
RESPONDENT A 
it feels like a pre,y extreme overstepping of boundaries. Shippers are being asked for sensi:ve 
contract info (like pricing, bill of lading and customer info), it is SIGNIFICANTLY more :me 
consuming than the legacy system, adds no value to trade par:cipants nor marketplace, and is a 
privacy/security issue. Further-- the roll out, training, and recep:veness to user feedback has 
been really poor. 
 
RESPONDENT B 

1) Whether collec:on of contract-based informa:on will help improve the :meliness and 
reliability of the data in USDA's Export Sales Reports: RESPONSE: The huge burden of 
addi:onal informa:on for repor:ng Export sales will decrease :meliness and reliability 
simply due to the level of detail and :me need to create the report by exporters, the 
more you ask for the harder it is to become accurate :mely reports. Many :mes less is 
more, that applies here.  

2) the accuracy of the agency's es:mate of the burden of the collec:on of informa:on 
including validity of the methodology and assump:on used; RESPONSE the burden is 
shiXed from USDA to the exporter, keep the burden with the USDA.  

3) ways to enhance the quality, u:lity, and clarity of the informa:on collected; RESPONSE: 
Go back to the original ESRMS system.  

4) ways to minimize the burden of the collec:on of informa:on on those who are required 
to report, including through the use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other 
technological collec:on techniques or other forms of informa:on technology. 
RESPONSE: Find ways to incorporate AI. 

 
RESPONDENT C 
USDA should now establish separate categories for the value-added soybeans and soybean oils 
(e.g., high oleic and low-linolenic soybean oil, high oleic and high-linolenic soybean oil, high 
oleic soybean meal, etc.). 
 
RESPONDENT D 
the new system is more :me consuming and less user friendly, increasing the likelihood of more 
errors or oversights. the excel upload process might be helpful for larger companies but for a 
smaller en:ty the work to format and then the cost to upgrade systems to export the 
informa:on is not something we can handle. this process will cause issues with coverage during 
vaca:ons in regards to cross-training. It is a :me consuming difficult process that will become 
easier the more you use it, but for smaller companies if someone need leave or vaca:on there 
will need to be coverage and this will cause issues from a user standpoint. None of that talks 
about the almost intrusive amount of data required. The informa:on requested seems 
excessive when taking with the other places we submit informa:on, it seems this is informa:on 
already submi,ed with other en::es and redundant. We will need to pull from various places in 
our systems to submit so again this will add extra layers and :me. a 30 to 50% increase in 
workload or :me spent on this is a large change for what seems to be a very small increase in 
informa:on or value gained. 
 



RESPONDENT E 
1) whether collec:on of contract-based informa:on will help improve the :meliness and 

reliability of the data in USDA's Export Sales Reports;  
a. I don’t think collec:on of contract-based informa:on will improve :meliness and 

reliability. Contract based informa:on was already gathered on a quarterly basis 
to assist in reconcilia:on and to ul:mately have correct informa:on. By collec:ng 
weekly data with contract-based informa:on, I believe it opens it up for MORE 
errors in entry than previous simply due to the addi:onal volume of entries 
required. 

b. If container by container entry is required this will become a major burden.  
c. Will entries be required when NO shipment has taken place? Under the old 

system, we always entered 0s for when we didn’t ship anything. If that con:nues 
with 2.1, this will be an addi:onal burden simply to go through every contract to 
enter 0. I do not believe this improves the :meliness and reliability of 
informa:on. In fact, I think it will reduce the :meliness & reliability.  

2) the accuracy of the agency's es:mate of the burden of the collec:on of informa:on 
including validity of the methodology and assump:on used;  

a. So much of the burden of data collec:on is dependent on what’s required of 
entry:  

i. If its container by container, the burden will be very big. Addi:onally, I 
don’t think it gives the USDA any be,er informa:on.  

ii. If you are required to make entries for every contract; regardless if 
shipments were sent, it will be a much bigger burden than the old system.  

3) ways to enhance the quality, u:lity, and clarity of the informa:on collected;  
a. When the new system rolled out last fall, I know I struggled to get “reports” that 

confirmed my entries, etc. Reports and summaries to compare my informa:on 
with what I reported is important.  

 
RESPONDENT F 
The proposed system will not 1) improve the :meliness and reliability of the data in the USDA's 
Export Sales Reports, will not 2) provide accurate and valid informa:on because assump:ons of 
normal "grain" transac:ons to not apply to the market they are intending to survey, will not 3) 
enhance quality and clarity of the informa:on collected and in fact will create less transparency 
and reduce clarity, will not 4) minimize the burden of the collec:on informa:on on those who 
are required to report no ma,er what the methodology or technology is u:lized.  
 
Listen, if the ESRMS system worked then the current reported data would be 93% accurate and 
there'd be no need to try something new. This comes from the point of view that most industry 
operators agree upon that companies like SSGA member exporters comprise roughly 7% of all 
exported soybeans. Trying to improve 7% of this market, even if it was possible to do and it was 
PERFECT, will not give USDA reps outside the US the info they need when they are confronted 
prospec:ve buyers. If there is a posi:ve, its that the USDA is trying because they now see us. 
Rather than focus on us, they need to use their power, prowess, exis:ng network and 
experience and apply it to the en:re soybean market by adding points of defini:on to 100% of 



the market rather than 7%. the "93%" are expor:ng soybeans too and many of those soybeans 
are used for human food yet are defined as crush. THERE IS NO WAY THAT 7% OF US SOYBEANS 
ARE FEEDING THE WORLDS HUMAN POPULATION!!!!!!!!! The USDA has a defini:on problem 
because properly defining/classifying US soybeans will cost "the market" more money and 
there-in-lies the problem. Forcing the 7% to open their books and disclose their proprietary 
details will come dangerously close if not crossing the line of an:-trust. The defini:on of 
inventory as we use it in this market sector will cause so much confusion it will degrade the 
image of the USDA. I could go on and on with more and more examples. There is no quick fix, 
this problem USDA is facing requires an industry restructuring like we haven't seen for 100 
years. 2.1 is a HORRIBLE methodology as it is draXed right now today and ul:mately will 
accelerate the demise of the very market they are wan:ng to monitor resul:ng in a greatly 
diminished data stream. 


