Memorandum of Understanding Subsidiary Agreements

SUBSIDIARY INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE

USS. Department of Commerce
NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION (NOAA)

Joint Agricultural

regarding the
JOINT AGRICULTURAL WEATHER FACILITY (JAWF)

General Information Ly B
i e S M S Weather Facil ity

1995 - which is a subsidiary to the Interagency Agreement dated April 5, 1995, betweea the Depastment

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING of Coramerce and the Department of Agricultur (hereinafier efeerod 10 8 the Master Agreemnant),
BETWEEN THE G et R e S e s e e
. Department of Commerce "
AND THE I Refersnce snd Auborities
U.S. Department of Agriculture This agreement is executed pursuant o the provisions of 7 U$.C. 2201 and 15 US.C. 313,
I. General Information
SUBSIDIARY INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Commerce (Commerce) has responsibility for L Pro U, Deparmentof Commeree .
supporting and sustaining economic growth and development, and, through the National bou NAMMLm:::i:::::;?g:::::z:mmw N atl on a/ I n tegr ated
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), has responsibility for understanding, . i k“m rwm”h’;u ;.:.m..,(.;. .
monitoring, and predicting weather and climate, including variations and changes in il NATIONAL NTEG i Drought /nfOI’mthon SyStem
climate extremes, oceans, and coasts, and for sharing knowledge and information of *  Ha Agroement No. CPOI3-003-0000-000
interest to agriculture, forestry, and rural and Aurban communities to enhance the resilience — i
of economies and ecosystems, across the Nation; tadd et e oy T .
This Fcilty cond s Deparmcntof Apralr, which e -
WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Agriculture (Agriculture) has responsibility within Kol Agrc : e f e s
the Federal Government to monitor and assess national and international food supplies g biversrn e by
and natural resource conditions, and acquires, analyzes and interprets weather and e
climate information for the purpose of providing appropriate information related to the * M
impacts of weather and climate on ecosystems, rural communities, forestry, and ey
agricultural production to the people of the United States: and . Pupese SUBSIDIARY INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
“The purpose U.S. Department of Commerce
w[ IEREAS, there i‘s increasing risk and vulnerability to rural and( L}{ban .communitics. :"“"‘:%E,EE’E% wmw“u:ﬁ:;:,::’fz;ﬁtm-:;‘:IZZ:M o
tribal lands, the agricultural and forestry sectors, transport, and utilities from extreme g Rusk Mansgement Agency (RMA)
weather events such as drought, flood, fire, tropical cyclones, and periods of high Ity e Regasding Cooperatin on the Use by RMA of specific NOAA Data Sets
temperature, and there is evidence that these risks are changing due to climate change; Sp——— e
ot ™ e — b 21,2012 berwem
NOW. THEREFORE, Commerce and Agriculture enter into this Memorandum of R — - s . .
Understanding (MOU) covering cooperative efforts to advance the development, sharing e b voeeg et docim, vy iadson e RISk Management
and application of weather. climate, economic and demographic information for risk T e faceotch boowhirngary.
management with respect to agriculture, forestry, and other resource management 1 Refenceand Aubosties Agency
ons, with an emphasis on food and energy security, international trade, water Thisapeesmers s execusdpersuat 10 thepaovisions of 7 US € 2201 and1 S US € 313
availability. water management and ecosystem protection in the face of changing 11 Pupose
environmental, economic, and social conditions. BOAES c o~ agpee 4 ‘which agencies withi
o, A Acurae st fomugicn, 54 PP ik mangerers g Thswill be
II. Reference and Authorities p-. oy Apvant. ctudes. i
iomely anees e aciviies a keseed by ths sobsiry apreeent e
Commerce enters into this MOU pursuant to the authority vested in it by 15 U.S.C 313; i - wepirery
Agriculture enters into this MOU pursuant to the authority vested in it by 7 U.S.C. 2201. * o »
This MOU supersedes the 1995 agreement between the two Departments relating to : st
coordination and cooperation in climate and weather matters. V" tial R espansiiiiesofthe DepRwEEts
A Deparmes ofCommescehersby s to
o InfomnUSDARM dyuaiizedy EMA
asouinedinExkbi A
o Provide poit ofcortac o MA thit vl dect EMA 10 the il o office withi
'NOAA thatcan adckes the quessonr dscusscnitem
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* Random sampling of available daily weather data

Location of weather stations
* Most have data since at least 1982 received daily via the WMO?

(many with normals)

1 United Nations World Meteorological Organization
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Primary vs. Secondary sources of weather data

® \WMO (~70) ® Rain Gauge (900+)

Data obtained by CPC from the Mexican weather bureau are incorporated into the weekly rainfall
chart created for the Weekly Weather and Crop Bulletin and are provided separately to USDA
analysts for their analysis of crop weather impacts.
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Primary vs. Secondary sources of weather data

Weekly Rainfall (mm) Weekly Rainfall (mm) o

April 11-17, 2010 s April 11-17, 2010 .
(WMO) o (Mexican Rain Gauge) LA, |
e ¥y TS
@ 0-1 mm @ 1-10mm O 10-25mm @ 0-1mm @ 1-10mm O 10-25mm
O 25-50mm @ 50-100mm < >100 mm O 25-50mm @ 50-100mm < > 100 mm

The maps above highlight the differences that arise using WMO data, which are sparse in coverage,
versus the supplemental rain gauge data, which provides a denser network of stations and a better
representation of rainfall.
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Primary vs. Secondary sources of weather data

Estimated Rainfall (mm) AL
April 11-17, 2010
(CMORPH)

Lower (1-10 mm) Higher (~ 200 mm)

Weekly Rainfall (mm) )
» April 11-17, 2010
o | (Mexican Rain Gauge)

@ 0-1 mm
O 25-50 mm

@ 1-10mm

Highest (> 400 mm)

> 10-25mm

@ 50-100mm <& > 100 mm

Comparison with other sources of information, including satellite derived estimates (CMORPH),

support the rain gauge analysis.

https://iridl.ldeo.columbia.edu/SOURCES/.NOAA/.NCEP/.CPC/.CMORPH/index.htm|?Set-Language=en



https://iridl.ldeo.columbia.edu/SOURCES/.NOAA/.NCEP/.CPC/.CMORPH/index.html?Set-Language=en
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Vegetative Health Index
Week 26 Difference (2023 vs 2022)

AT

4

- Much Better
. I
Manitoba — .
]

[ ]

I:I Wb rse
]

[

- Much Worse
I

- Extre me
I

Saskatchewan

Source: NOAA/NESDIS
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*Canadian Drought Monitor
Conditions as of June 30, 2023

A

Alberta

<
—

e~

P

Saskatchewan

55

Drought Intensity

DO —Abnormally Dry

D1 — Moderate Drought

D2 — Severe Drought
I D3 - Extreme Drought
Il D4 - Exceptional Drought

Drought not analyzed

Manitoba

*Source: Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada
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Ukraine: Station Location

(Before and After Invasion)

February 1, 2022 March 14, 2022
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Brazil

2"d Crop Corn Production
*Average (2017-19)

Production
Intensity

Minor Major

*Source: IBGE

Rondonia Mato Grosso

Aw: Tropical wet and dry

Mato Grosso

Cr: Subtropical Rain

2"d Corn crop calendar for most of Brazil

\ Planting |
. Flower| |
\ Fill |

L |

I

Harvesting |

| |
FEB ' MAR ' APR|MAY| JuN ' JuL' Auc ' ser ' ocT' Nov' DEC

|

JAN
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/- MATO GROSS0O
Cumulative Precipitation

April Lockup
1000 — )22

— Lrerage

Abundant Rain, e
800 // _— J_
700

600

500

Millimeters [ mm|

400

300

D | | | I | I I | | | | I | | I 1

T T T T T T
Jan11  Jan-13  Jan-25 Febd6 Feb-16 Mard2 Mar14 Mar26  Aprd?  Apr-189 Mayl1  May-13 May-25
Jand?  Jan-189  Jan-31  Feb-12 Feb-24 Mardd Mar20  Apr1 Apr-13 Apr-25 Mayd7?  May-19  May-31
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Mato Grosso
Cumulative Precipitation (mm)

1000
Normal rainfall through May 31: 127 mm
March 5
900 95%
800
700 Feb 7
50%
600 *Contribution to National Corn Production
47% of 2" Crop / 34% Total
500 *3-Year Average (2018/19-2020/21; CONAB)
400
300
## *Planting Progress
200 *Source: IMEA
100
0

1-Jan 8-Jan 15-Jan 22-Jan 29-Jan 5-Feb 12-Feb 19-Feb 26-Feb 5-Mar 12-Mar 19-Mar 26-Mar 2-Apr 9-Apr 16-Apr 23-Apr 30-Apr 7-May 14-May 21-May 28-May

—2022 —Average
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Mato Grosso Rainfall (mm)

*Plant to Dent VHI
700 . .
Planting Dates Yields / Trend Precipitation
2018: Feb 17 5.86 ( -2.8%) « .
600 2021: Feb 25 5.63 (-14.7%) o
2022: Feb 7 el
500 T
400
|
300
200
100
0
Plant Tassel Silk Blister Dough Dent

-—2017 —2021 —2022
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early early late late  cumulative % Departure Early (low range) based on VHI, soil moisture through dent (mid-April)
Percentage  partial Percentage partial yield from Trend 6.25
100 6.25 0 0 6.25 -7.82
95 5.9375 5 0.2475 6.19 -8.78 Late (low range) based on mid-May VHI, May average soil moisture
a0 5.625 10 0.495 6.12 -9.73 4.95
85 5.3125 15 0.7425 6.06 -10.69
a0 5 20 0.99 5.99 -11.65 Trend Value
75 4.6875 25 1.2375 5.93 -12.61 6.78
70 4.375 30 1.485 5.86 -13.57
65 4.0625 35 1.7325 5.80 -14.53 Actual Yield (CONAB) 6.39
60 3.75 40 1.98 5.73 -15.49
55 3.4375 45 2.2275 5.67 -16.45
50 3.125 50 2.475 5.60 -17.40
45 2.8125 55 2.7225 5.54 -18.36
40 2.5 60 2.97 5.47 -19.32
35 2.1875 65 3.2175 5.41 -20.28
30 1.875 70 3.465 5.34 -21.24
25 1.5625 75 3.7125 5.28 -22.20
20 1.25 a0 3.96 5.21 -23.16
15 0.9375 a5 4.2075 5.15 -24.12

10 0.625 90 4.455 5.08 -25.07
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SOURCE: NOAA
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Ocean Temperature Departure (°C) from normal - Nino 3.4

. I | I I |
ENSO: O | | | ‘
El Nifio g | [ d
(Peruvian Fishers) = 2} | | | |
3] | I | | |
+ 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995
Tahiti-Darwin SO (3-month running average
T 3
Southern £,
- - o
Oscillation 2 ;
(Sir Gilbert Walker) :-é ”
3 2
s

1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995

“During EI Nifio conditions, the average air pressure is higher in Darwin than in Tahiti. Therefore, the change in air pressures in
the South Pacific and water temperature in the East Pacific Ocean, 8,000 miles (13,000 km) away, are related.”

https://www.weather.gov/jetstream/enso



https://www.weather.gov/jetstream/enso
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La Nina and Rainfall

La Nifa conditions in the tropical Pacific are known to shift rainfall patterns in many different parts of the world. Although they vary somewhat
from one La Nina to the next, the strongest shifts remain fairly consistent in the regions and seasons shown on the map below.

y
e a o Wet
Dec. to March

Oct. to
) following April
T

Dry
Oct. to Dec

Dry

June to following April

June to Dec.

Sept. to following Jan.

Sept. to following March

Dry

June to Sept.

Wet

Nov. to following April

Dry

Aug. to Dec.

&

Aug. to Dec:
May to following Feb.

For more information on El Nifio and La Nifa, go to: http://iri.columbia.edu/enso

Sources:
1. Ropelewski, C. F. and M. S. Halpert, 1989: Precipitation patterns associated with the high index phase of the Southern Oscillation. J. Climate., 2, 268 284,

2. Mason and Goddard, 2001. Probabilistic precipitation anomalies associated with ENSO. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 82, 619-638 relimat N @climat .
/chimatesociety @chmatesociety
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Argentina: Corn

O ElNifio
O LaNina

Yields typically rebound following
La Nifa growing season!

O = N W OB T =~ O WO

1990
1993
199 R TNl 1 | |
1999
2002
2005
2008
2011
2014
2017
2020
2023

s j2|d (O Dserved) T rend

Source: PSD-Online (https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.htmi#/app/downloads)



https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.html#/app/downloads
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South Africa: Corn

O ElNifio
] . | = O LaNifa
Droughts are common during El Nifio
: : — : — — years, with some notable exceptions.
M EEn 0 O
o e b e e SREARE EE RN T A XD W T
g § § § £ £ 8 T £ £ 8§ 8
— — — — o | | bt | | | !
s jo|d (O bDserved) T rend

Source: PSD-Online (https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.htmi#/app/downloads)



https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.html#/app/downloads
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3.5

Australia: Wheat

O El Nifio
O LaNina

More variability in yields, though
many El Nifio seasons have been
marked by drought.

u' 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
= [k ] [ X =] Ty ] [==] P [ ] k]
g ¢ ¢ &8 & 2 &8 £ T 3z 8§ §
— — — — [ [ ™ [ [ ™ [ )
o je|d (O bDserved) T rend

Source: PSD-Online (https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.htmi#/app/downloads)
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Brazil: Oilseed, Soybean
4 .
3.5
3
| ! O ElNifio
25 T i i .
| | | | g O LaNina
2 | ] | |
1.5 No clear pattern.
1
0.5 | | : f E i | i |
0 plel) 4 B R G
2 8 & & & 8 8 £ T = 8§ 8
¢ & ¢ & & 8 R R R R ®
el (O bserved) T rend

Source: PSD-Online (https://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/app/index.htmi#/app/downloads)
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El Nino and Rainfall

El Nifo conditions in the tropical Pacific are known to shift minfall patterns in many different parts of the world. Although they vary somewhat from
one El Nifio to the next, the strongest shifts remain fairly consistent in the regions and seasons shown on the map below.
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https://www.usda.qov/oce/weather-drought-monitor mark.brusberg@usda.gov

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF Meteorologists in USDA’s World Agricultural Outlook Board (WAOB) provide weather assessments and
ECONOMIST real-time yield intelligence for global crop conditions in support of the monthly World Agricultural

Supply and Demands Estimates (WASDE) report. WAOB’s meteorologists are also responsible for the
AboutiUs publication of the Weekly Weather and Crop Bulletin and are contributing authors to the U.S. Drought
Newsroom Monitor.

Agricultural Outlook Forum
Commodity Markets Featured

Economic Analysis

Energy and Environmental

Polic . X
5 Daily U.S. Weather Weekly Weather and U.S. Agriculture in

Highlights Crop Bulletin Drought

Food Loss and Waste

Labor Affairs

Pest Management Policy
Risk Analysis

SQunietainahility


mailto:mark.brusberg@usda.gov
https://www.usda.gov/oce/weather-drought-monitor

USDA Agricultural Weather Assessments

:: OCE/World Agricultural Outlook Board

Weekly Weather and Crop Bulletin

 Published at JAWF since 1978

— Keeps the agricultural sector aﬁpris_ed of changing crop
and weather developments both nationally an
internationally

U E. DEFANTMENT OF COMMERCE
FSorsl Cosanic ard Aomospherc Admineiwio-
Mafcral Wssther Sarics

U S DEPWITTHENT OF AGFICLL TLEE
Fwtcrml Agricufuw Sebwics Senvios
mng Werkd Agricuiursl Uuticok Bomrs

[ r: I

. a . . L. - - Foral Frecipitasior (nches) -
— Provides critical information to decision-makers _ - N
formulating crop production forecasts and trade policy
— Provides timely weather and crop information between
the monthly lockups .
.?I
. B
* Product of 100+ years of evolution )
"
« 1872: Weekly Weather Chronicle -
* Published by U.S. War Department 05
» Brief summary of domestic weather o1,
» 1888: Weather Crop Bulletin HIGHLIGHTS
« Basic crop weather analyses for U.S. i Contantz
uch-iealal dan danpensd aversl ke dioagli Em‘ﬁﬁlmm ':
I 4o g f e Mt Some 4 1 i e | o o T :
« 1924: Final name change e 1§ s 1l o o Tom i e | e o Dt ;
scnns e connral Plamy snd weooern Core Bale, bt wos | Sosonsd Ageossnd Somemry. 3
msuTicicnl 1wl e recent docling in crop condibem | 'D0R Pognem e Dondiion Tt -
52 |l sasiwrn Cerm Eale Mc.llmll.lq “""Jmlmﬁ""i Bl hhdhm =?
by e o, s e e o et | B e

Cam el on page 5

https://www.usda.gov/oce/weather/pubs/Weekly/Wwcb/wwcb.pdf
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USDA Agricultural Weather Assessments

:: OCE/World Agricultural Outlook Board

U.S. Agricultural Weather Highlights

* Issued daily (Monday-Friday) by 9 a.m.
Eastern Time

* Includes a current synopsis of U.S.
agricultural weather conditions in four
Agricultural Weather Highlights — Friday - September 3, 2010

.
regions:
* In the West, very warm, dry weather is promoting summer crop maturation and fieldwork, including

— West Northwestern small grain harvesting.

*  Onthe Pigins, beneficial showers are falling in parts of Texas, following a very hot, dry August. Dry weather
. elsewhere across the mation’s nid-section favors summer crop maturation and fieldwork. Spring wheat
— P I al n S harvesting is nearing completion in the Dakoias, and advancing in Mentana.

: A
Satellite image with enhanced low cloud-top temperatures for 645 am. EST (VO44)

* In the Corn Beif, cooler weather prevails in the wake of a cold front’s passage. Parts of the upper Midwest
remain very wet, while rain is needed in portions of the southern and eastern Corn Belt to ensure favorable

— ‘ O r n B e I t conditions during the upcoming soft red winter wheat establishment season.

«  In the Soutit, Hurricane Earl is passing east of Vorth Carolina’s Outer Banks. At 8 am, Earl was centered 130
S h miles east-northeast of Cape Hatteras, moving toward the north-northeast at 20 mph. Maximum sustained

- O ut winds near the center are near 105 mph, while gusts to near hurricane force (74 mph) are occurring on the Qufer

Banks. Elsewhere in the Soutfreast, warm, dry weather favors summer crop maturation and harvesting.

Meanwhile, showers and thunderstorms dot the western Gulf Coast region.

Outlook: Hurricane Earl will graze the middle and northern Atigntic Coast today and early Saturday before
striking the Canadizn Maritimes. In the wake of Earl and a cold front’s passage, much cooler air will overspread
the eastern one-third of the U.S. during the holiday weekend Meanwhile, late-season warmth will spread from the

« Outlook section describes expected U.S. et e et o R S 8l e b g
across the eastern two-titirds gf the U.S., while cooler-than-normal weather will prevail in the West Meanwhile,
¥ B - to below- al rainfall he maj ority of th i ill ith ~than- 1 conditi
Weather Cond |t|0ns for 1_ to 5_day and 6_ geoar:"“t}(:e;;v:;c;rvrzr ram'am:;iozj;;m;:gzo ¢ nation will contrast with wetter-than-normal conditions

Contact: Brad Rippey, Agricultural Meteorologist, USDA/OCE/WAOB, Washington, D.C. (202-720-2397)

to 1 O - d ay p e ri O d S Web Sife: http://www.usda. gov/oce/weather/pubs/Daily/TOD AYSWIX. pdf

The oulock is an mierpretation of National Weather Service (NWS) rac st and proucts

https://www.usda.gov/oce/weather/pubs/Daily/TODAY SWX.pdf
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Fall 2023 Data Users’ Meeting

NASS Five-Year Revisions & Program Review

. gdit
o LSS

| 1 d i
S VUUREE C

Travis Averill Tony Dorn Lance Honig

Livestock Branch Chief Environmental, Economics, Crops Branch Chief
& Demographics Branch Chief




TOPICS

Five-Year Revisions & Program Review
What Why

How When

—
—/ Fall 2023 Data Users’ Meeting




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

What?

 Final Estimates — Last Revisions EVER

» (For specified years)

* 2018-2022

» After last Census, through current Census

USDA
) e




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

Why?

 Late Data

* Incorporate new information since last revision

e 2022 Census

* Most comprehensive dataset

* History Matters

* Prior years impact future estimates

USDA
) e




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

How?

* QuickStats Only

* No PDF publications

—
—/ Fall 2023 Data Users’ Meeting




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

When?

* In most cases, before final 2023 estimates are
published.

* January 3 - April 29

* County Estimates — mostly along with the
normal release.

USDA
) e




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

When?

* January

e 3: Citrus Fruits, Noncitrus Fruits and Nuts, Vegetables

* 9: Field Crops, Potatoes & Sweet Potatoes, Rice Stocks, Stocks of
Grains, Oilseeds, & Hay

 11: Hogs and Pigs
* February

e 2: Milk Cows and Production, Sheep and Goats
e 13: Farms and Land in Farms

 16: Crop Values

 27:Cattle

USDA
) e




FIVE-YEAR REVISIONS

When?

e March

e 5: Chicken and Eggs
e April
* 4: Agricultural Land Values

e 8:Honey
 29: Meat Animals PDI, Milk PDI, Poultry Production and Value

USDA
) e




PROGRAM REVIEW

What?

 Complete Review of all Estimating Programs

What commodities are included

What states are included for each commodity
Data items for each commodity

Frequency of estimates

USDA
) e




PROGRAM REVIEW

When?

* Beginning Fall 2023

* Opportunities for input
* Federal Register Notice/ASB Notice

* Finalized Early 2024

e Public announcement of results
* Prior to beginning of 2024 “season”

* Ongoing Changes

* Always addressed as needed

USDA
) e




PROGRAM REVIEW

Why?

e Agriculture Changes

* Our programs must change to stay relevant

e Balance Needs vs Resources

e We don’t have unlimited resources

USDA
) e




PROGRAM REVIEW

How?

* Request Input

e Accumulation of previous requests
 Formal call for input
* USDA partners

e Review Census Data

* Provides complete measure of agriculture

USDA
) e




QUESTIONS

i
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CONCLUSION/CONTACTS

Travis Averill
Livestock Branch Chief

Travis.Averill@usda.gov
916-213-2768

Tony Dorn
Environmental, Economics, and Demographics Branch Chief

Tony.Dorn@usda.gov
787-485-1715

Lance Honig
Crops Branch Chief

Lance.Honig@usda.gov
202-577-6558

—
—/‘ Fall 2023 Data Users’ Meeting
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Agricultural Marketing Service

Livestock, Poultry and Grain Market
News

Levi Geyer — Assistant Field Chief
* |evi.geyer@usda.gov

Michael Jeter — Assistant to the Director

* michael.jeter@usda.gov

David Garcia — Assistant Field Chief

« david.garcia@usda.gov

DASHBOARDS

* https:/mymarketnews.ams.usda.gov/visualizations _Ipgmn
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2023
USDA Fall Data Users’ Meeting

October 17 & 18, 2023

Joe Parsons
Chair, Agricultural Statistics Board



' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
= 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

SN
Housekeeping
* Closed captioning available through the
Closed Caption button in Zoom. Closed Caption

* All sessions yesterday were recorded and are available on
our YouTube channel: https://www.youtube.com/usdanass

* Today’s sessions will also be recorded.

e Slides and transcript of Q&A with any additional questions
we don’t have time to answer will be available on our
website after the meeting.


https://www.youtube.com/usdanass

' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
Sa 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

Questions/Issues

»e .

Q&A Chat

Q&A — Questions will be answered live during Open Forum
Chat — Technical Issues

Email - Marisa.Reuber@usda.gov or Vincent.Davis@usda.gov



mailto:Marisa.Reuber@usda.gov
mailto:Vincent.Davis@usda.gov

' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
Sa 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

Day 1 Breakout Sessions

All times Eastern

Session A

Session B

Focus on the 2022 Census of Agriculture

The Use of Weather Information in Producing the

National Agricultural Statistics Service

1:00 p.m. ] . . ) WASDE
National Agricultural Statistics Service World Agricultural Outlook Board
NASS Hlstor@al Revisions and Estimating AMS Data Visualizations

2:05 p.m. |Program Review

Agricultural Marketing Service




' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
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Day 2 Agenda

All Times Eastern

12:00pm Open Forum
1:20pm Break
1:30pm Breakout Session #3

2:25pm End



' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
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Day 2 Breakout Sessions

All times Eastern

Session A

Session B

1:30 p.m.

ERS Feed Grains Database: A
comprehensive look at this valuable
resource

Economic Research Service

Understanding Publicly Available Data from USDA-
Risk Management Agency
Risk Management Agency




' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
Sa 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting
Panelists

e Paul Trupo, Foreign Agricultural Service

* Mark Jekanowski, World Agricultural Outlook Board
* Tony Dorn, National Agricultural Statistics Service

e Kelly Maguire, Economic Research Service

* Tim Gravlin, Farm Service Agency

* Michael Sheats, Agricultural Marketing Service

* Joseph DeCampo, U.S. Census Bureau



' USIDA United States Department of Agriculture
Sa 2023 Fall Data Users’ Meeting

Day 2 Breakout Sessions

All times Eastern

Session A

Session B

1:30 p.m.

ERS Feed Grains Database: A
comprehensive look at this valuable
resource

Economic Research Service

Understanding Publicly Available Data from USDA-
Risk Management Agency
Risk Management Agency

Links to join are separate and can be found in
* Your registration or reminder email

e Emailed Booklet
e Chat window
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Thank You!



USDA Economic Research Service
_ U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

ERS’ Feed Grains Database

A comprehensive look at this valuable resource

Angelica Williams
USDA Economic Research Service
Agricultural Economist

October 18, 2023

Economic Research Service yy
www.ers.usda.gov , =




Overview

" What is the feed grains database?
" Coverage and importance

= How to access

= Capabilities and visualization

= Additional Feed Grains Products

" Documentation

LLS/D_A Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov



What is the Feed Grains Database?

 Comprehensive component of USDA Economic Research
Service’s data products.

* Modern System that contains data on:

— Feed Grains (corn, grain sorghum, barley, oats)

— Foreign Feed Grains (feed grains, rye, millet and mixed grains)
— Hay

— Additional items (animal unit indexes of grain and roughage)

LlS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Data Sources

USDA — WASDE - U,SDAA - F‘}S |
World Agricultural O B

Supply and Demand Service (Production,
Supply & Distribution

Estimates database)

USDA — NASS USDA — ERS
National Agricultural Economic Research

Statistics Service Services (own

calculations)
USDA — AMS Feed Grains
Agricultural Other resources
Marketing Service Data base

USDA = U.S. Department of Agriculture

LLS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov
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 The Database includes data published in

— Feed Outlook Monthly Tables
— Feed Grains Yearbook Tables
— Feed Outlook Report
e Data available on a monthly, quarterly, and annual basis.

e Automated using drop downs.

USDA i i
=>71 Economic Research Service
WWW.ers. LlSd(l.gOV




Feed Grains Database - price data

Kansas City, MO cash-market prices for corn and sorghum, monthly average
U.S. Dollars per bushel

8.00
6.00

4.00

Oct Feb Jun Oct Feb Jun Oct Feb Jun Oct Feb Jun Oct
2019 2020 2020 2020 2021 2021 2021 2022 2022 2022 2023 2023 2023

—o— Corn —®— Sorghum

Source: ERS Feed Grains Database based on USDA, Agricultural Marketing Service.

LLS/QA Economic Research Service
' www.ers.usda.gov




Accessing the Database

https://www.ers.usda.gov

USDA Economic Research Service
_ U.S. DEFARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

DATA PRODUCTS

Publications -

About ERS

Newsroom -

View by Topic:

Farm Economy

Farm Practices & Management
Food & Nutrition Assistance
Food Choices & Health

Food Markets & Prices

Food Safety

International Markets & U.S. Trade

Reports Data Charts

Matural Resources & Environment

Estimating Market Implicatic
and Soybean Yields Under Cl

in tha | Initard Qtatac

Rural Economy & Population

Inflation

t More on Food in 2022
:n After Adjusting for

USDA Economic Research Service
WWW. Ers. LlSd(l gov

Calendar -

Careersat ERS FAQs Contact Us

Amber Waves Magazine -

Food Environment Atla

Use this tool to

Home = Data Products

Data Products
Recent Releases and Spotlight

Showing Results for Crops
Sortby: Title « | Date

{§0 Agricultural Baseline Database

AP The Agricultural Baseline Database provides multiple avenues to access to

the annual USDA Agricultural Projections report and corresponding data.
The long-term agricultural baseline projections indicate the 10-year supply,
demand, and trade for major agricultural commodities. The database covers
projections for major U.S. field crops (corn, sorghum, barley, oats, wheat,
rice, soybeans, and upland cotton), and livestock (beef, pork, poultry and
eggs, and dairy} commodities.

02/21/2023

Commodity Costs and Returns

FLE  USDA has estimated annual production costs and returns and published

accounts for major field crop and livestock enterprises since 1975. Cost and
return estimates are reported for the United States and major production
regions for corn, soybeans, wheat, cotton, grain sorghum, rice, peanuts, oats,
barley, milk, hogs, and cow-calf. These cost and return accounts are
"historical" rred by producers.

Feed Grains Database

The Feed Grains Database contains statistics on four feed grains (corn, gr;
sorghum, barley, and oats), foreign coarse grains (feed grains plus rye,
millet, and mixed grains), hay, and related items.
9/13/2023

REFINE YOUR RESULTS

Crops v

By Sub Topic A



[__J__SDA Economic Research Service About ERS CareersatERS FAQs  Contact Us

S U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE n

We b A p p Home Topics - Data Products - Publications - Newsroom - Calendar - Amber Waves Magazine -
Access

Home = Data Products > Feed Grains Database

Feed Grains Database Feed Grains Database

The Feed Grains Database is a statistical compilation of four feed grains (corn, grain sorghum, barley, and oats),
foreign coarse grains (feed grains plus rye, millet, and mixed grains), hay, and related items. These statistics

< ) > include data published in the monthly Feed Outlook and Feed Grains Yearbook tables. Data are displayed as
Feed Grains Custom Query ) i
monthly, quarterly, and/or annual depending upon the data series.

= Overview

Feed Grains: Yearbook Tables The key purpose of the Feed Grain Database is to provide a variety of current and historical time-series feed

grain data, some of which cannot be found elsewhere, to the public in a user-friendly form. Available data

Documentation include but are not limited to:

= Supply: beginning stocks, production, and imports;

Related Topics

P + Demand: utilization for food, seed, and industrial uses, feed and residual, export, and ending stocks;
Crops + Prices: farm and market prices:
Bioenergy » Quantities: concentrates, oilseed meals, and animal-and grain-protein feeds;

Corn and Other Feed Grains » Feed-price ratios for livestock, poultry, and milk;

+ And more
Animal Products

The database is updated each month at noon EST on the first business day after the release of the World
Agricultural Supply and Demand Estimates (WASDE) report. Users can download data into Excel, XML and PDF

Cattle & Beef

Dairy file formats.
e —

Hogs & Pork ‘ Enter the App ’
—

Poultry & Eggs

Sheep, Lamb & Mutton

Farm Economy

LLS/QA Economic Research Service
' www.ers.usda.gov




USDA About ERS Careersat ERS FAQs Contact Us
Economic Research Service

— U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE n
L]
Fee d G ra I n S Home Topics - Data Products - Publications - Newsroom - Calendar -

Home / Data Products / Feed Grains Database / Feed Grains Custom Query
data search |

Select one or more objects from one of the top four boxes below. The objects in the other boxes will change based on your selection. Continue to refine your selections by choosing one o

more objects in each of the remaining boxes. You must make at least one selection from each of the seven boxes to run a guery. You will be able to refine your guery once the results are
displayed.

Amber Waves Magazine -

To download all of the data in the database, see Download Data.”

Reset Fields

Group (Commeodity or Data Type) Item Geoagraphy
Animal protein feeds Alcohol total US. - AR

- >

Animal unit indexes Alfalfa meal, dehydrated, 17% protein LIS, - AR points
Barley All arimals LS, - Central IL
Barley U5, - Central US
Barley feed U5, - Chicago, IL
. Earley grain U5, - Domestic, East Coast
Data Attribute Barley malting U5, - Guif ports, LA

- )

- »

Byproduct feeds
Coarse grairs 7

Alcohol for beverages and manufacturing use

| |Barley products U5, - IL points, IL
Aleohal for fusl use | [Bariey, Ne. 2 feed U.S, - Kansas City, MO
Beginning stocks Barley, Mo, 3 malting .S, - Lawrenceburg, IN
Ceresl and other product use Brewers’ and distillers’ dregs & waste LS, - Mernphis, TN
Disappearance per RCAL Brawers grits U5, - Midwest
Dcn."est'c disappearance - Broiler-feed U.S. - Minneapolis, MM
Ending stocks Cattle on feed | |us. - Golden Triangle, MT M
Frequency Year Unit
a - -~ Helpful Tips:

* To undo your last selection, click the Back button in your browser.

* To select a range within a box, click on the first object. Without releasing the left mouse button, drag your
cursor to the last desired object. Then release the left mouse button.

https //www ers.usda.gov/FEED-GRAINS-custom-query.aspx
USDA i ; = s
=>71 Economic Research Service .

WWW. €FS.L{SCl(l.g0V




USDA About ERS Careersat ERS FAQs Contact Us
Economic Research Service
— U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE n

Fe e d G ra i n S Home Topics - Data Products -~ Publications - Newsroom - Calendar - Amber Waves Magazine -
d h Home / Data Products / Feed Grains Database / Feed Grains Custom Query
ata search:
L]

Select one or more objects from one of the top four boxes below. The objects in the other boxes will change based on your selection. Continue to refine your

° selections by choosing one or more objects in each of the remaining boxes. You must make at least one selection from each of the seven boxes to run a query.
n a r rOW I n g You will be able to refine your query once the results are displayed.

d OW n To download all of the data in the database, see Download Data.” &

Reset Fields '

Group (Commodity or Data Type)  Item Geography
Transpartation | [eran -
Line-haul railroads, all products
b
Data Attribute
Producer price index ~
Rail car loadings
b - -
Frequency Year Unit
Annua | |All years | |Carloads origingted HEIPfUI TlpS: . ) .
Menthly 2023 @| |reextrsae=100 e To undo your last selection, click the Back button in your browser.
2022 s To select a range within a box, click on the first object. Without releasing the left
2021 . .
5020 mouse button, drag your cursor to the last desired object. Then release the left
2019 mouse button.
2018
-

1

o -
2017

https://www.ers.usda.gov/FEED-GRAINS-custom-query.aspx

LAS/QA Economic Research Service

WWW.ers. LlSd(l.gOV




Feed Grains Database — Search options

Group (Commodity or Data Type) Data Attribute ltem Geography
Animal Unit Indexes Alcohol for fuel use Alcohol total United States
Animal protein feeds Alcohol for manufacturing use zfcrley feed, grain, malting, World
E feed i i Alfalf. I

nergy reeas [R)lc.s:B;)earance (domestic and per alfa mea World less U.S.
By product feeds Broiler-feed

Feed Grains (Corn, Barley,
Sorghum, Oats, Wheat)

Grain protein ratios
Oilseed meal feeds

Processed feeds
Supply and use
Coarse grains
Exports and Imports

Prices

Transportation

Exports and Imports (market year,
trade year and from U.S. to specified
destination)

Feed and residual use
Food, seed, and industrial use

Glucose and dextrose use
Grain and roughage consuming units
Price (market, wholesale, received)

Yield and Acreage

LLS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov

Cattle on feed

Coarse grains
Corn gluten feed and meal

Corn (products, grain, and
meal)

Dextrose

Distillers dried grains
Sorghum

Soybean meal
Wheat

Oats

Different world regions
(exports and imports)




Feed Grains Notes

* Corn * Sorghum
— Total trade includes: — U.S. exports include seed and
* Grain (white, yellow, and seed) unmilled sorghum
* Dry-process products (cornmeal, — U.S. imports are grain only

as grain, and grits)

e wet-process products
(cornstarch, sugar dextrose,
glucose, and high-fructose corn

syrup)

LLS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Feed Grains Notes

* Barley e Qats
— Trade: — Trade:
* Us. fexports include grain (grain for e U.S. exports include grain and oatmeal
malting purposes, other) and barley

malt (bulk and packaged)

« U.S. imports include grain (barley for e U.S.imports include grain-(hulled or
malting, other), pearl barley, milled unhulled), unhulled oats fit and unfit

barley, and malted barley for human consumption, and oatmeal

— Barley cash price, No. 2, Feed, fit for human consumption

Golden Triangle, MT and Barley, No.
3, Malting, Golden Triangle, MT

l_lS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Price Notes

* Average prices received by farmers (for feed grains)
— Most recent month is preliminary

— Annual season average is based upon monthly prices weighted by
monthly marketings

* Byproduct Feed prices
— Meat and bone meal Central U.S.
— Soymeal (44-percent solvent) from Central lllinois

l_lS/D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Animal Units

* A standard unit used to Indexes of feed consuming animal units
compare animal numbers for
all types of livestock and
poultry

— Based on the dry-weight
guantity of feed consumed by

100
90
80

mw

60

t h e ave ra ge m | | k COW 2002 2005 2008 201!\1/Iarket yeazrom 2017 2020 2023
— Re po rted i n m i | | io n po u n d S Of Grain Consuming Animal Units —— Roughage Consuming Animal Units

fe e d u n It Note: Latest data may be preliminary or projected.

Source: Calculated by USDA, Economic Research Service

LlS/D_A Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov




Feed Grains Database - Visualization

USDA . . About ERS Careers at ERS FAQs Contact Us
LN Economic Research Service

Sl s DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE n

Home Topics ~ Data Products Publications - Newsroom - Calendar ~

Amber Waves Magazine -

Select one or more objects from one of the top four boxes below. The objects in the other boxes will change based on your selection. Continue to refine your
selections by choosing one or more objects in each of the remaining boxes. You must make at least one selection from each of the seven boxes to run a query.
You will be able to refine your query once the results are displayed.

* Options to visualize/download:

View Chart:

il chart

Download Data As:

=) Excel| ([ xm | R POF

To download all of the data in the database, see Download Data.”&

Reset Fields

Group (Commodity or Data Type) ~ Item Geography
| [EEN . Year | Frequency Attribute Commodity | Geography | Unit Amount
2018 | Commedity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre| 176.40
_ - 2019 | Commodity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre| 167.50
2020 | Commedity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre| 171.40
2021 | Commadity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre| 176.70
2022 | Commedity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre| 173.34
- 2023 | Commodity Market Year | Yield per harvested acre Corn | United States | Bushels per acre | 173.761

Frequency Year Unit

Helpful Tips: Feed Grains Database: Custom Query Results
* To undo your last selection, click the Back button in your browser.
* To select a range within a box, click on the first object. Without releasing the left

mouse button, drag your cursor to the last desired object. Then release the left

Bushels per acre ~

l_iS/_QA Economic Research Service

WWW. €FS.L{SCl(l.g0V

mouse button.




Chart Example From FG Database

* Yield per harvested acre - Corn [(Retur o Quer |

200
Home / Data Products / Feed Grains Database / Feed Grains Custom Query
s or
N
To download all of the data in the database, see Download Data.” & e T4
50 ..!.‘l'
- ' .I
e ¢ |
Group (Commodity or Data Type)  Item Geography o]
I - | s 4]
-I:I:l - ..I Il' 'Y
1'T4’- I.
.-I
Data Attribute . v
e
- o
50 =
L
% o
pp ' w' Tk
M,""..""""h'-. S ,.-r:-l" et ..".I'.'"",""'.i":;
Frequency Year Unit

e 2355 1915 1965 2015
. o]
View Chart:
= Corn, United States
|ii Chart

Download Chart:

USDA i i
=>71 Economic Research Service
WWW.éFS.LlSd(l.gOV




Chart Example From FG Database
* U.S Exports- Sorghum

Home / Data Products / Feed Grains Database / Feed Grains Custom Query , '
| " |
300 - 1 . y
To download all of the data in the database, see Download Data.” & AU R TAN . - ¥l
L} [N
4 \ .,- | ' i - r"'_ L |
Group (Commodity or Data Type) Item Geography | i ] oo | -I ' | |
| T 200 [ —- —_—— oy —
] ¥ ! |
I ]
- b L] |
‘ |
Data Attribute || [ ] |
;
Exports, market year o0 * ¥
)
L}
Frequency Year Unit 0
Million bushels
. 1974 1584 19 2004 204 2024
View Chart:

| ii Chart —— Sorghum, United States

Download Chart:
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Data — Example query

Group (Commodity or Data Type) ~ Item Geography
+| [ - | [I=EES N
Data Attribute
Food, seed, and industrial use
Frequency Unit
- Helpful Tips:

¢ To unde your last selection, click the
¢ To select a range within a box, click o
mouse button.

USDA i i
=>11 Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda. gov

Year | Frequency | Attribute Commodity | Geography | Unit Amount
2020 | Q1 Sep-Nov | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1612.427
2020 | Q2 Dec-Feb | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1508.726
2020 | Q3 Mar-May | Feod, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1674.283
2020 Q4 Jun-Aug | Feod, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1671.209
2021 | Q1 Sep-Nov | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1689.357
2021 | Q2 Dec-Feb | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1685.153
2021 | Q3 Mar-May | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1711.276
2021 | Q4 Jun-Aug | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1677.908
2022 | Q1 Sep-Nov | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1619.237
2022 | Q2 Dec-Feb | Food, seed, and industrial use Corn | United States | Million bushels | 1594.139

‘Feed Grains Database: Custom Query Results




AutoSave (@ off)

Downloaded File Example

'51_1 Excel

Feed Grains_Excel - Read-0...

LEN-

PDF

Feed Grains Database: Custom Query Results

Year

Frequency

Attribute

Commodity

Geography

Unit

Armount

2020

Q1 Sep-Nov

Food, seed,
and industrial
use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1612.427

2020

Q2 Dec-Feb

Food, seed,
and industrial
use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1508.726

2020

Q3 Mar-May

Food, seed,
and industrial
use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1674.283

2020

Q4 Jun-Aug

Food, seed,
and industrial
use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1671.209

2021

Q1 Sep-Nov

Food, seed,
and industrial
use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1689.357

File Home Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Add-ins Help
M1 * Jx
A A B C D E F G
1 |Feed Grains Database: Custom Query Results
2 |Year| Frequency Attribute Commodity| Geography Unit Amount
3 | 2020|Q1 Sep-Mov |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States Million bushels | 1612.427
4 | 2020|Q2 Dec-Feb |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1508.726
5 |2020(Q3 Mar-May |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1674.283
& | 2020|C4 Jun-Aug |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States [Million bushels | 1671.209
7 | 2021|01 Sep-Mov |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1689.357
8 | 2021|Q2 Dec-Feb |Food, seed, and industrial use [Corn United States |Million bushels | 1685.153
g | 2021|Q3 Mar-May |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1711.276
10 | 2021|104 Jun-Aug |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1677.908
11| 2022|Q1 Sep-Mov |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States |Million bushels | 1619.237
12 | 2022|002 Dec-Feb |Food, seed, and industrial use |Corn United States [Million bushels | 1594.139
13
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2021

Q2 Dec-Feb

Food, seed,
and industrial

use

Corn

United States

Million bushels

1685.153




Analysis Tools

Tableau
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R Studio
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Example of Charts Included in the Feed Outlook
Based on Data Found in the Feed Grains Database

U.S. corn utilization
Billion bushels

- Ethanol

- Other food, seed, and industrial

1997 2002 2007 2012 2017 2022

Note: 2022/23 is estimated. Marketing year
Source: ERS calculations based on USDA World Agricultural Supply and Demand Estimates

15
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U.S. corn exports, total, monthly
Million bushels

W
o

0

[
[=)

0

Y
o

0

Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug

== 2019 2020 =e= 2021 =e= 2022

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.




Example of Charts
Based on Data Found in the Feed Grains Database

U.S. corn exports, September through August, marketing years 2002 to 2022
Million bushels

2000 -.

1000
l-

2002 2007 2012 2017 2022
Marketing year

. China Japan . South Korea
. Mexico . Colombia . Other countries

Source: ERS calculations based on U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
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Japan
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202122 U.5. Exports by Destination
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Additional Feed Grains Products
Feed Outlook Monthly Tables

Feed Outlook No. (FDS-23g) 15 pp

July 2023
Feed Outlook: July 2023

by Angelica Williams and Todd Hubbs

The July 2023 Feed Outlook report contains estimates for 2022/23, and projections for the 2023/24 U.S. and
global feed markets, based on the most current World Agricultural Supply and Demand Estimates report.

Keywords: Coarse grains, corn, sorghum, barley, oats, wheat, trade, feed and residual, food and industrial use,
international production, animal units, grain consuming animal units, exports, imports

In this publication...

Feed Outlook: July 2023 &

@Dutl{mk Monthly Tables [

https://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/pub-details?pubid=106903
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Feed Grains Outlook Monthly Tables

= Published at the same time as Feed Grains Outlook report each
month (2 business days after WASDE)

= Useful as quick reference; not intended to be comprehensive
" |ess historic data

LlS/D_A Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov



Feed Grains Outlook Monthly Tables

" Feed grains: U.S. quarterly supply and disappearance (table 1)

* Feed and residual use of wheat and coarse grains (table 2)

= Cash feed grain prices (table 3)

= Selected feed and feed byproduct prices (table 4)

= Corn: Food, seed, and industrial use (table 5)

* Wholesale corn milling product and byproduct prices (table 6)

= U.S. feed grains imports and exports by selected countries (tables 7-8)

Q/SD_A Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov




Additional Feed Grains Products
Feed Grains: Yearbook Tables

USDA . . About ERS Careers at ERS FAQs Contact Us
LON Economic Research Service
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE | n

Home Topics - Data Products - Publications ~ Newsroom - Calendar -

Amber Waves Magazine -
Home / Data Products / Feed Grains Database / Feed Grains Custom Query

Select one or more objects from one of the top four boxes below. The objects in the other boxes will change based on your selection. Continue to refine your selections by choosing one o

more objects in each of the remaining boxes. You must make at least one selection from each of the seven boxes to run a guery. You will be able to refine your query once the results are
displayed.

To download all of the data in the databas& see Download Data.T s

Reset Fields

Group (Commeodity or Data Type) Item Geography
Animal protein feeds | [Alconol total .| [us-am o~
Animal unit indexes . Alfalfa meal, dehydrated, 17% protein U5, - AR paints .
Barley All animals ' U5, - Central IL
Byproduct feeds Barley U.S, - Central US
Coarse grains | |Barley feed U.5, - Chicago, IL
. Barley grain U5, - Domestic, East Coast

Data Attribute Barley malting 1.5, - GuIf ports, LA
Alcohol for beverages and manufacturing use | |Barley products .5, - IL points, IL
AICC_I"O_I for fuel use . Barlay, No. 2 feed .S, - Kansas City, MO
Beginning stocks Barley, Mo, 3 malting .5, - Lawrenceburg, IN
Cerezl and other product use Brewers' and distillers’ dregs & waste .5, - Memphis, TN
Disappearance per RCAU Brewers grits U.S. - Midwest
Domestic diszppearance | |Broilerfeed U.S. - Minneapolis, MN
Ending stocks Cattle on feed 7| |us. - Golden Triangle, MT -
Frequency Year Unit

- - - Helpful Tips:

* To undo your last selection, click the Back button in your browser.
* To select a range within a box, click on the first object. Without releasing the left mouse button, drag your
cursor to the last desired object. Then release the left mouse button.
- - -

LLS/DA Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov




Feed Grains Yearbook Tables

USDA Economic Research Service About ERS Careers at ERS FAQs Contact Us
S U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ‘ m

Home Topics - Data Products -~ Publications - Calendar -~ Amber Waves Magazine -

Home Data Products Feed Grains Database Feed Grains: Yearbook Tables

Feed Grains Database Feed Grains: Yearbook Tables

This data product contains statistics on four feed grains (corn, grain sorghum, barley, and oats), foreign coarse
grains (feed grains plus rye, millet, and mixed grains), hay, and related items. This includes data published in
the monthly Feed Outiook and previously annual Feed Yearbook. Data are monthly, quarterly, and/or annual
depending upon the data series.

Overview
Feed Grains Custom Query
» Feed Grains: Yearbook Tables

Latest data may be preliminary or projected. Missing values indicate unreported values, discontinued series, or

] not yet released data.
Documentation

All data in the Feed Grains Yearbook tables will be also released each month through the Feed Grains Custom
Query database at 12:00 the day after the release of WASDE. Users are able to download data from the

Related Topics database into Excel files.
Crops « All tables in one file
« Zipped CSV files
Bioenergy
Corn and Other Feed Grains Data Set Last Updated Next Update

Animal Products All tables in one file

Cattle & Beef - Feed Grains Yearbook Data Tables - All Years & 9/15/2023 10/17/2023

Dairy - Feed Grains Yearbook Data Tables - Recent [ 9/15/2023 10/17/2023

Hogs & Pork Zip iles

Poultry & Eggs Qipped CSV File 9 9/15/2023 10/17/2023
~—

https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-database/feed-grains-yearbook-tables.aspx

Z
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Feed Grains Yearbook Tables

= U.S. Acreage, Production, Yield, and Farm Price (table 1)

= World Production, Supply, and Disappearance (tables 2-3)
= U.S. Supply and Disappearance (tables 4-7)

= U.S. Production, Yield, and Stocks (table 8)

= Domestic and International Prices (tables 9-17)

" Exports and Imports (tables 18-27)

= Rail rates and shipments (table 28)

= Processed feeds and animal unit indexes (tables 29-30)

" Feed, seed, and industrial uses (table 31)

= Exports and Imports for ethyl alcohol and brewers’ and distillers’ dregs
and waste (tables 32-35)

Q/SD_A Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov




A B C D E F G H | ] K A B c D E F G H I ]

1 |Feed Grains Data: Yearbook Tables 32
33 |[Exports and Imports
E - - 34 | Table 18-U.5. corn and sorghum expors
& |U.5. Acreage, Production, Yield, and FﬂnT1 Price | | | 35 | Table 19-U.S. barley and oats exports
7 |Table 1-Carn, sorghum, barley, and oats: Planted acreage, harvested acreage, production, vield, and farm price 36 | Table 20-U.S. comn and sorahum imports
8 _ _ 37 |Table 21-U.S. barley and oats imports
9 |World Pmdugtmn, Supply, ﬂ_"d Dlﬁﬂpp&ﬂrﬂn;e 38 |Table 22-1J.5. corn and sorghum exports by selected destinations
10 | Table 2—-Foreign coarse grains: Supply and disappearance S8 Table 23U 5. barley and oats exports by selected destinalions
11 (Table 3—-Feed grains (corn, sorghum, barley, and oats): Supply and disappearance 40 | Table 24-U.S. corn and sorghum imports by selected sources
1= 41 |Table 25-U.3. barley and oats imports by selected sources
13 |U.5. Supply and Disappearance 42 |Table 26-L).5. white corn exports by selected destinations
14 Table 4-Corn: Supply and disappearance 43 |Table 27—-\World coarse grain trade: Selected exporters and importers by commoadity
15 |Table 5—-Sorghum: Supply and disappearance a4
16 |Table 6-Barley Supply and disappearance 45 |Rail rates and shipments
17 |Taple 7-Oats: Supply and disappearance 46 | Table 28—Rail rates and grain shipments
18 47
19 |U.S. Production, Yield, and Stocks a8 |Processed feeds and animal unit indexes
20 | Table 8-Hay: Production. harvested acreage, yield. and stocks 49 |Table 29-Processed feeds: Quantities fed and feed per grain-consuming animal unit
1 50 | Table 30—Indexes offeed consuming animal units
22 Domestic and International Prices 51
23 |Table 9—-Corn and sorghum: Average prices received by farmers, United States 52 |Feed, seed, and industrial uses
24 |Table 10-Barley and oats: Average prices received by farmers, United States 53 [Table 31—Corm: Feed. seed. and industrial uses
25 |Table 11-Hay: Average prices received by farmers, United States 54
26 Table 12-Corn: Cash prices at principal markets 55 Exports and imports for ethyl alcohol and brewers' and distillers’ dregs and waste
27 |Table 13-Sorghum: Cash prices at principal markets 56 | Table 32—U.S. exports of ethyl alcohol by selected destinations
28 Table 14-Barley and oats: Cash prices at principal markets 57 | Table 33—U.5. imports of ethyl alcohol by selected sources
29 Table 15—-Feed-price ratios for livestock, poultry, and milk 58 Table 34—).5. exports of brewers' and distillers' dreqs and waste by selected commaodities
30 |Table 16—-Byproduct feeds: Average wholesale price, bulk, specified markets 59 | Table 35—L).5. impors of brewers' and distillers' dregs and waste by selected sources
31 |Table 17V-Processed corn products: Quoted market prices &0
61 | Contact Angelica Williams at USDA, Economic Research Service.

LAS/DA Economic Research Service
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o B = D E F G H
1 |Table 1—-Corn, sorghum, barley, and cats: Planted acreage, harvested acreage, production, vield, and farm price

[ ] Commodity and Flanted acreage Harvested for Production ield per Weighted- Loan rate
e e d G ra I n S Ye a r b O o k Ta b I e S marketing year 1/ Killion acres - grain  Million bushels harvested acre average fa_rm dollars per
Million acres Bushelz per price bushel
2 acre  Million bushels
3 |Corn 201817 94.00 36.75 15,143.04 174.50 3.36 1.95
A 201718 8017 3273 14,508.41 178.80 3.36 1.95
5 201815 88.87 31.28 14,340.37 175.40 381 1.95
6 201520 8575 81.34 13,619.93 167.50 3.56 220
7 20221 50.65 82.31 14,111.45 171.40 4.53 220
H H H 8 202122 93.25 85.32 15,073.82 17E.T0 .00 220
U.S. Acreage, Production, Yield, and Farm Price s o
10 202324 9487 710 15,133.91 17376 4.90 2.20
11
12 |Sorghum 201817 6.69 .16 430.26 7780 275 1.95
Table 1. Corn, sorghum, barley, and oats: Planted = ro7 222
. . 14 2018159 5.69 5.06 364.599 7210 3.26 1.85
acreage, harvested acreage, production, yield, and - 2019720 261,48
16 20221 588 510 37295 T3.20 5.04 220
fa r m p ri Ce 17 202122 7.3 5.49 447.81 559,00 554 2.20
18 202223 6.33 457 187.79 41.0%9 6.75 2.20
19 202324 718 526 381.22 §0.50 4.50 220
20
21 |Barley 2018M7T 3.06 257 1959.51 T7.90 4.56 1.95
22 2017M 8 2.45 1.96 143.25 F3.00 4. .47 1.85
23 2018M9 2.55 1.98 153.53 F7.50 4.82 1.95
24 201920 277 222 172.50 .70 4.69 2.50
25 20221 273 221 170.81 Tr.20 4.75 2.50
26 2021022 2.71 1.99 120.089 §0.30 53 2.50
27 202223 2.95 2.43 174.33 71.65 740 2.50
28 202324 3.159 2.40 175.59 75.09 6.75 2.50
29
30 |Cats 2018M7T 2.83 0.98 54.63 6500 208 1.39
31 2017M & 2.59 0.80 45.59 §1.70 2.59 1.39
32 201819 2.75 087 5613 54.90 2.66 1.39
33 201920 2.83 0.23 53.25 54.30 2.82 2.00
34 202m21 3.01 1.01 8§5.69 §5.10 277 2.00
35 202122 2.55 0.65 3584 5§1.30 4.55 2.00
36 202223 2.58 0.29 57.65 5478 457 2.00
37 202324 2.58 0.80 49.45 61.51 3.30 2.00
38

39 1/ corn and sorghum, September-August; barley and oats, June-May. Latest data may be preliminary or projected.

A0 |2/ 1.5 =eason-a werage price is based on monthly price received by farmers, weighted by monthhy marketings. Prices
A1 | do not include an allowance for loans outstanding and gowvernment purchases. Latest data are from World Agricuttural
42 Supphly and Demand Estimates.

Contents | FGYearbookTable01 | FGYearbookTabledz2 FGYearbookTableo3

LAS/DA Economic Research Service

www.ers.usda.gov



A B = D E F G H 1 J K L M N O

1 |Table 3—Corn and sorghum: Average prices received by farmers, United States
Commodity and Sep Oct Mow Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Wit avg:‘
[ ] 2 |marketing year 1/ 2/
e e d G ra I n S Ye a r b O o k Ta b I e s 3 |Corn 201314 5.40 463 437 44 442 435 452 47 471 450 4.06 363 446
g |dclarsperbushel 501415 549 a5y 280 379 as2 378 381 375 384 359 380 368 370
5 201518 3.68 3.67 3586 365 3.66 3.58 3.56 3.56 368 3.82 3.60 3.21 3.61
6 201817 322 3.29 324 332 3.40 3.44 3.48 3.43 3.45 3.43 3.49 3.27 3.36
7 201718 3.27 3.26 315 323 3.29 3.38 3.51 3.58 368 3.58 3.47 3.36 3.36
8 201818 3.40 3.42 3.41 3.54 3.56 3.60 3.61 3.53 363 388 416 3.83 3.61
. . . 9 2018/20 380 385 368 371 379 373 368 329 320 316 321 312 356
Domestlc s | nd Inte rnatlonal Prlces 10 2020/21 341 381 379 387 424 475 439 531 581 600 612 832 453
11 2021722 5.47 5.02 526 547 558 608 656 707 726 738 725 724 6.00
12 202223 7.08 650 649 658 664  6.80 667  6.70 654 648 522 6.55
. . 13 202324 450
Table 9. Corn and sorghum: Average prices received "
. 15 |Serghum 201314 458 433 413 418 421 428 481 479 480 422 414 389 428
by fa rmers, U nite d States 16 | WIS PErBUSNEl o045 3gs 381 288 410 414 44D 448 442 424 438 430 442 403
17 201518 413 3.53 326 323 3.14 3.10 318 3.00 31 3.54 3.41 3.07 3.3
18 201817 2.70 265 257 284 270 2.81 273 274 289 3.16 3.70 342 279
19 201718 3.25 3.04 3.01 3.07 3.23 3.38 3.36 3.43 3.43 385 3.80 363 322
20 201818 3.41 3.20 310 318 3.20 3.28 3.28 3.02 3.18 363 3.84 329 3.26
21 2018/20 3.36 3.30 318 316 322 3.28 3.28 3.23 332 3.81 4.08 3.54 3.34
22 2020/21 408 447 484 5N 526 822 G616 655 683 681 5.89 571 5.04
23 2021/22 5.43 5.33 565 583 605 685 708 739 738 610 553 650 594
24 2022123 678  T.00 711 588 666 678 655 672 650 582 494 6.75
25 202324 450
26
27 | Sorghum 201314 817 773 738 748 752 ¥B5 824 855 822 753 740 713 764
28 ﬂﬂ:?jrf;ireigm 201415  §53 626 658 733 740 785 800 780 757 783 768 780 720
29 201518 738 631 583 576 5.60 5.54 567 5.36 556 §32 609 5.49 581
30 201817 483 474 458 472 483 5.01 488 480 516 564 8650 B.11 488
31 201718 5.80 5.42 538 549 576 604 6.00 612 612 705 679 648 575
32 201819 6.09 572 553 568 571 5.82 5.86 5.40 567 648 7.03 5.87 5.82
33 2018720 6.00 5.89 567 564 575 5.86 5.86 577 592 645 725 632 5.96
34 2020/21 729 783 B84 395 940 1110 1100 170 1220 1180 1070 1020 9.00
35 2021722 9.70 951 1010 1050 1080 1180 1280 1320 1320 10.80 987 1180 1050
36 202223 4210 1250 1270 1230 1180 1210 1170 1200 1180 1040 8.82 12.05
37 202324 275
38
39 |1y September-August. Latest data may be preliminary or projected.
40 2/ Weighted average (Wt avg) is the U.S. season-average price, based on menthly price received by farmers, weighted by menthly marketings.
41 | prices do not include an allowance for loans outstanding and gevernment purchases. Latest data are from
42 |worid Supply and Demand Estimates.
:i Source: USDA, Mational Agricultural Statistics Service, Agricultural Prices: and USDA, World Agricultural Outlook Board,

World Supply and Demand Estimates.

.
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1 |Table 12—Corn: Cash prices at principal markets, dollars per bushel |

[ Commodity and Sep Oct MNow Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul  Aug Awvg 2/
2 |marketing year 1/
Feed Grains Yearbook Tables =+ =
g |Centrall 2020021 362 397 422 445 533 556 555 627 708 681 643 643 547
5 | 202122 535 537 580 603 616 654 746 793 804 795 709 687 672
& | 2022/23 688 679 671 664 BTE 632 649 686 625 641 578 535 646
? .|
g |No.Zyelow, 201920 400 425 423 424 436 439 412 373 386 376 3.88 392 392
Do m estic an d I ntern atio na I P ri ces 3 Gulfports, LA 5p20/21 423 474 485 506 589 624 624 682 773 T43 707 653 607
10 2021122 609 632 672 704 744 B854 885 876 853 820 736 762
11 | 202223 784 873 B15 T63 769 758 718 740 681 678 616 537 728
12 |
Ta ble 12 Corn. CaSh prlceS at prInCIpaI ma rkets S/bu 13 [No.2yelow, St 201920 353 388 395 392 405 401 377 349 341 350 359 352 382
’ 14 |-ouis, MO 2020021 383 416 4324 467 548 584 587 649 T35 T2 680 611 566
15 | 202122 513 520 534 600 630 633 772 815 833 809 735 7.09 6.4
16 | 202223 7.4 653 690 674 695 7.01 677 690 647 652 593 501 657
17 |
18 |No.Zyelow, 201920 367 379 358 372 282 377 243 303 302 315 314 313 313
1q |Omaha, NE 2020/21 350 380 408 431 488 532 533 610 708 688 634 623 531
20 | 2021022 570 534 557 597 610 643 719 796 807 799 725 735 674
21 | 202223 737 7.06 722 TO08 743 T.00 662 672 645 644 580 536 669
22

23 [No.Zyelow,  2019/20 388 414 398 394 400 393 366 323 345 337 332 339 336
g |FMeae, L3 500121 367 413 428 443 520 551 553 622 717 680 659 648 551

25 202122 583 549 532 608 6B1% B57 743 785 783 TS0 V14 T2 872
26 ] 2022023 753 704 858 651 670 674 647 661 620 643 585 537 650
27

2g [No.Zyelow,  2019/20 363 382 3.80 3.87 395 391 368 321 322 334 333 327 3327
oq |Kansas City, MO 5050131 352 383 411 436 509 533 547 621 716 677 639 610 537

30 2021722 528 532 585 611 620 656 736 803 807 796 722 717 676
31 2022123 727 725 722 709 716 7.07 665 676 641 647 584 536 671
a7 |

Ag |Mo.2 white, ~ 2019/20 369 3.82 4.04 317 401 353 333 350 3.50
ag fansasCity. MO 5050551 378 400 441 461 S41 588 554 628 723 678 630 645 558
50 2021122 661 7.00 765 825 829 799 704 687 748
51 202223 748 741 704 713 674 677 605 547 676

23 |1/ September-August.

24 |z Simple average of menthly prices reported for the marketing year.

33 |3/ Processors.

55 Source: USDA, Agricuftural Marketing Service, Grain and Feed Market News.
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1 |Table 22—U.5. corn and sorghum exports by selected destinations, 1,000 metric tons
Y 2 |Expert and gecgraphy 1/ 2MsMe 20817 2MTNE 2Mang 20120 2020021 2021022
d G r n Y r b k T b I 3 |Corn 2/ Mexico 13,337 13,932 15,715 16,123 14,485 15,603 16,888
e e a I S e a O O a e s a China 264 a07 307 258 2,084 21,479 14,654
5 Japan 10,439 13,802 13,210 13,289 10,085 11,185 10,154
B Canada 1,014 To4 1,663 2,461 1,715 1,802 5,102
7 Colombia 4548 4752 5,085 4781 4891 3,935 4 387
2 South Korea 2,954 5,601 5,732 3,748 2827 3,591 1,375
q Guatemala 506 994 364 1,218 1,163 1,234 1,317
EX pO rtS an d I m pO rtS 10 Honduras 550 506 618 579 747 755 874
11 Taiwan 2,038 2,981 2,450 2,028 208 1,658 206
12 Saudi Arabia 1,389 2,163 1,485 793 909 7 763
13 European Union-27 413 843 1,904 34 4 13 748
Table 22. U.S. corn and sorghum exports by 14 2 a9 e% e w2 T2 7
. . . 15 El Salvador 631 582 457 708 497 575 635
selected destinations, 1,000 metric tons 16 26w w0 W 2w sy s
17 Dominican Republic 253 307 531 657 502 457 492
18 Panama 392 485 s02 502 510 569 450
19 Venezuela 1,155 418 435 150 450 401 478
20 Jamaica 283 275 28 260 264 299 315
21 Morocco 450 &7 747 164 2 585 265
27 lzrael 388 84 655 215 450 550 225
23 Tunisia 178 20 325 128 158 143 100
24 Trinidad And Tobago o Ta g2 a2 | 28 100
25 Peru 2379 2,989 3,238 1,949 554 721 a7
26 Indenesia 161 351 147 8 31 151 67
27 Guyana 29 3z 43 41 44 45 51
28 Other 3,163 3,287 4141 1,168 904 1,868 215
29 Total 3/ 483228 58313 61,906 52,533 45175 69775 52,802
30
31 |Serghum 2/ China 7081 4740 4,151 801 3622 6884 6,585
32 Mexico 625 585 93 521 506 73 376
33 Sub-Saharan Africa g3 487 363 337 654 283 368
34 European Union-27 1 2 109 811 1 2 120
a5 Other 354 247 374 258 278 52 65
36 Total 3/ 8,633 5,040 5,085 2,328 5,182 7,085 7,515
37
38 [1/ Market vear iz September-August.
39 |2/ Grain only.
40 | 3y May not add due to rounding.
Source: U.5. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Foreign Trade Statistics.

LLS/DA Economic Research Service
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Feed Grains Database - Documentation

Home > Data Products > Feed Grains Database > Documentation

Feed Grains Database

Overview

* Scope/Coverage of

Feed Grains Custom Query

Documentation
Data
Feed Grains: Yearbook Scope/Coverage of Data
Takngs This database covers four major U.S. feed grains crops (corn, grain sorghum, barley, and * Methods

oats), foreign coarse grains (feed grains plus rye, millet, and mixed grains), hay, animal unit

indexes of grain and roughage, rail rate indexes, and grain shipments. This database

includes data published in the monthly Feed Outlook and the Feed Grains Yearbook tables, e St rengths and
WASDE report, Production, Supply and Distribution (PSD) database, and various

» Documentation

Related Topics

Agricultural Marketing Service reports. However, the Feed Grains Yearbook Tables -All I.i m it ati ons
Crops Years data set generally covers a longer time period (1866-present).
Bioenergy More specific data queries can be made through the Feed Grains Custom Query. ° Resou rces
Corn and Other Feed Data Items
Grains

Below are additional details about the items in the database, including which data are
Animal Products preliminary and specific changes to data series over time.

https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-database/documentation

LAS/DA Economic Research Service
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Feed Grains Database — Documentation
Data Product Quality
* Periodic reviews
* Updating periodic documentation
* 508 compliance in progress

l_is/_D_A Economic Research Service
www.ers.usda.gov




Who Uses the Feed Grains Database?

‘Academics
and
Researchers

Industry:
Traders

l_lS/DA Economic Research Service
' www.ers.usda.gov



Who Uses the Feed Grains Database?

The Cattle dite
Ethanol Co-Product Use in U.S. Cattle

2020-2021 US Corn Use Feeding

CENTER FOR INTEGRATED AGRICULTURAL SYSTEMS

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSI

s Sweeteners(HFCS, Glucose, Dextrose): 5.3% ] .
Exports: 16.3% - / Figure 1: U.S. prices for selected feedstuffs

Dollars per ton

5001 Caorn, Central lllincis i
450 f Urea, 42 percent, §

Dried distiller's grains, / Fort Worth, Texas #

i 0 400
Fusi(Cthanay: 15.0% Central lllinois/Eastern Corn Belt f o
35:::— flII. :;-l ----- .._-‘ . ..|-"';.J ':- 1":---'.".

3001 N St Y

250 ;,,“L.»--"' __.-----m*". ?:... rrrr "“" Soybean meal, Central III|no|s 3

200777 k ' a o

Food/Beverages: 4.2% 1507

\ 1007
Seed: 0.2% S0+

Feed:38.1% —

Corn gluten feed, linois points
D [ e e e rrrrr e e e rrrrfrerrrrrrrrrfrrrrrrrrr e re e rrrrreT

Based on data in USDA ERS Feed Grains Database: Yearbook Tables 4 and 31, Jan-2000 Jan.01 Jan.-02 Jan.-03 Jan.-04 Jan-05 Jan.<08 Jan.-07

accessed April 2022 Monthly
p. S Source: USDA, ERS, Feed Grains Database, www. ers_usda gov/Data/FeedGrains/.

USDA i i
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https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-
database/

Thank yew!

angelica.williams@usda.gov
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https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-database/
https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-database/
mailto:angelica.williams@usda.gov

Like, Share, & Follow ERS

USDA
—

www.ers.usda.gov www.ers.usda.gov/ @USDA_ERS linkedin.com/company/

data-products/charts-of-note usda-economic-research-service

Subscribe to Weekly E-mail Notifications: www.ers.usda.gov/subscribe

Learn About Careers at ERS: www.ers.usda.gov/about-ers/careers-at-ers
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RMA Summary of Business Data
Michael Hibbs, Senior AIP Data Coordinator
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Management
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Agenda
* Introduction
« USDA RMA Public Website Data Access
* Pregenerated Reports and Summary of Business Data Files
« Summary of Business Application
 Report Generator
* Prepared Reports

* Historical Reports
 Help Section
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Introduction

Michael Hibbs

* Senior AIP Data Coordinator

« 8 Years at RMA

 Enjoys spending time with family and
watching son play basketball

Loves traveling
Favorite season is fall (GO CHIEFS!)

rma.usda.gov
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Access the USDA RMA Public Website

https://www.rma.usda.gov

Home About RMA Find an Agent News Careers Contact Us En Espafiol

QSDA United States Department of Agriculture
s Risk Management Agency
Search

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~ Topics ~

Crop Insurance

For American Farmers and Ranchers

) ¥ s <
5 e ¥ o%
Manage Your Farm Risk Insurance Resources Outreach and Education Beginning Farmers

Partner with RMA. Resources and tools for those just starting out

Find training opportunities.

Resources for farmers and ranchers. Policies, handbooks, and more.

AskUSDA e

today,

One central entry point for you to access information and help from USDA.

O Ask.USDA.gov '~ 1-833-ONE-USDA '@ askusda@usda.gov ‘

Qu

Ask a question

rma.usda.gov
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Pregenerated Reports and Summary of Business Data Files

USDA United States Department of Agriculture Home  About RMA Find an Agent News Careers Contact Us En Espafiol

sl Risk Management Agency
Search

|
Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~ Topics ~

Crop Insurance
For American Farmers and Ranchers

0! % o%

Manage Your Farm Risk Insurance Resources Outreach and Education Beginning Farmers

Resources for farmers and ranchers. Policies, handbooks, and more. Partner with RMA. Resources and tools for those just starting out.
Find training opportunities.

Get Connected > Get Started >

rma.usda.gov
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Pregenerated Reports and Summary of Business Data Files

USDA united States Department of Agriculture Home  AboUtRMA  FindanAgent  News  Careers  ContactUs  En Espafiol
sl Risk Management Agency

Search

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ ‘ Commodities ~ ‘ Tools ~ ‘ Topics ~

Summary of Agent Locator Actuarial Info RMA Map
Business Browser Viewer
Actuarial Information Browser Cost Estimator Livestock and Dairy Participation Price Discovery Reporting
Agent Locator County Programs Livestock Reports (LRP and LGM) Reinsurance Reports
AIP Companies Crop Indemnity Maps MNursery Software (EPLPPS) RIMA Information Reporting System
Associated Agencies and Partners Crop Weather Cther Sites RMA Map Viewer
Cause of Loss FTP File Access PRF Rainfall Summary of Business Reporis

rma.usda.gov
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Pregenerated Reports and Summary of Business Data Files

Policy & Procedure ~ ‘ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~ Topics ~ ‘

Information Tools / Summary of Business

Summary of Business Information Tools

Current Year-to-Date National Summary of Business Reports Agent Locator
« Single-page Crop Business report: 2021-2024 g . ) )
« Single-page Crop Historical report: 2011-2020 Next slide Associated Agencies and Partners

« Single-page Crop Histerical report: 2001-2010 ) . )
Single-page Crop Historical report: 1991-2000 Chicago Mercantile Exchange Notice

Single-page Crop Historical report: 1989-1930

Crop Indemnity Maps

Pregenerated SOB Reports Crop Weather

Livestock Report
National Summary by Crop:

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2008 Nursery Inventory Software EPLPPS

Pregenerated Reports —

National Summary by Crop/State: Other Sites

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 Price Discovery Reporting

National Summary by Insurance Plan: Reinsurance Reports

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 —_—
Summary of Business
National Summary by State:
Cause of Loss
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009

Puerto Rico Summary of Business

National Summary by State/Crop:

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 State/County/Crop Summary of ——| Data Files
Business

| —— v

Livestock and Dairy Participation

2019 Prevented Planting Supplemental

Summary of Business Payments

ing £ JpR—— Lcomacta amd Sho obilib to ccesis ad boc cuiacics Dais facibe

loaladas tho noos
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Federal Crop Insurance Corp

Summary of Business Report for 2021 thru 2024
As of September 25, 2023

{Net Acre and Dollars in Thousands)

2021 2022 2022 2023 2023 2023 2024 2024
Crop Year 1 Year Ago Crop Year 1 Year Ago Crop Year Crop Year Crop Year Crop Year
To Date To Date To Date To Date Prev Week To Date Prev Week To Date

Additional Business:

Policies with Premium 1,150,940 1,172,572 1,179,160 8,343 1,201,283 1,213,953 7.742 8,377
Units with Premium 2,608,116 2,678,619 2,698,303 18,136 2,821,263 2,850,969 16,504 19,366
Net Acres Insured 437,866 486,743 488,022 2,641 531,029 534,076 1,733 3,446
Companion/Endorsed Acres 30,679 43,597 43,871 3,051 48 764 49 887 6,005 6.015
Liability 132,284 167 167,396,016 168,877,500 4,069,527 174,004,076 176,177,979 2,957 316 3,005,940
Total Premium 13,646,075 18,193,132 18,321,470 182,509 17,735,419 17,973,521 199,351 212,569
Subsidy 8,535,832 11,467,182 11,559,056 112,421 11,047,104 11,202 638 122,556 130,013
Indemnity 9,549 255 6,769,205 19,208,970 539 4,599 569 4,980,047 1,689 2511
Loss Ratio 0.70 0.37 1.05 0.00 0.26 0.28 0.01 0.01
Catastrophic Business:

Policies with Premium 16,226 14,155 14,282 1,400 11,715 11,788 1,408 1,424
Units with Premium 25,601 21,671 21,881 1,542 18,031 18,199 1,555 1,571
Net Acres Insured 6,666 5,666 5,833 133 4,771 4,829 96 99
Companion/Endorsed Acres 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Liability 4,304 444 4,622,194 4,723,339 1,548,848 4,500,577 4,530,640 1,650,160 1,655,929
Total Premium 73,791 76,045 77,004 16,173 70,271 70,746 16,128 16,188
Subsidy 73,747 75,912 76,961 16,121 70,115 70,596 15,582 15,641
Indemnity 49,763 16,680 43,605 0 28,768 29,100 20 20
Loss Ratio 0.67 0.22 0.57 0.00 0.41 0.41 0.00 0.00
Combined Business:

Policies with Premium 1,167,166 1,186,727 1,193,442 9,743 1,212,998 1,225,741 9,150 9,801
Units with Premium 2,633,717 2,700,290 2,720,184 19,678 2,830,294 2,860,168 18,149 20,937
Met Acres Insured 444 532 492 409 493 855 2774 535,800 538,905 1,829 3,545
Companion/Endorsed Acres 30,679 43,597 43,871 3,051 48,764 40 887 6,005 6,015
Liability 136,678,611 172,018,210 173,600,839 5,618,375 178,594,653 180,708,619 4,607,476 4,661,869
Total Premium 13,719,866 18,269,177 18,398,474 198,682 17,805,690 18,044 267 215,479 228,757
Subsidy 8,600,579 11,543,004 11,636,017 128,542 11,117,219 11,273,234 138,138 145,654
Indemnity 9,599,018 6,785,805 19,262,575 539 4,628,337 5,000,147 1,709 2,531
Loss Ratio 0.70 0.37 1.05 0.00 0.26 0.28 0.01 0.01

All lines, except the Net Acres Insured and Companion/Endorsed Acres, include policy totals for crops insured in tons, colonies and trees. Ton, colony and tree
totals can be retrieved utilizing the Summary of Business application. Includes all non livestock business.

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Data Fi

les

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ ‘ Tools ~ Topics ~

Information Tools / Summary of Business

Summary of Business

Current Year-to-Date National Summary of Business Reports
« Single-page Crop Business report: 2021-2024
« Single-page Crop Histerical report: 2011-2020
Single-page Crop Historical report: 2001-2010
Single-page Crop Histerical report: 1991-2000
Single-page Crop Historical report: 1985-1990

Pregenerated SOB Reports

National Summary by Crop:
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

National Summary by Crop/State:
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

National Summary by Insurance Plan:

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

National Summary by State:
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

National Summary by State/Crop:
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

4

Summary of Business
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20 2014

Next 2 slides

Information Tools

Agent Locator
Associated Agencies and Partners
Chicago Mercantile Exchange Notice
Crop Indemnity Maps
Crop Weather
Livestock Report
Nursery Inventory Software EPLPPS
Other Sites
Price Discovery Reporting
Reinsurance Reports
Summary of Business

Cause of Loss

Puerto Rico Summary of Business

State/County/Crop Summary of
Business

Livestock and Dairy Participation

2019 Prevented Planting Supplemental
Payments

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Data Files - Example

RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~

Policy & Procedure ~

Topics ~

Information Tools

State/County/Crop Summary of Business

Summarized Summary of Business data files broken down by state/ county/crop and subsequent levels. Each link
contains a ZIP file with compressed data containing pipe (]) delimited flat-files that can be imperted into any spreadsh
and/or data for further analysis. Record description file(s) are located in each subfolder.

Summary of Business | State/County/Crop Summary of Business

Feedback? Send a message to RMA — SummaryQiBusiness Feedback.

State/County/Crop Level 1948-1988 Data File and Rec

« Record layout (1948 - 1988) PDF | Word
« Zipfiles: 1945-1985

State/County/Crop/Coverage Level 1989 - Present Data Files and Record

Layout
« Record layout (1989 - present) FDF | Word
« Zipfiles: 2024 2021|2020 | 2019|2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010 |

2009 | 2006 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 | 2003 | 20 6 908 | 1997 | 1996 | 1995 | 1994 |
1993|1992 | 1991 | 1990 | 1989

Type/Practice/Unit Structure Data Files and Record Layout

« Record layout (All Years) PDF | Word
« Zipfiles: 2024 | 2023 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010
2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 | 2003 | 2002 | 2001 | 2000 | 1999

T T T D VI e U POt I NP, e

Crop Insurance Experience with Coverage Level - (1989 Forward)

The crop insurance experience file contains Summary of Business data summarized to the State/County/Crop level and includes the
Coverage Level for commodity years from 1989 forward. The files are created in a delimited format using the | symbol as the
delimiter (commas are frequently part of some of the fields) and can be easily used to create EXCEL spreadsheets. The format
identified in the layout below uses a 9 to indicate a numeric value with the maximum characters or decimal layout (V) in the
parenthesis following while an X will indicate an alpha-numeric value with the maximum characters following.

Element Name Format Definiti
I | Commodity Year 9(04) The identifier that represents the year in which the crop/commodity is normally
harvested and indicates the policy year for which coverage was provided.

2 | Location State Code 9(02) The FIPS code that denotes the State in which the insured farm is located.
3 | Location State X(02) USPS state abbreviation
Abbreviation

4 | Location County Code 9(03)
5 | Location County Name X(35)

A FIPS code indicating the county in which the insured farm is located
Name of the county

6 | Commodity Code 9(04) The Risk Management Agency (RMA) code that denotes the crop/commodity for
which the policy is issued.
7 | Commodity Name X(30) Name of the crop/commodity

| sobcov_2024 - Notepad
File Edit Format View Help

2024|01| AL |883|Balduin | 8088 | Pasture,Rangeland, Forage |13|RI | A |RBUP| .9008|27|0|08|0 |8 | A
2824|81| AL | 883 | Baldwin |8028| Pecans |37|HIP-WI  |A  |R8UP|.950@|7|6|0]8|@|Ac
2824|81| AL | 883 | Baldwin |8028| Pecans |a1] PRV A |RBUP|.5@e8|2|e|0]8|e|Ac
2824|81| AL | 883 | Baldwin |8028| Pecans |a1] PRV A |RBUP|.6828|3]6|0]8]@|Ac
2824|81| AL | 883 | Baldwin |8028| Pecans |a1] PRV A |RBUP|.6508|1]@|0]8]@|Ac
2824|81| AL | 883 | Baldwin |8028| Pecans |a1] PRV A |RBUP|.7@e8|1]e|0]8|@]|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18028 | Pecans |41] PRV A [|RBUP|.8e@0]|1]e|0]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e2|rP A [|RBUP|.5@@8]5|6|0]e]e|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e2|RP A |RBUP|.60@0|1]6|0]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e2|RP A |RBUP|.6500|2]@|0]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e2|RP A [|RBUP|.70@0|7|6|@]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e2|RP A [|RBUP|.75@0|7]@|@]e|@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP A [RBUP|.50@0|4]6|0]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP A [|RBUP|.550|2]@|@]8]@]|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP A |RBUP|.6500|3]@|0]e|@]|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP A [|RBUP|.70@0|3]6|0]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP A [RBUP|.75@0|1]@|@]8]@|Ac
2024|01| AL | 863 | Baldwin 18011 | Wheat |e1]yP I |RCAT|.5ee8|4]e|]e]e|Ac
2024|01| AL | 865 | Barbour |8016| Oats |e2|rP A [|RBUP|.70@0|2]6|0]8]@|Ac

2024|81|AL|0@5|Barbour | 0816 | Oats |e2|rP |a |RBUP|.75e@|1|@|e|e|e]|Ac

2024|81|AL|0@5|Barbour | 0816 | Oats le1]yp |a |RBUP|.5e@@|3|0|0|@|0]|AC

2024|81|AL|0@5|Barbour | 0816 | Oats le1]yp |a |RBUP|.65e@|8|@|0|e|e]|Ac

2024|81|AL|0@5|Barbour | 0816 | Oats le1]yp |a  |RBUP|.70@@|3|0|0|@|0]|AC
r |Wr 10911Yp 1A R

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Data Files - Example

Livestock Gross Margin — Summary of Business Data

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~ Topics -

Information Tools Summ ary of Business Livestock and Dairy Participation The f_'c.vllnwlng table cnnlaln-s the“ ellemems. 1n§luded_1n _the Livestock Gross Margin (LGM) file available for download via the RMA
s Public Web Site. The files are created in a pipe delimited format.

= = = = = The Format column specifies the maximum length and data type for each of the elements. A format of 9 indicates that the value can
L I Ve Sto C k a n d D a I ry P a rt I C I p a tl 0 n only be numeric, while a format of X can be alpha-numeric values. Decimal formats will include a V with the number of places to the
left of the decimal specified to the left of the V, while the decimal precision is specified to the right of the V (e.g. 9(08)V9(02) would
be 00000000.00). An S as the first character in the specification of format, indicates that the value in that element can contain
negatives when applicable.

Summarized participation information broken down by the date in which sales occurred. Each link contains a ZIP file with o

. . A B . Element Name Format Description
compressed data containing a pipe (|) delimited file that can be imported into any standard spreadsheet and/or data T | Reinsurance Year 9(04) Year d:ﬁned by the Standard Reinsurance agreement.
for further anal}fsis. Record description file is pI'O‘ufiClEd below. 2 Commodity Year 9(04) The identifier that represents the year in which the crop is normally
harvested and indicates the policy vear for which coverage was provided. |
A e ViR IS inaes AR 3 Location State Code X(02) A FIPS code indicating the state in which the commodity is located.
Feedback? Send a message to RMA - Su mmary OfBusiness Feedback. 4 Location State Abbreviation X(02) Abbreviation for the Location State Code.
5 Location County Code X(03) A FIPS code indicating the county in which the crop is located.
6 Location County Name X(35) Name for the Location County Code.
- - _ - 7 Commodity Code X(04) The code that denotes the crop for which the policy is issued.
Dairy Revenue Protection Participation & | Commodity Name X(50) Name for the Commodity Code.
9 Insurance Plan Code X(02) A code that denotes the type of coverage selected for the crop insured

« Record layout (2019 forward) PDF | Word
« Zipfiles: 2024 | 2023 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 o e
File Edit Format View Help

. . . 2024|2024|17|1L|867|Hancock |8815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|886|Sew Pig Finishing|889|Sep. - H
leestock Gross Ma I'gln Pa |pat|0n 2024|2024 |17 | IL| 867 |Hancock 8815 | Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|806|Sew Pig Finishing|809|Sep. - A
2024|2024 |17 |IL| 867 |Hancock 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|886|Sew Pig Finishing|8089|Sep. - H

2024|2024 |17|IL| @67 |Hancock 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|886|Sew Pig Finishing|8089|Sep. - H

« Record layout (2004 forward) PDF | rd 2024|2024|17|IL| @67 |Hancock 8815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|806|Sew Pig Finishing|889|Sep. - H
2024|2024|17|1L|867|Hancock |8815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|886|Sew Pig Finishing|889|Sep. - H

. Zip files: 2024 022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010 | 2024|2024 |17|IL| 067 |Hancock 8815| Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|806|Sew Pig FinishiniﬂSEThep. -
2024|2024 |19|IA|019|Buchanan @815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|8@4|Farrow To Finish|889|Sep. - Fqg

2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 20 2024|2024 |19 | IA| 865 | Fayette 8815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|806|Sew Pig Finishing|8e8|aug. - I
2024|2024 |19|IA|065|Fayette 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|886|Sew Pig Finishing|809|Sep. - H

2024|2024|19|1A| 883 |Hardin 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|884|Farrow To Finish|888|Aug. - 1§

- - - . = - 2024|2024[19|1A| 883 |[Hardin @815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|8e4|Farrow To Finish|888|Aug. - 14
Livestock Risk Protection Par“c'pa'non 20242024 |19| TA| 083 |Hardin 0815 | Swine |82 | Livestock Gross Margin|804|Farrow To Finish|889|Sep. - Fd
2024|2024|19|IA| @83 |Hardin 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|884|Farrow To Finish|889|Sep. - Fe

_ 2024|2024 |19|IA| 883 |Hardin 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|884|Farrow To Finish|8@9|Sep. - F¢

= Record layout (2004 forward) PDF | rd 2024] 262419 TA| 083 [Hardin 8815|Swine|82| Livestock Gross Margin|884|Farrow To Finish|818[0ct. - Md

- - - - - - — - - 2024|2024|19|1A| 883 |Hardin @8815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|885|Finishing|809|Sep. - Feb. Insy

= Zipfiles: 2024 | 2023 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010 | 2024|2024]19| 14| 083 |Hardin 8815 | Swine|82|Livestock Gross Man:in 805 Finishinilﬂﬂglﬁeg. - Feb. Insy
- . . - - 2024|2024|19|IA| @83 |Hardin 0815|Swine|82|Livestock Gross Margin|885|Finishing|869|Sep. - Feb. Insy
2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 2024|2024|19| IA| 883 |Hardin 0815| Swine|82| Livestock Gross Margin|885|Finishing|889|Sep. - Feb. Insy
2024|2024|19|14|119|Lyon 0803 |Cattle|82|Livestock Gross Margin|887|Calf Finishing|908|Aug. - Jur|

2024|2024 |19|1A|119|Lyon |@8e83|Cattle|82|Livestock Gross Margin|887|Calf Finishing|968|Aug. - Jun

2024|2024 |19|IA|119|Lyon |@8e3|Cattle|82|Livestock Gross Margin|887|Calf Finishing|988|Aug. - Jur

2024]2024|19|14]|119]|Lyon |@8e3|Cattle|82|Livestock Gross Margin|8@7|Calf Finishing|91@|0ct. - Aug

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Application

Policy & Procedure ~ ‘ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ ‘ Tools ~ Topics ~

Information Tools / Summary of Business

Summary of Business Information Tools

Current Year-to-Date National Summary of Business Reports Agent Locator
» Single-page Crop Business report: 2021-2024
- Single-page Crop Historical report: 2011-2020 Associated Agencies and Partners
» Single-page Crop Historical report: 2001-2010
« Single-page Crop Historical report: 1991-2000 Chicago Mercantile Exchange Notice

Single-page Crop Historical report: 1989-1990
Crop Indemnity Maps

Pregenerated SOB Reports Crop Weather

Livestock Report
National Summary by Crop:

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 Nursery Inventory Software EPLPPS
National Summary by Crop/State: Other Sites

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 Price Discovery Reporting

National Summary by Insurance Plan: Reinsurance Reports

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009
Summary of Business

National Summary by State:
2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009

Cause of Loss

Puerto Rico Summary of Business
National Summary by State/Crop:
2009 State/County/Crop Summary of
Business

2024 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010

Livestock and Dairy Participation

2019 Prevented Planting Supplemental
Payments

Summary of Business

Includes the most curre formation, some national reports, and the ability to create ad-hoc queries. Data for the

i are refreshed each Monday morning and include all business data accepted through the
preceding week. Reports for older years are no longer updated. Users can select data for customized reports sorted
by state, crop, state/crop, crop/state. insurance plan, or state/county. Selected data can be downloaded into a
spreadsheet for further analysis

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Application

Report Generator
« Data driven based on variable(s) selected
* Available for Reinsurance Year or Commodity Year
* Auvailable for Standard Commodities, Livestock or Both
» Available at different aggregation levels
» Can be downloaded as a report or as a data file
» Can customize the report by removing/adding columns

Prepared Reports
* Commodity Year only
* National Report
* Various lower aggregation levels
* PDF format that can be saved

Historical Reports
* Commodity Year only
e 12/20/1999 through present
* Reports available are based on Historical Date selected
« Same aggregation levels as the Prepared Reports
* PDF formats that can be saved

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Application

USDA S :

= ummary of Business

—

S
Home Summary of Business Report Generator Prepared Reports Historical Reports Help

You are: Home > Summary of Business
\ ]

! Summary of Business Data As o{(September 25, 2023

RMA'S Summary of Business (SOB) application includes m mponents:

Report Generator, is an interactive report generator that allows the user to customize reports based on desired criteria. Users can select data for customized reports by various insurance elements. Users can download customized reports into a spreadsheet or a delimited file for
further analysis.

Prepared Reports, allows the user to access previously prepared national summary repaorts.

Historical Reports, allows the user to access prepared reports from previous points in time

RIMA refreshes data each Monday morning for the most recent five years and includes all business data accepied through the Policy Acceptance and Storage System from the preceding week. RMA data prior to the most recent five years remains static.

Feedback? Send a message to 'RMA — SummaryOfBusiness Feedback'

Summary of Business - v2.1.0

RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accessibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | FOIA | USA.gov | Whitehouse.gov

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Report Generator

l-__,J/_;S,_DLA Summary of Business

Home  Summary of Business  Report Generator  Prepared Reporis  Historical Reports  Help

‘You are: Home > Summary of Bi ss > Report Generator

Criteria Summary

~ Commodity Category Report Criteria Selected Years:

@ Standard [Drag fo reardsr ths levslz. Click drop-down for Milter selections 2023 :
( Livestock . 4
) Both » Commodity Year Selected Commodities:

“Year Type '/
= /
< ST A Selected States:

["J Reinsurance Year =
= Summary Levels 4|
["] commodity Selected Counties:
[ State -
County y
[ Delivery Type Selected delivery types:
["JInsurance Plan S
[_ Coverage Level Percent £

Selected Insurance Plans:
D G -
Get Report i

Selected Cov. Level Percent:
A A A -

Summary of Business - v2.1.0

RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accdssibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | Fi SA.gov | Whitehouse.gov

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Report Generator - Example

Report Generator

Prepared Reports  Historical Reports  Help

You are: Home > Summary of Business > Report Generator

~ Commedity Category
(® Standard

) Livestock
) Both

“~Year Type
Commaodity Year
|| Reinsurance Year

=~ summary Levels
Commaodity
State
[l County
"I Delivery
[“JInsurance Plgn
"I Coverage Leve\ Percent

SelectAll

Get Report

Report Criteria

Drag to reardsr tha lavals. Cllck drap-down for fiter selections

ty Year

Dalfalfa seed (0107)
[Clan other Citrus Trees (0211)
Claimonds (0028)
Cannual Forage (0332)
DAp\cuIture (1181)
Capple Trees (0184
[Clapples (0054
Oavocado Trees (0212)
Oavocados (0019)
[Ceanana (0255)
[Ceanana Tree (0265)
[Jearley (0091)
Celueberries (0012)
[JBuckwheat (0114)

Criteria Summary
elected Years

2023

Selected Commodities:

0041

Selected States:

19 (IA)

Selected Counties:

Selected delivery types:

‘Selected Insurance Plans:

Selected Cov. Level Percent:

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Report Generator - Example (cont.)

Summary of Business

Summary of Business  Report Generator  Prepared Reports  Historical Reports Help

ome > Summary_of Business > Report Generator > Results

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation

Commodit r Sta

123

= Column Display

Policies Sold
Policies Eaming Premium Commo... Commeodity State Palicies Palicies Policies Units Units
Year Name: Abbrv Sold Eaming Prem Indemnified Eaming Prem Indemnified

Summary - By Commadity Year / Commadity / State A>

Quantity

Policies Indemnified
Units Eaming Premium
Units Indemnified
Quantity
Quantity Type
Companion/ Endorsed Acres
Liability
Total Premium
Subsidy
State Subsidy
PCCP State Matching Amount
Organic Certified Subsidy Amount
Organic Transitional Subsidy Amount]
Additional Subsidy
EFA Premium Discount
Indemnity
Earn Premium Rate
Loss Ratio
= Code Display
T - State
Abbreviation
[ Name
"I Code P
— ~ Commodity o 20| fems perpage 1-10f1 items

[_| Abbreviation : : -
Click here to view this data \n
Name

[ Code

Review Selection

2023 Com 1A 79734 64619 T4 112,506 827 12350,

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Report Generator - Prepared Reports

USDA
= |

You are: Home > Summary of Business > Prepared Repu:*=

Summary of Business
Home  Summary of Business  Report Generat orical Reports ~ Help

~ National Reports
2021-2024
2011-2020
2001-2010
1991-2000
1989-1990

1~ Current Week

+ Commodity

Commaodity State

Insurance Plan

Livestock Insurance Plan

State

State Commodity

+
+
+
+
+

3
Gt waoee Get Adobe Reader

Additional Business:

Policies with Premium

Units with Premium

Net Acres Insured
Companion/Endorsed Acres
Liability

Total Premium

Subsidy

Indemnity

Loss Ratio

Catastrophic Business:

Policies with Premium

Units with Premium

Net Acres Insured
Companion/Endorsed Acres
Liability

Total Premium

Subsidy

Indemnity

Y Draw

v @ -+ @1 e D a( = -
Federal Crop Insurance Corp
Summary of Business Report for 2021 thru 2024
As of September 25, 2023
{Net Acre and Dollars in Thousands)
2021 2022 2022 2023 2023 2023 2024 2024
Crop Year 1 Year Ago Crop Year 1 Year Ago Crop Year Crop Year Crop Year Crop Year
To Date To Date To Date To Date Prev Week To Date Prev Week To Date
1,150,940 1,172,572 1,179,160 8,343 1,201,283 1,213,953 7,742 8,377
2,608,116 2,678,619 2,698,303 18,136 2,821,263 2,850,060 16,594 19,366
437 866 486,743 488,022 2,641 531,029 534,076 1,733 3,446
30,679 43,597 43,871 3,051 48,764 49,887 6,005 6,015
132,284 167 167,396,016 168,877,500 4,069,527 174,094,076 176,177,979 2,957,316 3,005,940
13,646,075 18,103,132 18,321,470 182 500 17,735,419 17,973,521 199,351 212,560
8,535,832 11,467 182 11,559,056 112,421 11,047,104 11,202,638 122,556 130,013
9,549,255 6,769,205 19,208,970 539 4,599,569 4,980,047 1,689 2,511
0.70 0.37 1.05 0.00 0.26 0.28 0.01 0.01
16,226 14,155 14,282 1,400 11,715 11,788 1,408 1,424
25,601 21,671 21,881 1,542 18,031 18,199 1,555 1,571
6,666 5,666 5,833 133 4,771 4,829 96 99
0 0 (/] 0 a a a (/]
4,394,444 4,622,194 4,723,339 1,548,848 4,500,577 4,530,640 1,650,160 1,655,929
73,791 76,045 77,004 16,173 70,271 70,746 16,128 16,188
73,747 75,912 76,961 16,121 70,115 70,596 15,582 15,641
49,763 16,690 43,605 0 28,768 29,100 20 20 v

Summary of Business - v2.1.0

RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accessibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | FOIA | USA.gov | Whitehouse.gov

rma.usda.gov



USDA

—_—
- United States Department of Agriculture

Summary of Business Historical Reports

Summary of Business

Home Summary of Business Report Generator Prepared Repo Historical Reports Hg
You are: Home > Summary of Business > Historical Reporis

Select Historical Date: | 2023-01-02 bl B

—

Historical Reports for- 2023-01-02
= National Reports ‘\y

2020-2023
2010-2019
2000-2009
1990-1999
1989-1989
= Selected Week
Commodity
Commodity State
Insurance Plan
Livestock Insurance Plan
State
State Commodity

+
+
+
+
+
+

3
et s GE1AdODE Reader

Summary of Business - v2.1.0

RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accessibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | FOIA | USA.gov | Whitehouse gov

rma.usda.gov
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Summary Of Business Historical Reports - Example

Home Summary of Business Report Generator  Prepared Reports Historical Reports Help
You a ome > Summary of Business > Historical Reports
Select Historical Date: | 2023-01-02 ~ L - =
y | | = (= Y Draw ~ & - + = 1 of24 | ) i) =2 B ;
Refresh
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation
Commodity Year Statistics for 2023
) ) As of: January 2, 2023
Historical Reports for: 2023-01-02 Nationwide Summary - By Commodity
~ National Reports
2020-2023 Units.
2010-2019 Ins. Report Pol Pol Eam Pl Eam Units Report Companion/ Total Loss
Plan Delivery Lvl Type Sold Prem Indem Pram Indem Level Amt Endorsed Acres Liabilities Premium Subsidy Indemnity Ratio
2000-2009 Alfalla Seed
1990-1999 APH  RBUF Acres 181 13 0 21 ] 1434 0 1.970.276 186,317 90.228 o 00
RCAT Acres 16 1 a 1 0 34 0 25137 351 351 o 00
e APH Total 197 14 [ 22 (] 1,488 ] 1,995,413 155,668 90,579 0 00
~ Selected Week SCO-YP RBUP Acres 17 ] a 0 ] 0 0 0 o 0 o 00
= Commodity CropTotal 214 4 ] 2 ] 1488 ] 1.995.413 156,668 20.579 o 00
2023 Al Other Gitrus Trees
2022 HIF-WI  RBUF Trees 9 8 8 B 8 0 50,985 189,530 61,674 40,088 189,530 3.07
OO RBUF Trees 223 185 ] 223 3 1,290,636 o 54,200,579 825,079 521,628 79333 .10
2021 RCAT Trees 18 9 0 2 0 117540 o 1,901,947 10.055 10,055 0 00
2020 TDO Total 241 174 3 232 3 1,408,176 o 56,282 926 B35134 531,683 78,333 09
2019 CropTotal 250 182 1 240 1 1408176 50,985 56,472,465 896,808 571,771 268,872 .30
2018 Almonds
B APH  RBUF Acres  4.495 933 0 1468 0 102019 0 314591000 10308465 5.701,908 o 00
RCAT Acres 503 32 a 42 0 8,908 0 11,563,565 72,034 67,588 o 00
2016 APH Total 4,998 965 ] 1,510 ] 110,027 0 328554574 10380400 5,769,496 o 00
2015 SCO-YP RBUP Acres 20 0 a o 0 o o 0 o o o 00
2014 CropTotal 5018 965 ] 1510 o 110827 0 326554574 10380408 5.760,496 o 00
Annual Forage
2013 v
+ Commodity State
+ Insurance Plan
+ Livestock Insurance Plan
+ State
+ State Commodity
2
Se e ranee | GEL Adobe Reader
Summary of Business - v2.1.0
RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accessibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | FOIA | USA.gov | Whitehouse.gov

rma.usda.gov
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Summary of Business Report Generator Help Section

Summary of Business

Report Generator  Prepared Reports  Historical Re w

You are: Home > Summary of Business > Help

Help Articles
« Menu Structure
« Report Generator
« Prepared Reports
« Historical Reports

Summary of Business - v2.1.0

RMA Home | Site Map | Copyright | Fraud Report | Jobs | Accessibility Statement
Privacy Policy | Non-Discrimination Statement | Information Quality | FOIA | USA.gov | Whitehouse.gov

rma.usda.gov



Thank you!

If you have questions, please post them in the chat, or wait
until the Q&A session that will follow the conclusion of all
presentations.

rma.usda.gov



RMA Cause of Loss Data

Ben Marcy, Special Asst. to the Deputy Administrator

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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Agenda

 How to find RMA Cause of Loss Data

« What kind information is available in the dataset

« References / Layout information

« How to load the data into excel and prepare it for analysis

« A few quick examples
« 2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL
e 2022 - Texas Cotton - Causes of Loss by Month

rma.usda.gov
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Introduction

Ben Marcy

« Special Asst. to the Deputy Admin of Insurance Services
« Almost 15 Years at RMA
« Grew up on a family farm in Nebraska

* Enjoys time with his family, working cattle, hunting, and
fishing.

rma.usda.gov
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Where can | find RMA Cause of Loss Data

USDA United States Department of Agriculture Home  About RMA Find an Agent News Careers Contact Us En Espaiiol
s Risk Management Agency
Search

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ ‘ Tools ~ | Topics ~

+] -]
Xl =

Summary of Agent Locator Actuarial Info RMA Map Cost Estimator
Business Browser Viewer

Actuarial Information Browser Cost Estimator Livestock and Dairy Participation Price Discovery Reporting

Agent Locator County Programs Livestock Reports (LRP and LGIM) Reinsurance Reports

AlP Companies Crop Indemnity Maps Nursery Software (EPLPPS) RMA Information Reporting System

i=s and Partners Crop Weather Other Sites RMA Map Viewer
FTP File Access PRF Rainfall Summary of Business Reports

Cause of Loss

ind training opportunities.

AskUSDA Ak
One central entry point for you to access information and help from USDA. d‘)"
O Ask.USDA.gov & 1-833-ONE-USDA '8 askusda@usda.gov

O« L

Ask a question

rma.usda.gov



What data is available in these datasets?

 Timeframe of Loss - Month & Year

* Location - State and County Level

« Cause of Loss - Drought, Freeze, Excess Moisture, Etc...
 Crop / Commodity

* Insurance Plan

 Loss Stages - Replant, Prevent Plant, Harvested Loss, Etc...
« Key Stats

» Policies
» Acres
« Liability, Premium, Indemnities

 Updated weekly

rma.usda.gov
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Working with RMA Cause of Loss Data

USDA united States Department of Agriculture Home  AboulRMA  FindanAgent News  Careers  ContactUs  En Espafiol
—aamml Risk Management Agency

Search

Policy & Procedure ~ RMALocal ~ Commodities ~ Tools ~ Topics ~

Information Tools /| Summary of Business /| Cause of Loss

Cause of Loss Historical Data Files Summary of Business

Summarized participation information broken down by the causes of loss. Each link contains a ZIP file with compressed Cause of Loss
data containing pipe (|) delimited flat-files that can be imported into any standard spreadsheet and/or database for further _ _
analysis. Record description file located in each subfolder. Puerto Rico Summary of Business

Feedback? Send a message to RMA — Summary Of Business Feedback. ) ) .
9 ) State/County/Crop Summary of Business

summary of Busi S wit%th of Loss Livestock and Dairy Participation
= Record layout (Al ) PDF | Word 2019 Prevented Planting Supplemental
« Zipfiles: 2023|2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010 | 2009 | Payments
2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 | 2003 | 2002 | 2001 | 2000 | 1999 | 1998 | 1997 | 1996 | 1995 | 1994 | 1993 |
1992 | 1991 | 1990 | 1989 .- ma

Stage Code Listing

« Stage Code Listing 1989 - Forward (PDF)
« Stage Code Listing 1989 - Forward (Excel)

rma.usda.gov
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Preparing Data for Exce

Share View Compressed Falder Tools

& cut = x @ I New it
w-| Copy path « ﬂ Easy a
Paste Move Copy Delete Rename Mew

d Paste shortcut to~ to~ - folder
1board Organize Mew
« Desktop » 2023 - NASS Data Users Example v Q)
, " Marne tatus Date rr
ol i colsom_2022 © 9/18/2
.
g

Mame

i colso

Status

1 e | s |

Open

Open in new wi

Extract All...
Pin to Start

Da

2023 - NASS Data Users Example * colsom_2022 W
I~ Mame Status
= colsom_2022 (&

rma.usda.gov
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Loading Data into Excel

Bookl - Excel
File Home Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help Acrobat Power Pivot
e G [ A& E=EH o B
(A Copy ~
Paste = = = = = =
I U - - Mo A . = —= = | €= Az - ~ O
v <% Format Painter - - - - — = = Merge&Center $ % 9
Clipboard 7] Font [P Alignment ] Mumber
Al w2 Jx
A B e D E F G H | j| K L
1 |
L
2 ) . . .
- = File Hol Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help Acrobat Power Pivot
4- ﬁ |:B~ D @ D [‘5: ’7 EQueries&Connections A H ? '|_'
I @ LE Le o L |3 LA W o
- Get From  From From Table/ Recent Existing Refresh Zl Sort Filter
5_ Data ~ Text/C5V Web Range Sources Connections All~ D i EAd\ranced
7 | Get & Transform Data Queries & Connections Sort & Filter
Al & Fe
A B T D E F G H J K L
1 ]
2 =
3 =
4 =
5 =
6 =
? =

rma.usda.gov
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Loading Data into Excel

OneDrive - USDA » Desktop » 2023 - NASS Data Users Example » colsom_2022

slder
2 Name Status Date modified -~
B colsom_2022 @ 9/11/2023 8:19 AM colsom_2022.txt
File Origin Delimiter Data Type Detection
1252: Western European (Windows) ~ --Custom-- - Based on first 200 rows - I:“:‘:
|

Columnl Column2 Column3 Columnd Column3 Columné Column? Columng Column9 Column10 Columnll C
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3| RPHPE A UH
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3| RPHPE A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3| RPHPE A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3| RPHPE A UH
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 35 | STAX-RP A FL
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 41 Comn 2 RP A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 41 Comn 2 RP A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 41 Comn 2 RP A H
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 9999  All Other Crops 80 | APH A H
2022 1AL 1 Autauga 95999  All Other Crops 13 Rl A FL
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 9959 | All Other Crops 13 Rl A FL
2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 9999  All Other Crops 13 m A FL
e 1A 3 | Baidein 20 | Pecans a1} PRV A . File Home Insert Page Layout Formulas ~ Data  Review  View
2022 1 AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A H
2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A H Y ’7 |EQUE”5&COI’I”ECtIOnS
2022 1 AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 A UH E% [E [?@ @ [é_) [[BL] [Kb_:’
2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 21 Cotton 2 H W L . Propertles
. T e Py p— s § From  From From Table/ Recent Existing Refresh

< > Jata v Text/CSV Web Range Sources Connections All ~
Transform Data Cancel Get & Transform Data Queries & Connections
ExternalD... ~ fe
A B C D E F G H

External[l!ata_l: Getting Data ...
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We have our data but missing column headers

“ile Home Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help Acrobat Power Pivot Table Design Query
ble Mame: Summarizewith PivotTable F‘? @ . Properties Header Row  [] First Column Filter Button === —l-1—--1—-R-=-==- - E=1=l=]=]=] [=1=1=1-1-NE
= % R, e o vt e M e | |EEEEE TS T T - mzZZzZt
i Total R Last Column | [z -|lZ==--- - ---- -~~~ -~ - ~ "~~~ - """ - -—-—-—-—- >

o 222 YRR imsert | Export Refresh & BRI RS P EEEEE EEEEE SSESS SSSSs S==== SEEEs
1 Resize Table ('_%Comrert to Range Slicer ~ ~ S Unlink Banded Rows [ | Banded Columns

Properties Tools External Table Data Table Style Options Table Styles
1 F

Columni ﬂ Column2 ﬂ Column3 ﬂ Colummﬂ Column5 ﬂ Columné n Column7
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H 1 Decline in Price
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A UH 1 Decline in Price
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A H 1 Decline in Price
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A H 11 Drought
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A UH 11 Drought
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H 31 Excess Moisture/Precipitation/Rain
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 35 STAX-RP A FL 55 ARPI/SCO/ECO/STAX/MP/HIP-WI/PACE Crops Only
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A H 11 Drought
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A H 11 Drought

2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A H 12 Heat

rma.usda.gov
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We have our data but missing column headers

Policy & Procedure ~ Topics ~ ‘

RMALocal ~ ‘ Commodities ~ ‘ Tools ~

Information Tools /| Summary of Business / Cause of Loss

Cause of Loss Historical Data Files

Summarized participation information broken down by the causes of loss. Each link contains a ZIP file with compressed
data containing pipe (|) delimited flat-files that can be imported into any standard spreadsheet and/or database for further
analysis. Record description file located in each subfolder.

Feedback? Send a message to RMA — Summary iness Feedback.

Summary of Business wit th of Loss

« Record layout (All Years) PDF | Wo

« Zipfiles: 2023|2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2017 | 2016 | 2015 | 2014 | 2013 | 2012 | 2011 | 2010 2009 |
2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 | 2003 | 2002 | 2001 | 2000 | 1999 | 1998 | 1997 | 1996 | 1995 | 1994 | 1993 |
1992 1 19911 1990 | 1989

Stage Code Listing

« Stage Code Listing 1989 - Forward (PDF)
« Stage Code Listing 1989 - Forward (Excel)

The following table contains the elements included in the
via the RMA Public Web Site. The files are created ina p

The Format column specifies the maximum length and dat
only be numeric, while a format of X can be alpha-numeri
left of the decimal specified to the left of the V, while the
be 00000000.00). An S as the first acter in the specific
negatives when applicable.

Element Name Format
1 | Commodity Year [dentifier 9(04)
2 | State Code 9(02)
3 | State Abbreviation X(02)
4 | County Code 9(03)
5 | County Name X(30)
6 | Commodity Code 9(04)
7 | Commodity Name X(30)
8 | Insurance Plan Code 9(02)
9 | Insurance Plan Name Abbreviation | X(03)
10 | Coverage Category XD
11 | Stage Code X(02)
12 | Cause of Loss Code 9(02)
13 | Cause of Loss Description X(35)

File Home Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help Acrobat Power Pivot Table Design Query
& Cut Calibri ab, Wrap Text General - ﬁ @
C >
Paste (& Copy I U -~ | $ - 0f 9 | G0 .0 Conditional Format
~ <% Format Painter - < ) 2 Farmatting > Table ~
Clipboard [ Font [ Alignment ] MNumber [

Al

1 ﬂ Insuran(.eﬂ Insurance ﬂ
2 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP

3 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE
4 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE

5 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE

6 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE

T 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP

8 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 35 STAX-RP
9 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP

10 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP

11 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP

12 2022 1 AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 90 APH

an Anan Y 4 M AAAA AT Atk e an ne

rma.usda.gov
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A Few Quick Examples

2022 Prevented Planting Claims in AL 2022 — Texas Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

State A ati Y C ityName .

Alabama - 2022 - Prevent Planting Indemnity Map

Sum of Indemnity Amount

Indemnity
Texas - 2022 - Cotton Indemnity by COL by Month

$241,862
900000000
Cause of Loss Description -
800000000 == All Other Causes
e ARPI/SCO/ECO/STAX/MP/HIP-WI/PACE Crops Only
$6,146 700000000 Cold Wet Weather
Cold Winter
600000000 @ Decline in Price
e DroUgHt
500000000 [ xce ss Moisture/Pre cipitation/Rain
o e [ailure of Irrigation Equipment
5 2400000000 e Failure of Irrigation Supply
E @ Flood
300000000 e Freeze
= Frost
200000000 il
Heat
100000000 \ Hot Wind
Other (Snow, Lightning, Etc.)
-—%a\ — ; Wildife
0
Powered by Bing JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Jur AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC Wind/Excess Wind
© GeoNames, Microsoft, TomTom
-1E+08

Month of Loss Name ~

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL

Begin by highlighting our table for
contenty- insert pivot table from range

Autosave GED 5 ¢ 2022 - Cause of Loss - Excel Examples » Saved v P Search
File Home Insert Page Layout Formulas Data Review View Help Acrobat Power Pivot Table Design Query
b s = - ~
g 7 = O oo, Beansn T h? @-E0@ g
' @ 3 o K- - B O a héw workKshee
PivotTable Recormmended ictures Shapes |cons ] (JM Add-ins ~ Recommended a . Maps PivotChart
= PivotTables - - @ Screenshot ~ oMy Charts Q - L - . .
E From Table/Range Ilustrations Add-ins Charts =)
[’E| From External Data Source I Commodity Year Identifier D ~+Tahle fromm Fahle P —— 7
C D E F G H | J

dfl From Power BI b AbtEd county CB3 County Name B2 commodiBd commodity Name B insuranceld insurance Bl coverage (] Select a tabl
5 suss AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A ele atable arran g e
3 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A
4 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A Table/Range: |‘colsom_202215A:5AD *+
5 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A
e 2022 LAL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RPHPE . A Choose where you want the PivotTable to be placed
7 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A
8 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 35 STAX-RP A
= 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A @ HEW Waorksheet
10 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A O Existing Worksheet
11 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Corn 2 RP A
12 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 90 APH A Location: i
13 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13 RI A =
14 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13 RI A i
15 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13RI A Choose whether you want to analyze multiple tables
16 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A i
17 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 21 PRV A |:| Add this data to the Data Model
18 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A
19 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A
20 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 21 Cotton 2RP A DK Ca n CEI
21 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 21 Cotton 2 RP A

Risk
Management
Agency
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2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL

Create pivot table criteria - add in state, Fields should look like this
and stage to filters, county in rows,

PivotTable Fields R

Choose fields to add to report:

Search o

P '?:TE' ole _ [1 Policies Earning Premium [=]

[1 Policies Indemnified
[1 Met Planted Cruantity

Click in this area to work with the [ Net Endorsed Acres
. [] Liability
PivotTable report

[] Total Premium
[1 Producer Paid Premium
[ Subsidy
[] State/Private Subsidy
[ Additional Subsidy

[] EFA Premium Discount
f— [] Met Determined Quantity
Ed Indemnity Amount

[

Drrag fields between areas below:

T Filters clumns
State Abbreviation -
Stage Code -

LRI

= Rows ées [
County Name - Yim of Indemnity Am... ~

Risk
Management
Agency
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2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL

To isolate Prevent Plant Claims - we need to Prevent Plant Stages (P2 &

know the appropriate stage codes PF in this case)
State Abbreviation AL ; History of Stage Codes 1989 Forward
stage Code lam i

Search
Row Labels
LA AN A
All Other Cour = = Code Stage Code Description
Autauga 1 NR Not Replanted X
Baldwin 2 P Uninsured Loss X X
Barbour 13 P1 Prevented Planting Option 1
Bibb -4 revented Planting Option 2 (Unplanted
Blount mrife cres-98) XX
Bullock ~1DQ P Prevented Planting Option 3
Butler FL hd P4 Prevented Planting Option 4
Calhoun Select Multiple ltems PB By passed due to uninsured cause ofloss  |X  [X
Chambers PC Plant Cane - Replaced for Current Year XX
Cherokee B Plant Cane - Not Replaced for Current or
Chiltan PD Subsequent Year, Destroyed xR
evented Planting - Unplanted Acreage .
kh 5% buyup option X |x Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL

You now have a list of What if we want a quick map? Copy and paste

B?aunr’:tiiﬁcs:lgvni\t#i tlii’ggve“t our data to new ceIIs and[ormat as below.

Row Ls_lhels T | Sum of Indemnity Amount is-t-at-e-- Cc?u-n-t;-- -I;a;r:mit-,r :
Baldwin 241862 IAlabama Baldwin $ 241,862 |
Cherokee 84052 |Alabama Cherokee $ 84,052 |
Colbert 200514 iAlabama Colbert S 2":"‘1514=
Franklin 10781 iAIabama Franklin g 11'},?81!
Jackson 114613 IAlabama Jackson $ 114,613 |
Lauderdale 20343 |Alabama Lauderdale $ 50,343 |
Lawr_ence 6146 iAlabama Lawrence S 5:145=
r:ladlﬁﬂn 5?1 EAIabama Madison g 55,5?1!
erry i |Alabama Perry ______S__ 24325 |
Grand Total 809807

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Prevented Planting Claims in AL

Highlight the data table and i . .
cligk n%aps Excel will generate a quick map to view

Help  Acrobat  Power Pivot Alabama - 2022 - Prevent Planting Indemnity Map
| 3 |:|]Q di~ [H- M~ @ ﬁ [[{ﬂ@ . ' Indemnity
i Recommended i?‘f . [I]]] ) E&: . Maps |PivotChart 3D $241,862
Charts ’CD v I'_V - = Map ~ I

Add-ins Charts Filled Ma'
H |

. $6,146
@ More Map Charts
State County Indemnity
Alabama Baldwin 5 241,862
Alabama Cherokee 5 84,052
Alabama Colbert 5 200,514
Alabama Franklin 5 10,781
Alabama Jackson 5 114,613
Alabama Lauderdale 5 50,343
Alabama Lawrence 5 6,146
Alabama Madison 5 Risk
) P d by Bi
\|labama pErr‘f $ @GPDNEI‘HESJM\[I’OD“ZS‘;[C,TD:'IT(;E Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Texas Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

Example 2 - Create Cause of Loss Chart

State Abbraviation ¥ CommodityName .Y

Sum of Indemnity Amount

900000000

800000000

700000000

600000000

500000000

400000000

Axis Title

300000000
200000000
100000000

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

-1E+08

Month of Loss Neme  ~

Texas - 2022 - Cotton Indemnity by COL by Month

JUN Jue AUG SEP ocT

Cause of Loss Description -
@ (| Cther Causes
e ARPI/SCO/ECO/STAX/MP/HIP-WI/PACE Crops Only
Cold Wet Weather
Cold Winter
== Declin in Price
e D10UgHt

e Cxcess Voisture/Precipitation/Rain

wmmn Cilure of IiTigation Equipment
e Cilure of Irrigation Supply
e tlood
— e 72
—rost
e il
Heat
Hot Wind
Other (Snow, Lightning, Etc.)
Wildlife

Wind/Excess Wind

Begin by highlighting our table for
content - insert pivot chart and pivot

table

File Home H Page Layout Formulas Data Review  View  Help Acrobat Power Pivet  Table Design Query
=] I SmartArt " ~ L U:I? di- B G- g{ H- [[[ﬂ
i B EI FO t‘g@swudas I v b~ e Q Ly 3 E I
YivotTable Recommended Pictures Shapes Icons Y My Add-ins ~ Recommended . Maps [PivotChart: 30 Line Co
> PivotTables > - f} Screenshot | O MY Charts & ¥ L > - > Map ~

Tables lllustrations Add-ins Charts ﬁ PivotChart
Al w2 Je || Commodity Year Identifier Iy PivotChart & PivotTabl
Fl A B C D E F G H | J K
| County Name B commodi
| 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H
§ 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A UH
b 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A H
i 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A H
i 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 3 RPHPE A UH
|’ 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 2 RP A H
} 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 21 Cotton 35 STAX-RP A FL
i 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Carn 2 RP A H
) 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Carn 2RP A H
1 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 41 Carn 2 RP A H
2 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 90 APH A H
3 2022 1AL 1/ Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13 RI A FL
4 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13RI A FL
5 2022 1AL 1 Autauga 9999 All Other Crops 13 RI A FL
6 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A H
7 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A H
8 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A H
9 2022 1AL 3 Baldwin 20 Pecans 41 PRV A UH

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Texas Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

Add to a new worksheet

Select a table or range
Table/Range: |'colsom_2022'154:5A0
Choose where you want the PivotTable to be placed

@ Mew Waorksheet
() Existing Worksheet

Location:

Choose whether you want to analyze multiple tables

|:| Add this data to the Data Model

Ok

Cancel

X

|»

|*

Arrange your
fields - should
look like this

PivotTable Fields v X

Choose fields to add to report:

Search o

Set your filters

State Abbreviation T® .
Cotton -

[[] Commeodity Year Identifier -
[] State Code

4 State Abbreviation v
[] County Code

[] County MName

[[] Commeodity Code

B Commodity Name v
] Insurance Plan Code

[] Insurance Plan Mame Abbreviation

Commodity Name

[] Coverage Category

[] Stage Code

[[] Cause of Loss Code

B Cause of Loss Description

Drag fields between areas belg

T Filters
State Abbreviation

Commedity Name h

= Rows Values

=]
Columns
Cause of Loss Descript...

Month of Loss Mame Sum of Indemnity Am..

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Texas

Excel Chart

State Abbreviation .Y Commodity Name .Y

Sum of Indemnity Amount
900000000
800000000
700000000
600000000
500000000
400000000
300000000
200000000
100000000

0 | . i i L

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

-1E+08

Month of Loss Name ~

Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

Cause of Loss Description -

B All Other Causes

B ARPI/SCO/ECO/STAX/MP/HIP-WI/PACE
Crops Only
Cold Wet Weather

Cold Winter

M Decline in Price

You can change the design easily to
make it easier to read and analyze.

Acrobat Power Pivot

o

PivotChart Analyze Design Format

o A

Switch Row/ Select | Change | Move
Column  Data | ChartType | Chart

Data Type Location

‘ops On|

450996
1588

27

fad

¥ JUN

Change Chart Type

All Charts

5

Recent
Templates
Column
Line

Pie

Bar
Area

XY (Scatter)
Map

Stock

Surface

Radar
Treemap
Sunburst
Histogram

Box 8 Whisker
Waterfall

Funnel

FdMEFORBRWERRIMeEFEFDO

Combo

@E@@@

Line with Markers

I J—

Iy

Cancel

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Texas Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

Updated Excel Chart

State Abbreviation .Y CommodityName ¥

Sum of Indemnity Amount

900000000

800000000

700000000

600000000

500000000

400000000

Axis Title

300000000

200000000

100000000

-1E+08

Month of Loss Name ~

JAN

Texas - 2022 - Cotton Indemnity by COL by Month

MAY

Cause of Loss Description v
mem || Other Causes
—=a=A\RPI/SCO/ECO/STAX/MPHIP-WI/PACE Crops Only
o= Cold Wet Weather
Cold Winter
=o==Decline in Price
=g Drought
e Fxcess Moisture/Precipitation/Rain
emems F3ilure of Irrigation Equipment
o= Failure of Irrigation Supply
=t="lood
=== freeze
o= Frost
== Hail
Heat
Hot Wind
Other (Snow, Lightning, Etc.)
o= Vildlife
o= \ind/Excess Wind

Notice the Causes of
Loss - Drought / Heat

Cause of Loss Description -
w—gem Al| Other Causes

g ARP1/SCO/ECO/STAX/MP/HIP-WI/PACE Crops Only
Cold Wet Weather
Cold Winter

— - ert re,/Precipitation /Rain

g== Failure of Irrigation Suppl

g Flood

=g Freeze

=g Frost

Heat
Hot Wind

ow, Lightning, Etc.)

o= Wildlife

Wind/Excess Wind

Risk
Management
Agency

rma.usda.gov
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2022 - Texas Cotton - Cause of Loss by Month

Updated Excel Chart after filtering - Drought / Heat Related Losses

Texas - 2022 - Cotton Indemnity by COL by Month

900000000
]

800000000
700000000

600000000

500000000 e=o==Drought

==o==Failure of Irrigation Supply

Axis Title

400000000 o==Heat

Hot Wind
300000000

200000000
100000000 / ° .\

0

N ) Risk

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP oCT NOV DEC
Management

Agency

rma.usda.gov




Thank you!

If you have questions, please post them in the chat, or wait
until the Q&A session that will follow the conclusion of all
presentations.

rma.usda.gov
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Agenda

Introduction to PRISM

PRISM Data Explorer

Downloading Data

PRISM Data Updates

 Daily data updates
« Monthly data updates

rma.usda.gov
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Introduction

James (Jim) Hipple, PhD

* Physical Scientist with the Office of the
Deputy Administrator for Compliance,
Business Analytics Division

« 19 years at RMA
 Avid traveler & roller-coaster offiniato

« Favorite season is anything but winter (said as
a Minnesota resident)

rma.usda.gov
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What is PRISM?

There are many locations in the US for which no weather observations exist. To create a continuous

weather or climate map across the country, station observations are fed into a sophisticated computer
model called PRISM (Parameter-elevation Regressions on Independent Slopes Model).

PRISM estimates weather and climate variables, such as temperature and precipitation, for a grid of
millions of pixels, each measuring about 0.5 mile across over the entire conterminous US, every day.

30-yr Normal Precipitation: August
Period: 1991-2020

Weather maps show what occurs
from day to day.

Climate maps show long-term

averages of weather over a period of
10-30 years

PRISM is used to produce both kinds
of maps.

-2 [l -
25-32 [ &- 12
32-4 [ 12-16

5 [ te-20

[

n
TS

rma.usda.gov




RMA and PRISM

RMA entered into a Cooperative Support Agreement with
Oregon State University and the PRISM Climate Group in 2012

Purpose:
« support the production of daily weather and climate data sets

* develop tools to support the adjustment of weather-related
causes of loss (PRISM/RMA Weather & Climate Portal)

* develop tools to aid in monitoring of weather & climate
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PRISV | PRISM Data Available to Public

Northwest Alliance for Computational Science and Engineering

w Normals — Comparisons ~ This Month ~ Prior 6 Months ~ Recent Years ~ Historical Past ~ Projects ~ Explorer  FAQ

https://prism.oregonstate.edu/

Website Update: Daily Map Graphics Generator

Our new web-based D Map Graphics Generator has been released. This tool allows users to
generate up to a month's worth of daily map graphics at a time, on-the-fly, for any PRISM climate
variable from 1081 to present. The graphics are always generated from the most up-to-date

PRISM datasets. The tool aiso provides the option of including an animation (MP4 format) of the
generated map graphics

The PRISM Climate Group gathers cimate observations from a wide range of monitoring networks, applies sophisticated quality control measures, and
develops spatial climate datasets to reveal short- and long-term climate patterns. The resulting datasets incorporate a variety of modeling techniques and

[ ]
are available at multiple spatialitemporal resolutions. covering the period from 1895 to the present. Whenever possible. we offer these datasets to the public.
eitner free of charge or for a fee (depending on dataset size/complexity and funding available for the activity) S 0 0 p e ra I Ve u p p 0 r
Calendar of PRISM dataset updates
1 A t with O Stat
e . o 4 S o : ° ° °
Journal articles describing how we developed our daily precipitation grids and solar radiation normals are now available! U n Ive rS I ty P R I M I m a te ro u

High-Resolution Data Available
The native grid resolution of the PRISM datasets is 800m. but they have been fitered to 4km

[ ] o
resolution for easier downioading and manipulation on this website. The 800m versions of all
PRISM datasets, which contain 25x more information, are available to users for a fee. Details on
availability, pricing, and ordering are found here

[ J
30-Year Normals: At the end of each decade, average values for temperature and precipitation are computed over the preceding 30 years. The current set of
30-year normals covers the period 1891-2020

Methods used by the PRISM model
Descriptions of the PRISM datasets
How we developed the PRISM mode!
Publications about PRISM

Help im
Daily map graphics gene

This Month: Although still very preliminary, results based on daily data readings are available for the month-in-progress

Prior 6 Months: Provisional results based on both monthly and daily data are available for the 8 most recently completed months.

Recent Years: Daily and monthly observations become stabilized after § months. At that point the time seres datasets are posted in this section, along with
annual values computed at the end of each year.

Historical Past: Values prior to 1921 are based on less extensive observations. Time series datasets computed using monthly modeling are available for the
years 1895-1000.

Projects: Map images and data prepared for outside agencies but now released for public use. Includes USDA Plant Hardiness Zone Maps, climate data for
areas outside the continental U.S., and map images for individual states

Data Explorer: analyze and download time-series data for a single location

FAQ: Answers to frequently asked questions

W This website is supported by the USDA Risk Management Agency

rma.usda.gov

3 Northwest Alliance for Compx



https://prism.oregonstate.edu/

for the Conterminous United States

Abbreviation Status Description

Ppt Primary Daily [monthly] total precipitation (rain+melted snow)

Tmax Primary Daily maximum temperature [averaged over all days in the month]|

Tmin Primary Daily minimum temperature [averaged over all days in the month]

Tmean Derived Daily mean temperature, calculated as (tmax+tmin)/2

Tdmean Primary Daily mean dew point temperature [averaged over all days in the month]|
Vpdmin Primary Daily minimum vapor pressure deficit [averaged over all days in the month]|
Vpdmax Primary Daily maximum vapor pressure deficit [averaged over all days in the month]
Soltotal Primary Total daily global shortwave solar radiation received on a horizontal surface

(normals only)

[averaged over all days in the month]

Solslope Ancillary Total daily global shortwave solar radiation received on a sloped surface
(normals only) |[averaged over all days in the month]|

Solclear Ancillary Total daily global shortwave solar radiation received on a horizontal surface
(normals only) |under clear sky conditions [averaged over all days in the month]

Soltrans Ancillary Atmospheric transmittance (cloudiness) [monthly average daily

(normals only)

soltotal/monthly average daily solclear]

https://prism.oregonstate.edu/documents/PRISM_datasets.pdf

USDA
_ United States Department of Agriculture

Descriptions of PRISM Spatial Climate Datasets

rma.usda.gov



What is PRISM?

gathers climate observations from a wide range of
monitoring networks

applies sophisticated quality control measures, and
develops spatial climate datasets to reveal short- and long-
term climate patterns

resulting datasets incorporate a variety of modeling

techniques and are available at multiple spatial/temporal
resolutions
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CLIMATE GROUP

Northwest Alliance for Computational Science and Engineering

Home—Nommals — Comparisons — This Month— Prior 6 Months — Recent Years — Historical Past — ProjectstAQ

What's new at PRISM

Time Series Values for Individual Locations

This section provides an interactive tool for analyzing time-series data for a single location. For larger areas, use one of the other tabs to
retrieve the gridded data, or use one of our bulk download mechanisms.

The grid cells analyzed are the standard PRISM 4km, except the 30-year normals which are also available at 800m resolution. Choose a location
by navigating the map or specify lat/lon coordinates to zoom to that location. The highlighted box denotes the enclosing PRISM grid cell. Adjust the
settings as desired, then press the Retrieve button to display the time series and make the data available for download.

Note: Rather than calculating days based on the 24-hour period ending at midnight local time, PRISM defines a "day" as the 24 hours ending at
12:00 Greenwich Mean Time (GMT, or 7:00am Eastern Standard Time). This means that PRISM data for May 26, for example, actually refers to the
24 hours ending at 7:00am EST on May 26.

When the Interpolate option has been selected, the user may click on any location (not necessarily aligned with PRISM grid cells) and the values
from surrounding grid cell centers will be factored in using inverse-distance squared weighting.

Data stability indicates how likely the data is to change in the future. Results that include dates older than 6 months are considered stable
because they are unlikely to change until a major new release of PRISM. If they include dates that are 1-6 months old they are considered
provisional, since they are likely to change as our reporting networks finalize their information. If any dates fall within the current month, users are
cautioned to freat them as early results; this data is certain to change as new reporting stations are added and quality control measures are
applied. The calculations use as many as possible of the station networks and data sources ingested by the PRISM Climate Group, not just those
that have existed for long periods of time. See PRISM datasets for more information; the data available from this page are from the latest versions
of "Norm" (hormals), and "AN" (daily and monthly). For information on when the grids were most recently updated, see calendar of PRISM data
updates.

Note: Solar radiation and cloud transmittance data are currently available as monthly normals only.

Download data from multiple locations Hide text

PRISM Data Explorer

https://prism.oregonstate.edu/explorer/

rma.usda.gov
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Location
@ State & County: | Minnesota v| [Ramsey v
(O Coordinates: Latitude: 44.9329 Longitude: -93.1820 Elevation: 892ft (272m)
Data Settings 7 z
9 Click to select. Click & drag to pan. Use mouse wheel to zoom.
Precipitation [ Mean dewpoint temp T : 1
OJ Minimum temp ud transmittanc il '~ A4
() Mean temp Solar ra z sf i~ 11
UL
Maximum temp r rad (sloped sf : L1 Ry - .
O Minimum VPD Solar rad (clear sky) —  EEERNEET: T
) Maximum VPD T | TG
£ adadn bl ' e %
O 30-year normals, 1991-2020 @ N ) =~
(monthly and annual) L) a B + . = o
¥ | . % 1 Vidbals Hejght Tewnship
Resolution: Ycoibik = == 1
O Annual values :j;*’vfﬁ s B
start 2017 v| end 2017 v _,_I‘ : 1 "
O Single month values January v ’ g N
[ f (,f,“
start 2017 v| end 2017 v _i L=t ! Hc e A i ]
¢F =
O Monthly values _UL‘ ST 1 - |
start January v | 2017 v _ | . . e i
= L —— ] O Ly \.F' B T4
end January v| 2017 v TRE LS e = 1 - - t
® Daily values ] T [ ‘
start[01 v| [October  v| [2022 v| L1 B : T Shinl Paul SR | b PRI
-4 ' 1
end|28 v | | September v | [2023 v | - : —
- ‘.'._}
Data Stability: early (certain to change) ] ,{1 y Wiodd Bufy
(based on selected end date) _#_i‘ ‘];L b 4 ki A m
- 1 | y
i i i "1 ;: : 3 A
Units: @ English O SI (metric) — Sauei Shide
: ' 23
[ Interpolate grid cell values (see text) G T '!’ _ “‘ Lt | ir N 'I
Ehtig TS espasd :
] [ . -~ cI 41 = l }' 1 et 4

P

rma.usda.gov
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Latitude: 44 9329 Longitude: -93.1820 Elevation: 892t (272m) 4km PRISM cells / not interpolated
English units / Daily values

Precipitation, Min temp, Max temp
01 October 2022 - 28 April 2023 (the PRISM day spans 24 hours ending at 1200 UTC on the day shown) Data stability: provisional

—

.gg
£ £ 05

0 - I - -I I- .ppt:ﬂ_ﬂﬂ} - _III- II- I -I I
N W e\ 14.4 %’W\_
Ew 0
Q
= ® tmin: -12.9 F\

=50
2 lan 9 Jan 16 Jan 23 ]an EDJ' Feb 32 2023 pb 13 Feb 20 Feb 27 Feb & Mar 13 Mar
Mo b, _voome .a0s o sanadiing
L1 k

4
Blue area on timeline shows which portion is plotted above; use sliders to adjust what's displayed

rma.usda.gov
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https://ftp.prism.oregonstate.edu

Downloading Data

https://prism.oregonstate.edu/downloads/

o W b

—— S ' Please note that
these datasets

Northwest Alliance for Computational Science and Engineering

Iz Normals — Comparisons — This Month — Prior 6 Months — Recent Years — Historical Past —Projects —Explorer—FAQ a re n Ot St a t I C

Methods of Downloading PRISM data entities , but are

In addition to the direct data dowloads provided on this website, data can be downloaded via File Transfer Protocol (FTP) or Web Services.

e
» FTP Access: View FTP Documentation (PDF format) I n a CO n Sta nt
* Web Services Access: View Web Services Documentation (PDF format) Sta te Of C h a n ge

Questions to prism-questions@nacse.org
This website is supported by the USDA Risk Management Agency

E—— ] © 2023, Northwest Alliance for Computational Science & Engineering (NACSE), based at Oregon State University

PRISM datasets are provided in BIL format (raster data with floating-point numbers) and ASCIl GRID format (30-yr normals only) rma.usda.gov
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Calendar of PRISM Data Updates

PRISM Daily Data

modeled multiple times after a day has ended to accommodate data reporting and quality
control schedules from various station networks

* Model Run #1
« day ending at 12 GMT is made about 24 hours later

« Model Run #2

* made after five days have elapsed

e Runs #3-#7/

« additional runs after approximately one, two, three, four, and five months

e Run #8 (6 months out)

« eighth model run is therefore considered “final,” until the time series dataset undergoes a major revision
« after six months, most stations have reported data and undergone quality control checks

rma.usda.gov
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Daily Data Processing
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D-1 Processing

Radar Data
eFetch from online
*Prep for PRISM

0305

PRISM Core Analysis
ePpt, Tmax, Tmin,
Tdmean

Qc
eRadar
eSpatial (Assay)

0317

0318

PRISM VPD
Analysis

VPD First Guess
eDerived from PRISM
eTmax, Tmin, Tdmean

PRISM Ppt (Radar)
eStage2
eStaged

Post-Processing
eDerived Elements
eIntegrity checks

0335
0337

Graphics

Ppt Besting
*CAl
eStage2
eStaged

RMA
Portal
Updated

D=5'Processing

Repeat Process
Same as D-1

ll 0350

Public Portal Operations

*800m > 4km

ePackaging for download
I

Daily
Processing

Complete
rma.usda.gov
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https://prism.oregonstate.edu/calendar/grid.php
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What's new at PRISM
Updates to PRISM Daily Data since February 2023

Updates to daily data are also available in list format. Monthly datasets are updated on a different schedule; see monthly updates

The listing shows when the data for each day was last modeled. Links are provided to the grid for each variable modeled. In parenthesis to the right of the date
is the update count, which indicates how many updates have been made to each grid. Each daily grid is updated seven times before the eighth and final
update is made (not shown on the calendar). Yellow highlighting indicates any days that were updated within the last 24 hours. Data avallable from this page is
type "AN" (daily). See PRISM datasets for more information
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What's new at PRISM
Updates to PRISM Daily Data since February 2023

Updates to dally data are also available in list format. Monthly datasets are updated on a different schedule: see monthly updates

The listing shows when the data for each day was last modeled. Links are provided to the grid for each variable modeled. In parenthesis to the right of the date
is the update count, which indicates how many updates have been made to each grid. Each daily grid is updated seven times before the eighth and final
update is made (not shown on the calendar). Yellow highlighting indicates any days that were updated within the last 24 hours. Data available from this page is
type "AN" (daily). See PRISM datasets for more information
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What's new at PRISM

Updates to PRISM Daily Data since February 2023

Updates to daily data are also available in list format. Monthly datasets are updated on a different schedule; see monthly updates.

The listing shows when the data for each day was last modeled. Links are provided to the grid for each variable modeled. In parenthesis to the right of the date
is the update count, which indicates how many updates have been made to each grid. Each daily grid is updated seven times before the eighth and final
update is made (not shown on the calendar). Yellow highlighting indicates any days that were updated within the last 24 hours. Data available from this page is
type "AN" (daily). See PRISM datasets for more information.
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Calendar of PRISM Data Updates

PRISM Monthly Data

modeled multiple times after a day has ended to accommodate data reporting and
quality control schedules from various station networks

* Model Run #1

 first model run for a particular month is made on the first day of the following month

 Model Run #2-7

* involve visual inspections of the maps and data quality assessment by a trained analyst, are
completed by about the 15th of each month, out to six months

e Run #8 (6 months out)

 after six months, most stations have reported data and undergone quality control checks

« eighth model run is therefore considered “final,” until the time series dataset undergoes a
major revision

rma.usda.gov
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Monthly Firstlook

* Previous month analysis occurs on the first day of a new month
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*Packaging for download
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rma.usda.gov
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Monthly Update Processing
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What's new at PRISM

Updates to PRISM Monthly Data since February 2023

Daily datasets are updated on a different schedule; choose tabular view or list format.

The listing shows when the data for each day was last modeled. Links are provided to the grid for each variable modeled. In parenthesis to the right of the date
is the update count, which indicates how many updates have been made to each grid. Each monthly grid is updated six times before the seventh and final
update is made (not shown on the calendar). Yellow highlighting indicates any days that were updated within the last 24 hours. Data available from this page is
type "AN" (monthly). See PRISM datasets for more information.

Questions to prism-questions@nacse.org
This website is supportad by the USDA Risk Management Agency

| © 2023, Northwest Alliance for Computational Science & Enginsenng (NACSE), basad at Cregon State University

Month PPT T™MIN TMAX TMEAN
Jul2023 20230802 (1) 2023-08-02 (1) 2023-08-02(1)  2023-08-02 (1)
Jun2023  2023-07-18(2) 2023-07-18(2) 2023-07-18(2) 2023-07-18 (2)
May 2023  2023-07-18(3) 2023-07-18 (3) 2023-07-18(3)  2023-07-18 (3)
Apr2023  2023-07-18(4) 2023-07-18(4) 2023-07-18(4)  2023-07-18 (4)
Mar2023  2023-07-18(5) 2023-07-18(5) 2023-07-18(5) 2023-07-18 (5)
Feb2023  2023-07-18(6) 2023-07-18(5) 2023-07-18(6)  2023-07-18 (6)

rma.usda.gov
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PRISM Data Availability outside of PRISM Download

PRISM data is often
downloaded and made available
in other platforms (e.g.):

* Google EarthEngine
- AWSSS3
 ESRI

R tools to pull PRISM

Make sure what ever source
you are using addresses the
PRISM release cycle

Home View all datasets

Earth Engine Data Catalog

Q, Search

Browsebytags  Landsat MODIS  Sentinel  APIDocs

Datasets tagged prism in Earth Engine Q-

Filter list of datasets

PRISM Daily Spatial Climate Dataset
AN81d

PRISM Monthly Spatial Climate Dataset

ANBTM

& English ~

PRISM Long-Term Average Climate
Dataset Norm%1m

The PRISM daily and manthly datasets are
gridded climate datasets for the conterminous
United States, produced by the PRISM Climate
Group at Oregon State University. Grids are
developed using PRISM (Parameter-elevation
Regressions on Independent Slopes Model).
PRISM interpolation routines simulate how
weather and climate vary

climate daily geophysical

The PRISM daily and monthly datasets are
gridded climate datasets for the conterminous
United States, produced by the PRISM Climate
Group at Oregon State University. Grids are
developed using PRISM (Parameter-elevation
Regressions on Independent Slopes Model).
PRISM interpolation routines simulate how
weather and climate vary ...

climate geophysical monthly

The PRISM daily and monthly datasets are
gridded climate datasets for the conterminous
United States, produced by the PRISM Climate
Group at Oregon State University. Grids are
developed using PRISM (Parameter-elevation
Regressions on Independent Slopes Model)
PRISM interpolation routines simulate how
weather and climate vary

climate geophysical oregonstate

: o

rma.usda.gov



Thank you!

If you have questions, please post them in the chat, or wait
until the Q&A session that will follow the conclusion of all
presentations.

rma.usda.gov
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