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OVERSIGHT OF USDA’S USE OF CENSUS OF
AGRICULTURE AUTHORITY TO ACQUIRE
FARMERS’ PERSONAL FINANCIAL
INFORMATION

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 9, 2015

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON BIOTECHNOLOGY, HORTICULTURE, AND
RESEARCH,
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
Washington, D.C.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2:00 p.m., in Room
1302 of the Longworth House Office Building, Hon. Rodney Davis
[Chairman of the Subcommittee] presiding.

Members present: Representatives Davis, Thompson, Scott, Gib-
son, Yoho, Newhouse, DelBene, Kuster, Graham, and Peterson (ex
officio).

Staff present: Ashley Callen, Haley Graves, John Goldberg, Mary
Nowak, Mollie Wilken, Stephanie Addison, John Konya, Anne Sim-
mons, Keith Jones, Liz Friedlander, Matthew MacKenzie, Mike
Stranz, Nicole Scott, and Carly Reedholm.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. RODNEY DAVIS, A
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM ILLINOIS

The CHAIRMAN. This hearing of the Subcommittee on Bio-
technology, Horticulture, and Research, regarding oversight of
USDA'’s use of Census of Agriculture authority to acquire farmers’
personal financial information, will come to order.

I will tell you, this is my first time in this room, and the techno-
logical disadvantages we have here are interesting. We actually
have a toggle switch on the microphone. I haven’t seen one of those
here, so welcome to history.

I would now like to offer up a welcome to our witness, Mr. Reilly,
from the USDA. Thank you for being here.

I will go ahead and commence with my opening statement, and
then let the Ranking Member commence with her statement. I will
let the Members know that we are expecting votes during this
hearing. Hopefully, they will not last long and we can immediately
come back here and complete the hearing in a very timely manner.

So with that, I want to begin by saying thank you again, Mr.
Reilly. And today the Subcommittee will begin a public dialogue
with the USDA’s National Agricultural Statistics Service regarding
concerns raised by producers pertaining to a perceived abuse of dis-
cretion in conducting the Census of Agriculture.
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The Census of Agriculture is conducted every 5 years by NASS,
the most recent Census being taken in 2012. Data collected from
the Census of Agriculture is incredibly important as it provides the
only source of consistent, county-level statistics on agriculture oper-
ations throughout the United States. This data is used to prepare
estimates of farm income and production costs, calculate research
and extension formula allocations to land-grant universities—like
the one I serve, the University of Illinois—evaluate agricultural
programs and policies, to administer farm programs, and plan for
operations during disease or pest emergencies. The Farm Credit
Administration also uses the data to evaluate farmer loan pro-
grams. It is also intended to assist Congress in considering legisla-
tion, most notably the farm bill, and in overseeing farm programs.

Implementation of the 2014 Farm Bill is particularly data-driv-
en. It cannot be overstated how important it is that farmers have
confidence in NASS’ process and participate in the Census.

States and local governments, as well as farm organizations, use
the data collected from the Census of Agriculture to analyze and
develop policies on land use, water use and irrigation, rural devel-
opment, and farmland assessment. Rural electric companies use
suc}& statistics, they do this all the time, to forecast future energy
needs.

Prior to 1997, the Census of Agriculture was taken by the Cen-
sus Bureau, an agency within the Department of Commerce. Fol-
lowing proposals by the Census Bureau to redefine farms solely in
order to reduce its own workload and costs involved, the Agri-
culture Committee determined that it would be in the best inter-
ests of all parties to transfer the authority to conduct the Census
from the Secretary of Commerce to the Secretary of Agriculture.
Legislation was subsequently enacted to transfer the Census of Ag-
riculture to the USDA.

When we reported this legislation, Congress was cognizant of the
amount of time taken by producers to respond to the Census ques-
tionnaire. In the report filed by this Committee, we specifically
highlighted these concerns and instructed USDA to ensure that the
Census questionnaire would be concise, easily readable and under-
standable, and relevant to today’s agricultural operations.

In fact, Congress specifically instructed the Secretary of Agri-
culture to undertake a review of all questions currently asked as
a part of the Census of Agriculture to ensure their relevancy.

In January of 2015, the Committee, both Majority and Minority,
were contacted by farmers and ranchers concerned that the NASS
improperly used the Census of Agriculture authority to conduct a
survey entitled Tenure, Ownership, and Transition of Agricultural
Land, or otherwise known as TOTAL. By invoking the Census au-
thority, NASS rendered the TOTAL survey compulsory.

The farmers and ranchers in touch with the House Agriculture
Committee were confounded by the duplicative, intrusive, and over-
broad nature of TOTAL. The TOTAL survey inquired about all as-
pects of an operator’s personal financial portfolio, as well as all as-
pects of farm-related income and expenses. We will discuss the spe-
cific questions on the TOTAL survey during our question and an-
swer time, but I would like to welcome Mr. Joe Reilly, the Adminis-
trator of the National Agricultural Statistics Service, to help the
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Committee understand how decisions were made to develop and
mandate intrusive survey questions, questions that, on their face,
have little to do with agricultural production. I think it is accurate
to point out that these types of questions were certainly never in-
tended by Congress to be included in a mandatory Census of Agri-
culture. In fact, the instructions Congress gave to the USDA at the
time that the legislation was enacted point out that Congress was
specifically concerned about this type of abuse of discretion.

Mr. Reilly, thank you for being here today. It is our hope that
you can shed some light on the decision-making process.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Davis follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. RODNEY DAVIS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS
FROM ILLINOIS

Today the Subcommittee will begin a public dialogue with USDA’s National Agri-
cultural Statistics Service (NASS) regarding concerns raised by producers pertaining
to a perceived abuse of discretion in conducting the Census of Agriculture.

The Census of Agriculture is conducted every 5 years by NASS, the most recent
Census being taken in 2012. Data collected from the Census of Agriculture is incred-
ibly important as it provides the only source of consistent, county-level statistics on
agriculture operations throughout the United States. This data is used to prepare
estimates of farm income and production costs, calculate research and extension for-
mula allocations to land-grant universities, evaluate agricultural programs and poli-
cies, to administer farm programs, and plan for operations during disease or pest
emergencies. The Farm Credit Administration also uses the data to evaluate farmer
loan programs. It is also intended to assist Congress in considering legislation, most
notably the farm bill, and in overseeing farm programs.

Implementation of the 2014 Farm Bill is particularly data-driven. It cannot be
overstated how important it is that farmers have confidence in NASS’ process and
participate in the Census.

States and local governments, as well as farm organizations use the data collected
from the Census of Agriculture to analyze and develop policies on land use, water
use and irrigation, rural development, and farmland assessment. Rural electric com-
panies use such statistics to forecast future energy needs.

Prior to 1997, the Census of Agriculture was taken by the Census Bureau, an
agency within the Department of Commerce. Following proposals by the Census Bu-
reau to redefine farms solely in order to reduce its own workload and costs involved,
the Agriculture Committee determined that it would be in the best interests of all
parties to transfer the authority to conduct the Census from the Secretary of Com-
merce to the Secretary of Agriculture. Legislation was subsequently enacted to
transfer the Census of Agriculture to USDA.

When we reported this legislation, Congress was cognizant of the amount of time
taken by producers to respond to the Census questionnaire. In the report filed by
this Committee, we specifically highlighted these concerns and instructed USDA to
ensure that the Census questionnaire would be concise, easily readable and under-
standable, and relevant to today’s agricultural operations.

In fact, Congress specifically instructed the Secretary of Agriculture to “undertake
a review of all questions currently asked as a part of the Census of Agriculture to
ensure their relevancy.”

In January 2015, the Committee, both Majority and Minority, were contacted by
farmers and ranchers concerned that the NASS improperly used the Census of Agri-
culture authority to conduct a survey entitled Tenure, Ownership, and Transition
of Agricultural Land (TOTAL). By invoking the Census authority, NASS rendered
the TOTAL survey compulsory.

The farmers and ranchers in touch with the House Agriculture Committee were
confounded by the duplicative, intrusive, and over-broad nature of TOTAL. The
TOTAL survey inquired about all aspects of an operator’s personal financial port-
folio as well as all aspects of farm related income and expenses. We will discuss the
specific questions on the TOTAL survey during our question and answer time, but
I would like to mention that NASS asked farmers how much they spend on health
care and dental visits. You may think those are relevant areas to probe, but then
we discovered NASS asked farmers how much they spend on vacations and going
to the movies, if that is one’s hobby. If a farmer or rancher ignored the survey, that
producer could face a monetary penalty.
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The Committee began oversight in February 2015 by requesting briefings by
NASS officials and has since reviewed approximately 49,000 documents produced by
USDA. Over the course of the Committee’s oversight, it became clear that certain
anomalies occurred during the planning and approval phase of the survey. The e-
mails produced to the Committee show USDA leadership involvement in the proc-
ess, which raises questions about the motivations for the compulsory nature of the
TOTAL survey. The motivation for conducting TOTAL as a mandatory survey is un-
clear.

Today we have invited Mr. Joe Reilly, the Administrator of the National Agricul-
tural Statistics Service to help the Committee understand how decisions were made
to develop and mandate intrusive survey questions, questions that on their face
have little to do with agricultural production. I think it is accurate to point out that
these types of questions were certainly never intended by Congress to be included
in a mandatory Census of Agriculture. In fact, the instructions Congress gave to
USDA at the time the legislation was enacted point out that Congress was specifi-
cally concerned about this type of abuse of discretion.

Mr. Reilly, thank you for being here today. It is our hope that you can shed some
light on the decision-making process.

I now yield to the Ranking Member, Ms. DelBene for her opening comments.

POWERPOINT PRESENTATION
Slide 1

Picanso, Renee - NASS

From: Picanso, Renee - NASS

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 3:24 PM

To: a1
Subject: TOTAL - Census authority

| stopped by to see Joe R to clarify how he wants to proceed on mandatory reporting authority. He says he is
in agreement to replace ARMS Il with TOTAL and ask for mandatory authority. He seemed to think that we
were the ones pushing the dual mandatory and voluntary authority.

| told him | would give him a list of talking points before the OMB meeting that he could review so we are all
on the same page. | stopped by and told NN

R. Renee Picanso

Director, Census and Survey Division
National Agricultural Statistics Service
United States Department of Agriculture
202-720-3383
renee.picanso@nass.usda.gov
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From: _ NASS

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2014 11:16 AM

To: I /S5
Ce: I A5

Subject: RE: TOTAL supporting statements

99 AELOS response rate:

Operator: 74.9
Landlord: 50.8

We didn’t actually publish the %. Just total received, out of business, etc. And then a bunch of text to try to
confuse people about our actual response rate. But doing the calculations on my own | came out with the
numbers above. They don’t help our argument much.

f—
202.650.8802
Slide 3

From: —_—
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 6:02 AM
To:
Ce:
Subject: RE: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001)
Good Morning,

Well NI forwarded the message on to Joe R. yesterday, so | went and talked with Joe already. Joe said that
we have approval to treat this as a mandatory survey under the discretionary rights of the secretary. | was going
to wait till Monday or Tuesday to tell Jen that we investigated it and our Administration said it was ok to proceed.

USDA - NASS - OMB Clearance Officer
202-690-2388
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From: I

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:45 PM
To: EE—
Subject: RE: ARMS 3 news release

Yes. For OMB purposes it is one survey.

I

Survey Administration Branch
Environmental and Economic Survey Section
202-720-3598

From: [N | ASS
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:21 PM

To: I - |ASS
Subject: FW: ARMS 3 news release

Sorry - for my benefit, and to be clear..There is only one press release to announce both ARMS3 and
Landlord TOTAL, with no mention of ERS....correct?

Slide 5

OMB Staff wrote:

Thank you,-. | received a message back from our general counsel this morning, and had been
meaning to get back to you.

Qur OGC reviewed Title 7. From his read and consultations with his team, he believes that only the
survey content named in the Title is designated as mandatory, and that any additional content
(even if embedded or otherwise fielded alongside) is not be designated as mandatory under Title 7.
However, our OGC noted that some agencies have discretion in naming a particular survey or set of
items on a survey as mandatory. IF USDA/NASS/ERS has this discretion, they might be able to invoke
itin the case of TOTAL/ARMS. Your OGC could advise you.

| will take a look at Ag Surveys Program as soon as | can.

Best Il

On May 8, 2014, at 3:27 P, | - ot c:

Well, we got an answer frcm'. but it wasn't exactly what we were expecting. | will be
teleworking on Friday, if you want to talk, Do we want to give Joe Reilly a heads up on this? Let me
know what you think.

USDA-CENSUS-0013837
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From: I s

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:09 PM
To: I 5 - S5
Subject: RE: ARMS 3 news release

Based on earlier discussions, we cannot mention ERS as a TOTAL partner since it's a Census product. Basically, Joe
did not think it is appropriate for us to conduct a Census for another agency.

Office: (202) 690-8121

We cannot mention
ERS as a TOTAL
partner since it's a
Census product.

Slide 7

o [

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:09 PM
To: I ss; I /55
Subject: RE: ARMS 3 news release

Based on earlier discussions, we cannot mention ERS as a TOTAL partner since it's a Census product. Basically, Joe
did not think it is appropriate for us to conduct a Census for another agency.

Office: (202) 690-8121
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FARM OPERATOR & HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS
INOTE: Ploase anmwet ho following quesiions fof yoursall (1o pancipel operatar) and your spouse. If you repored ane in Section L, lem 7.
1z -n-m-n.l«-p- 1220 Spanish. Hispanic,
1. Are you and of Spani oF Lating ongin or Latine erigin
Lating erghn or Backaround, m: ‘Mamican, Cuban, -
or Puarto 3 of race ] ves Ol Mo ] ves ] No
Mark one or more. Mark one or more.
s 1224
2. What is your and YOUr SpOUSS'S T0ET . . . . o« oo .oooaa e [ wmite 1 wwnae
e Black or African il Black or African
L1 Amarncan L] Amarican
1213 Amancan Indian 1214 Amaoncan indian
] o Araskca. [ o Ataska Native
Spacily Spoailty tribo:
e e
1231 Native Hawasan 1222 Mative Howalian
L] or Oinar Paciic [ ar otner Paciic
Istander Intandor
5 e = s \2ay™AFE ona answer only. 20 BT OnS AnEwer oty
S el st tha e bt bl 1 [ | Lsss tnan ion 4 [ Lesa than nign
2 7] High school 2 [ High school
2 [ 5ome conego 3 [ Some cotege
ammociates Gegree) B e ]
s O ngm 4 O “""'mm
4. At which occupation did you and your Spouse spond \agy o on® answrer caly. 200 0 e anwwar only.
n.zvu?...(. .............. J.‘.' ......... urn. ........ 1 [ Fmem or resoh wonk. 1 [[] Faem or rench work.
2 1 | Joromer un 2 1 ok o than,
s O pEmmannee || 2 O Sommnes
5. Do you (the o yoursell ]
10 be retired from farmingranching?. . . . . - .ooa il | vas ] No
—
6. How many persons lived in the an D 31, 20147
I’ Operator, SPOUSS, Children, and OGS NG in the CPEFBIOrS ROUSENONL) . . .. ... .. ... . 1zr
7. mmwlw-wmmg:um;ww‘mmw s mu?mm-gmmqawuﬂ
B tag= A ] B
o z a “ u o -/ a 0 10 %
= = 0 0 = 3 O O = I [ ) st
Slide 9

HOUSEHOLD SPENDING — (Floase see VALUE CODES on page 22.)
. health and medical expenses of:
(1] Mammlmume?mﬂmmwwmwmwm

to
including health,

a.
h.
L
i al other family living such as 1a)
mnnumlmmmmmmmmunmn [
education and child (or adulf) care, entertainment (hobbies, recrealion, and vacations)?. . ... .. 1118

1108

L1112

OFF-FARM ASSETS ~ (Please soe VALUE CODES on page 22.)

a. mmmmmmmummmmdmmdmm
owned by the
ummmmmu

categories of off farm assets
31, 2014, for — (Exclude assels

a. financial assels held in non-retirement »
(include cash, checking, savings, money depasil, savings bonds, e
outstanding Ioans due fo the operator or _ alue Code
::t.mm cash surrender value of ife insurance, financial assets. Exclude ail os
b. retirement accounts? (401k, 403b, IRA, Keogh, other relirement accounts).
©. operator's dwelling, if not owned by the operation? (not reporfed in Section J, Mem Ta). . . .. ... .. 084
d. real estate and other personal {second) homes?
fother farms, residential rental, commercial, and otherreal estale). . . . ... .. ... e e 0985 |
®. business Not part of this SAMNT .o oo e b e ehde i s b e e e e e 0986 |
1. all share of vehickes partly owned by the operation). . . . . .. 0082
9. other assels nolreported elsewhera? . . . .. .. . ... ... .iiiiicaiee e (-1
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The CHAIRMAN. And I now yield to the Ranking Member, Ms.
DelBene, for her opening comments.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. SUZAN K. DELBENE, A
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM WASHINGTON

Ms. DELBENE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hear-
ing today. And thank you, Mr. Reilly, for being with us.

The thoughtful acquisition of data is essential to an informed de-
cision-making process, both in the public and in the private sectors.
What data to collect, how and when to collect it, and how to protect
its appropriate use are all important questions for any organization
engaged in data collection.

Big data is a buzzword in agriculture these days. It is kind of
a buzzword everywhere, and we had a hearing on it recently here
in the Agriculture Committee. And this afternoon, we will hear
from the National Agricultural Statistics Service, or NASS. NASS
has been involved in the collection of big data long before today’s
innovation age, including things like The Internet of Things.

In light of this new and exciting time, it is critical to better un-
derstand not just how the private-sector collects data through the
newest production hardware and software, but how agencies such
as NASS and the Economic Research Service collect their data.
Even more important, we need to understand and ensure an indi-
vidual’s data is protected with the utmost care.

The data that flows from the various NASS and ERS products
are critical to virtually every aspect of sound decision-making with-
in USDA and U.S. agriculture at large. Why? Because in some form
or another, the data NASS collects informs decisions ranging from
EPA pesticide registrations and USDA commodity program partici-
pation, to improving risk management tools for organic producers.
I even use data collected from the Census of Agriculture when I in-
troduced a resolution emphasizing the importance of specialty
crops.

Federal agencies have a responsibility to fully and transparently
explain the relevancy for each of their data sets, and to engage in
producer outreach to reassure a sometimes skeptical public that
data is essential to a producer’s access to farm programs, and being
appropriately and safely collected. Furthermore, we should work to-
gether to ensure those collecting data hear from a range of opinions
when constructing their surveys, and that they are not duplicating
what we are asking individuals to complete.

Realistically, if these data collection surveys are to adequately in-
form both public- and private-sector decision-makers, they may
need to ask about some sensitive personal information; however, it
is essential that this type of data be handled with the utmost care
and concern.

I look forward to hearing from our witness today, and hope ev-
eryone will leave this hearing with a better understanding of this
topic at hand.

And with that, I yield back.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Ms. DelBene.

And with that, Mr. Reilly, the floor is yours for your verbal state-
ment.
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STATEMENT OF JOSEPH T. REILLY, ADMINISTRATOR,
NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE, U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. REILLY. Chairman Davis, Ranking Member DelBene, and all
the Members of the Committee, I appreciate the opportunity to
present the National Agricultural Statistics Service important role
in agriculture.

NASS administers the U.S. Agricultural Estimates program,
which began in the Department of Agriculture back in 1863, and
NASS also has the responsibility for conducting the U.S. Census of
Agriculture every 5 years. And this was first done in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture in 1997.

Both the Agricultural Estimates program and the Census pro-
gram align with the basic mission of NASS to provide timely, accu-
rate, and useful statistics in the service of U.S. agriculture. NASS
prepares estimates for numerous crops and livestock items, and we
issue 400 separate reports annually, of which over 100 of them are
Principle Economic Indicators of the United States. NASS provides
technical assistance and training to other countries in support of
the U.N. Global Strategy for Agricultural and Rural Statistics in
the U.S. Feed the Future Program. NASS also conducts over 150
special surveys on a cost reimbursable basis for other agencies,
State Departments of Agriculture, and universities and other agri-
cultural organizations.

The work that NASS does is critically important. It provides sta-
bility to our commodity markets, it supports our crop insurance
program, it supports our disaster assistance program, and various
farm bill programs. Inputs for farmer decisions and data to inform
policy debates, and overall national security that comes from hav-
ing a stable, reliable, nutritious and affordable U.S. food supply, is
part of our core mission.

I understand that the Committee has some concerns over this re-
cent survey that we conducted, the Tenure, Ownership, and Transi-
tion of Agricultural Land Survey, or TOTAL, and that we con-
ducted in partnership with the Economic Research Service, and I
am going to be happy to address all of those concerns today.

Precursors of this survey began in 1960, and the most recent,
prior to this year, was conducted by the Department of Agriculture,
called the Agricultural, Economic, and Land Ownership Survey in
1999, and these were conducted as special surveys under the Cen-
sus of Agriculture authority. And myself, having worked with the
government for 40 years, I was with the Agriculture Program back
when it was at the Census Bureau during the transition, I led the
Agriculture Program during the transition, and have been with
NASS since 1997, so I have a strong background in this area.

NASS acquired the authority for the Census of Agriculture in
1997, and prior to that, as I have stated earlier, the Census of Ag-
riculture and all of the special studies, including AELOS, were con-
ducted by the Bureau of the Census pursuant to Title 13 of the
United States Code, to require responses to the Census and its fol-
low-on programs.

In 1997, as you know, Congress adopted the Census of Agri-
culture Act, which required and transferred the authority to con-
duct the Census of Agriculture from the Department of Commerce
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to the Department of Agriculture. In addition, the Act authorizes
the USDA, in connection with the Census, to conduct any survey
or other information collection, and employ any sampling or other
statistical method that the Secretary determines, or that USDA de-
termines, is appropriate.

In summary, it is this Census of Agriculture Act that provides
NASS the authority not only to conduct the Census and associated
special studies, and where we invoke the mandatory reporting au-
thority.

Publication of information on land ownership began as far back
as 1880, with the classification of farm tenure. Land ownership has
been an important tool to gauge who owns the land, what is going
to happen to the transition of land, and what are the finances sur-
rounding the land, and how it affects the availability of the land
going to farmers, especially new and beginning farmers. The Sec-
retary’s Advisory Committee on Agriculture Statistics provided ad-
vice to us in two meetings conducted in 2012 and 2013, which stat-
ed that as one of the top priorities for the agriculture community:
the importance of this land ownership and tenure data.

Also in partnership with ERS, NASS conducts an annual farm fi-
nance survey, which is called the Agriculture Resource Manage-
ment Survey, or ARMS. The sampling population for our TOTAL
survey and our ARMS survey were determined to have a very high
level of overlap between the respondent farms, and, therefore,
NASS and ERS decided early on in our planning activities to inte-
grate the two surveys, which was a hope to reduce overall respond-
ent burden, to save the taxpayers’ resources, and would improve
the quality of the data provided for this critical topic.

Subsequently, NASS requested funding in our Fiscal Year 2015
President’s budget to conduct a mandatory survey under the Cen-
sus of Agriculture authority on land ownership and farm finance.
And if you read the details of our explanatory notes in our 2015
budget submission, it was clear that we did describe the process of
how we were going to integrate this with the Agricultural Resource
Management Study.

In April of 2014, the Office of Management and Budget approval
process required us to issue a Federal Register notice, notifying the
public and everyone else of our intention to conduct the TOTAL
survey, and to incorporate questions from the ARM survey. And it
was noted in there, and in the subsequent Federal Register notice
issued during the summer of 2014, with more specific details on
our intent, including a copy of the final questionnaire which noti-
fied the public and everyone else of the mandatory reporting sta-
tus. NASS in that process received one public comment from the
Bureau of Economic Analysis heavily supporting and identifying
the important use of this land ownership information.

NASS conducted the first mailing of the TOTAL questionnaire in
December 2014, and subsequent mailings occurred through the
spring of 2015. Once the data collection began, we did our editing
analysis, and issued the results released on August 31 of this year.
This publication provided hundreds of important estimates, cov-
ering land ownership arrangements, the economics of land owner-
ship, demographic characteristics, land unit uses, and a look ahead
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at potential ownership transfer, and this data has been highly val-
ued since its release.

NASS clearly understands the sensitivity of some of the ques-
tions that we pose to farmers and land owners. Questions covering
the cost of health insurance, medical expenses and other things,
appear to be of particular concern. In order to gauge the well-being
of farm families, it is important to have a clear understanding not
only of the farm operating expenses, but also of the farm household
expenses. Similar questions have historically been asked in pre-
vious land ownership surveys and in the ARM surveys, and were
both integrated in the TOTAL survey. Household expenses can be
a significant factor in determining whether or not a farmer can
pursue their full profession in agriculture, or are they necessitated
to seek and obtain off-farm work and off-farm benefits. For all the
information that NASS collects, we consistently offer a pledge of
confidentiality, and we go to extreme measures to ensure that that
occurs. In fact, I just left our crop report issuance which went out
at noon today, and I invite all of you to see the security that is in
place when we put out our crop report every month.

By integrating the ARMS and TOTAL survey, and using manda-
tory authority, this reduced overall respondent burden and data
collection costs, and greatly increased the quality and reliability of
the data. NASS estimates that by having this integrated approach,
we saved over 53,000 burden hours on our American farmers and
operators, and saved not only from our appropriations but the tax-
payers about $3 million in the implementation of the survey. While
this is not a lot of money in the total Federal budget, to us in our
data collection activities, it is quite a great deal.

In summary, I feel strongly that NASS has been open and trans-
parent and consistent with Congress through our funding requests
with OMB and through our survey approval process, and with the
American public through the issuance of all the Federal Register
notice and conversations about the land ownership program. We
have fulfilled the recommendations of our advisory council and
many of the NASS customers by providing a product that has been
highly valued and appreciated throughout the agricultural indus-
try.

And this concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman, and I am open
to any questions.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Reilly follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF JOSEPH T. REILLY, ADMINISTRATOR, NATIONAL
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Chairman Davis, Ranking Member DelBene, and Members of the Subcommittee,
I appreciate the opportunity to be here today to discuss the National Agricultural
Statistics Service’s (NASS) and Census of Agriculture’s important role in agri-
culture. NASS’ mission is to provide timely, accurate, and useful statistics in service
to U.S. agriculture. NASS administers the U.S. Agricultural Estimates program,
which began at the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in 1863. NASS
also has conducted the Quinquennial U.S. Census of Agriculture since 1997, first
collected by the Department of Commerce in 1840.

Agricultural Estimates and the Census of Agriculture

The primary activity of NASS is to provide reliable data to meet the decision-mak-
ing needs of the agricultural industry. The agency fulfills its mission through an an-
nual agricultural estimates program and the quinquennial Census of Agriculture.
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NASS prepares estimates for over 120 crops and 45 livestock items that are pub-
lished annually in more than 400 separate reports, of which 110 are Principal Eco-
nomic Indicators of the U.S. Farmers, ranchers, and agribusinesses voluntarily re-
spond to a series of nationwide surveys about crops, livestock, prices, chemical use,
and other agricultural activities each year. Surveys are conducted during the grow-
ing season to measure the impact of weather, pests, and other factors on crop pro-
duction. In many cases, NASS supplements farmer surveys with field observations
of plan counts and measurements. NASS also uses administrative data from other
USDA, Federal and state agencies; data on imports and exports; and other survey
data to ensure official estimates accurately represent agricultural inventories.

Stakeholder Input

NASS annually seeks input from the public on determining priorities and improv-
ing its products and processes. It consults with customers and stakeholders through
meetings of the Secretary of Agriculture’s Advisory Committee on Agriculture Sta-
tistics, interaction with producers, data users meetings with agribusinesses and
commodity groups, special briefings for agricultural leaders during the release of
major reports, numerous individual contacts, and through Federal Register notices
issued to the public. In response to this input, NASS continues to improve the qual-
ity and accessibility of its reports. The agency has adjusted its agricultural esti-
mates program and published reports, and has expanded electronic access capabili-
ties. All reports issued by NASS’ Agricultural Statistics Board are made available
to the public at a previously announced release time to ensure equal access to the
information. All national statistical reports and data products, including graphics,
are available on the Web, as well as in printed form, at the time they are released.
Customers can electronically subscribe to NASS reports and download them in an
easily accessible format using standard software. NASS also provides free Rich Site
Summary (RSS). A summary of NASS and other USDA statistical data is produced
iQ;nntlilally in USDA’s Agricultural Statistics, available on the NASS home page or in

ard copy.

Collaboration with Other Agencies

NASS conducts special surveys and provides consulting services for USDA agen-
cies, other Federal or state agencies, universities, and agricultural organizations on
a cost-reimbursable basis. Consulting services include assistance with survey meth-
odology, questionnaire and sample design, information resource management, statis-
tical analysis, and data collection. NASS has assisted USDA agencies in programs
that monitor nutrition, food safety, environmental quality, and customer satisfac-
tion. In cooperation with State Departments of Agriculture, land-grant universities,
and industry groups, NASS conducts over 130 special surveys each year covering
a wide range of issues such as farm injury, nursery and horticulture, equine, farm
finance, fruits and nuts, vegetables, and cropping practices.

International Programs

NASS provides technical assistance and training to improve agricultural statis-
tical programs in other countries in cooperation with other government agencies on
a cost-reimbursable basis. The NASS international program focuses on developing
and emerging-market countries in Asia, Africa, Central and South America, and
Eastern Europe. NASS assists countries in applying modern statistical methodology,
including sample survey techniques. Accurate information about other countries is
essential for successfully marketing U.S. farm products throughout the world. NASS
has been an important contributor to the U.N. Global Strategy for Agricultural and
Rural Statistics, and to the U.S. Feed the Future Program, contributing to better
statistics for USDA global estimates of food supply.

An Enhanced Research Program

NASS’s research program, which is focused on innovation and enhancement in
statistical methods, business processes and data products in support, sustainment
and improvement of NASS programs, has allowed the development of new statistical
models for the estimating program; computer editing applications to replace manual
review; expanded modes of data collection to include Computer Assisted Personal
Interviewing and Computer Assisted Web Interviewing; implemented quality assur-
ance protocols in routine operations; developed two new tools using remote sensing
data—CropScape and VegScape; and further benefited from computer-based proc-
essing technology.

Agricultural Estimates

Annually, NASS issues over 400 agricultural estimates reports that are critically
important in assessing current supply and demand in agricultural commodities. Pro-
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ducers, agribusinesses, farm organizations, commodity groups, economists, public of-
ficials, and others use the data for decision-making. The statistics NASS collects and
disseminates ensure buyers and sellers have access to the same official statistics at
the same pre-announced time, and making markets fair. The free flow of informa-
tion minimizes price fluctuations for U.S. producers, makes commodity markets
more efficient, and makes our nation’s agricultural industry more competitive. The
data has become increasingly important as producers rely on future contracts to
manage risks. In the latest farm bill, county level information is critical in imple-
menting the Agriculture Revenue Coverage (ARC) and Price Loss Coverage (PLC)
programs administered by the Farm Service Agency.

Census of Agriculture

In 1997, Congress adopted the Census of Agriculture Act of 1997 (the “Act”),
which requires USDA to conduct the Census of Agriculture every 5 years. The Cen-
sus of Agriculture provides comprehensive data on the agricultural sector at the na-
tional, state, and county level. The Census of Agriculture is the only source for this
information on a local level and is extremely important to the agricultural commu-
nity. Prior to 1997 the Department of Commerce, Bureau of Census (BOC) con-
ducted the Census of Agriculture and Census special studies. These surveys were
conducted by BOC pursuant to BOC’s authority under Title 13 of the U.S. Code to
require responses to the Census.2 In addition to the requirement to conduct the
quinquennial Census of Agriculture, the Act authorizes USDA, “in connection with
the Census,” to “conduct any survey or other information collection, and employ any
sampling or other statistical method, that [USDA] determines is appropriate.”? The
Act also provides that anyone “who refuses or willfully neglects to answer a ques-
tion, shall be fined not more than $100.” The Act of 1997 is what provides NASS
the “mandatory” authority to conduct the Census of Agriculture and associated spe-
cial studies.

NASS recently published a Census of Agriculture for all 50 states and Puerto Rico
through a progressively detailed series of releases. NASS issued a preliminary re-
lease of 2012 Census of Agriculture data in February 2014 that contained high level
estimates at the U.S. and state level. In May 2014 NASS released the full Volume
I series of data at the U.S., state and county level. In addition to the in-depth large
publication released in May 2014, a number of special tabulations were subse-
quently released. Those include state and county profiles; Congressional District
Profiles; Watershed Publication; Race, Ethnicity and Gender Profiles and Specialty
Crop Report.

After each Census of Agriculture is complete NASS uses the results to identify
specific sectors of agriculture to collect in-depth details. Since the 2012 Census was
published, NASS has conducted the following special studies: Farm and Ranch Irri-
gation Survey (FRIS), Census of Aquaculture, Tenure Ownership and Transition of
Agricultural Land (TOTAL), Census of Horticulture, and Organic Production Sur-
vey. In 2016 NASS plans to conduct a special study on Local Foods. This will help
evaluate the manner in which local food systems improve community food security,
and assist populations with limited access to healthy food.

There are numerous, important uses for the data that come from the Census of
Agriculture and the subsequent special studies. Below are a few:

e Provide critical data about the demographics and financial well-being of pro-
ducers and the economic health of the farm sector;

e Evaluate historical agricultural trends to formulate farm and rural policies and
develop programs that help agricultural producers and ultimately, consumers;

e Allocate local and national funds for farm programs, e.g., extension service
projects, agricultural research, soil conservation programs, and land-grant col-
leges and universities;

e Develop new and improved methods to increase agricultural production and
profitability;

e Plan for operations during drought and emergency outbreaks of diseases or in-
festations of pests;

e Make informed decisions for individual operations within the farm, agri-
business, and related food and fiber sectors;

aSee 1987 Census of Agriculture, Volume 3, Part 2, “Agricultural Economics and Land Owner-
ship Survey (1988)”, at Appendix B, Report Forms and Information Sheets (available at http://
usda.mannlib.cornell.edu [usda | AgCensusImages /1987 /03 /02 | 1987-03-02-appendixes.pdf),
which has a copy of the AELOS questionnaire, which states: “[Rlesponse to this inquiry is re-
quired by law (title 13, U.S. Code).”

bPub. L. 105-113 (codified primarily at 7 U.S.C. §2204g); 7 U.S.C. §2204g(b).
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e Provide geographic data on production so agribusinesses can locate near major
production areas for efficiencies for both producers and agribusinesses;

e Develop new and improved methods to increase agricultural production and
profitability;

e Appraise water use trends and research crop production technologies that main-
tain precious water resources;

e Analyze land ownership and the prospect for new and beginning farmers to ei-
ther start farming or expand their operations; [and]

e Study historic trends, assess current conditions, and plan for the future for both
private and public decision-making.

In 2015 NASS started producing the vital Current Agricultural Industrial Reports
(CAIR) that were previously discontinued by the Department of Commerce. Com-
modities covered in these reports include: Oilseeds, Beans & Nuts; Fats and Oils;
Cotton Manmade Fiber Staple & Raw Linters; Flour Milling Products, and Grain
Crushing’s & Co-Products Produced. Like other NASS products, these reports sup-
port estimation requirements for NASS, Economic Research Service (ERS), the
World Agricultural Outlook Board (WAOB), and the USDA Chief Economist. Private
industry uses CAIR and other NASS data to monitor the effect of international
trade on domestic production, evaluate the relationship between company and in-
dustry performances, market analyses, assess current business conditions, and plan
future operations.

NASS is currently looking into the modern farm structure and its contributors,
focusing on women and new farmers. NASS will modify statistical tools to better
reflect the changing face of agriculture, especially including women, new farmers,
and veterans on the farm.

Protecting Producers’ Personal and Financial Information

With every survey NASS conducts, a pledge of confidentiality is provided to sur-
vey respondents and extensive measures are taken to honor that pledge. Title 7,
U.S. Code, Section 2276 specifies neither the Secretary of Agriculture nor any USDA
employee may, “disclose such information to the public, unless such information has
been transformed into statistical or aggregate form that does not allow the identi-
fication of the person who supplied particular information.” NASS employs a rig-
orous process to ensure that that the intent of this statute is met. Each year NASS
employees are required to sign a “Confidentiality Certification” form that ensures
understanding and compliance of Title 7 and other statutes covering data confiden-
tiality. NASS processes information using approved and certified computer tech-
nology and protocols that protects data integrity. NASS maintains internal policies
that specifies algorithms used to aggregate data and to determine if a summarized
total may be disclosed or suppressed, prior to publication. Last, all NASS reports
are released at an exact pre-determined and publicized time, to ensure that every-
one has equal and fair access.

Surveys Regarding Farmers’ Financial Information

Publication of data on land ownership characteristics began in 1880, with the
classification of farm tenure. Land ownership surveys have been an important tool
used to gauge who owns land, the transition of land, finances surrounding land, and
the availability of land to new and beginning farmers. Varying elements of farm fi-
nancial data have been collected since the first agriculture Census was taken in the
United States in 1840. The principal financial characteristics in earlier data collec-
tions were value of farm land and sales of agricultural products, but in 1890, Cen-
sus data were also requested on farm mortgage debt. In later Censuses, farm taxes
were included. Prior to NASS taking over the Census of Agriculture from the De-
partment of Commerce in 1997, BOC conducted land ownership surveys using man-
datory authority under Title 13 of the United States Code. Most recently, BOC con-
ducted the Agricultural Economics and Land Ownership (AELOS) survey in 1988,
as a follow-on survey to the 1987 Census of Agriculture. AELOS included the major-
ity of the financial measures collected in the 1979 and earlier Farm Finance Sur-
veys and greatly expands the data on land ownership. That survey was conducted
under BOC’s mandatory authority. After the adoption of the Census of Agriculture
Act, NASS conducted the AELOS survey in 1999, as a follow-on survey to the 1997
Census of Agriculture, using mandatory authority. As set forth in the report on the
1997 Census of Agriculture, “AELOS was an integral part of the 1997 Census of Ag-
riculture and was conducted under the authority of the Census of Agriculture Act
of 1997 . . . .” In 2014, NASS changed the name of the AELOS survey to the Ten-
ure, Ownership, and Transition of Agricultural Land (TOTAL). As set forth in the
Federal Register notice announcing it, “[t]he 2014 Tenure, Ownership, and Transi-
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tion of Agricultural Land (TOTAL) is an integral part of the 2012 Census of Agri-
culture and is conducted under the authority of the Census of Agriculture Act of
1997.” The 2014 TOTAL sampling population heavily overlapped the sampling popu-
lation for the Agricultural Resources Management Survey (ARMS). The ARMS is an
annual economic survey conducted jointly by NASS and the Economic Research
Service (ERS). In order to save taxpayer resources and minimize burden on respond-
ents, NASS and ERS integrated the two surveys.

Summary

NASS’s dedication to research and continued process improvement will ensure the
organization remains relevant and viable to fill the urgent need for timely, accurate,
and useful statistics in service to U.S. agriculture. Knowing where our food is com-
ing from, who is producing it, how much is being produced, and how the agricultural
sector is performing financially adds to our national security by providing assurance
that Americans have a safe, nutritious, affordable, and adequate supply of food.

This concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for the opportunity to
submit this statement for the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Reilly. We appreciate you recog-
nizing some of the points that I brought up during my opening
statement about personal information, especially dental insurance,
health insurance costs, but I want to start with a question.

Are you generally a person willing to take risks, or do you try
to avoid taking risks?

Mr. REILLY. Well, sir, if you ask my wife, she will tell you that
I am a risk-taker sometimes, but I am also very conservative in na-
ture.

The CHAIRMAN. But how does one man answer in your situation
question number 7? Please put Slide 8 up on the screen.

The CHAIRMAN. Question number 7 in the Census TOTAL survey
asks that exact question, and asks you to rate from a score to zero
as not willing to take risks, or 10, willing to take risks, how do you
answer that question? And you can imagine the frustration some
of our farmers feel. And I guess I need to ask you, why is that
question on there?

Mr. REILLY. When you look for questions like that, part of what
individuals are looking for is dealing with farm and farm oper-
ations, and looking at the issues that they have to deal with man-
aging their operation, how much risk do they want to incur, and
what are they doing to try to mitigate risks involving with the farm
operation.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, Mr. Reilly, the farmers in my district are
risk-takers. I don’t think we need to ask the psychology of the
farmer and the farm operation on a questionnaire that is already
being determined to be intrusive. That is a question that does not
need to be on there, among other questions, and I would hope that
you would take that statement back.

Let me go into a couple more issues. The House report language
that accompanied the Census of Agriculture Act of 1997 contains
some instructions for your agency. It reads, “The Committee recog-
nizes the intrusive nature of a Census and the need to obtain rel-
evant data for policymakers. Producers have serious time con-
straints and should only have to answer questionnaires that are
concise, easily readable, understandable, and relevant to today’s
agricultural operations. The Committee is sympathetic to concerns
of time spent filling out unnecessary paperwork.”

That is why I bring this question up. I don’t think it is relevant.
But were you aware of this report language?
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Mr. REILLY. I was involved in the transfer program when the
Census transferred, but no, sir, I was not aware of that specific
language.

The CHAIRMAN. Okay. Do you think NASS was mindful of this
when TOTAL was drafted?

Mr. REILLY. We go through a pretty extensive review process of
trying to determine the content of all of our questionnaires that we
issue. We gather information from our stakeholders, that is why we
have such avenues as our advisory committee on agriculture statis-
tics. We meet with various officials throughout the Department. We
meet with farm organizations. I have ongoing meetings with the
National Association of State Departments of Agriculture, and all
of their Commissioners, Secretaries, and Directors of Agriculture,
and we often discuss what are the data needs and what is nec-
essary, and what individuals are looking for to manage various pro-
grams. And then to the best of our ability, we try to craft questions
and things that will provide that needed information.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. When and why did the USDA and
NASS decide to conduct the TOTAL survey using the mandatory
authority of the Census? Please put up Slide 1.

The CHAIRMAN. This document produced to the Committee by
USDA shows there was a plan being carried out. It reads, “I
stopped by to see Joe R.,” which is you. I believe so. Is there an-
other Joe R.?

Mr. REILLY. No.

The CHAIRMAN. All right. “To clarify how he wants to proceed.
He says, He is in agreement to replace ARMS III with TOTAL, and
asked for mandatory authority.” Take a moment to read that e-
mail to refresh your memory. And I ask you again, when and why
did the USDA and NASS decide to conduct the TOTAL survey
using the mandatory authority of the Census? Was it before or
after this e-mail?

Mr. REILLY. Since I was not a party of this e-mail, and looking
at the date of March 26, 2014, again, I will go back and look at
our budget planning documents that were part of the 2015 budget
submission. And clearly in our explanatory notes there, in our re-
quest for the appropriations, we did spell out that we were request-
ing to conduct a survey using mandatory reporting authority, and
we did have descriptions in there describing how we intended to in-
tegrate this with the Agricultural Resource Management Study.
So——

The CHAIRMAN. Do you recall

Mr. REILLY.—when you talk about the——

The CHAIRMAN. Do you

Mr. REILLY.—decision that——

The CHAIRMAN. Do you recall this conversation with Renee
Picanso?

Mr. REILLY. I don’t recall this specific conversation, but I do re-
call the general process of what we were going through because,
from the beginning of the process, since, again, we looked at histor-
ical precedence in being that every one of the land ownership sur-
veys that was conducted under the Bureau of Census’ authority,
and the first one of which was transferred and conducted by the
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U.S. Department of Agriculture, each one of those was conducted
under mandatory authority.

My understanding from the beginning, even from day one, and
again, I just want to say that we were open and transparent be-
cause, even in our budget request, which went in early March,
March 4 of 2014, we clearly put in there what our intention was
and how we planned on doing it.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Reilly, as you look at that e-mail from Renee
Picanso, says she, who refers to you, seemed to think we were the
ones pushing the dual mandatory authority. What do you think
that means?

Mr. REILLY. I am unclear what that means, what dual manda-
tory authority means. I think we were working on the details of
how to integrate the two processes between the land ownership
survey TOTAL and ARMS, and in doing so, and even in our Fed-
eral Register notice that we issued, it was our intention that we
were suspending ARMS for the data collection year, and replacing
the data collection with this TOTAL survey, again, with the idea
that we were trying to minimize the reporting burden on the Amer-
ican farmer and the American public, and to ensure that we could
obtain quality data, and to do it in a more cost-effective measure.

The CHAIRMAN. So what you said just a few minutes ago was
that the mandatory nature, in your opinion, was based upon the
mandatory nature of what was expected when this was part of the
Census Bureau, right?

Mr. REILLY. And also with the first survey, the land ownership
survey, conducted by USDA back in 1999. The same survey was
mandatory at that time.

The CHAIRMAN. Okay, and as you sit here today though, what is
your understanding of the decision to mandate TOTAL? It is the
Census’ fault? What is it? Or it is the 1999 survey?

Mr. REILLY. Well, again, many of the follow-on surveys are man-
dated because of the nature of what we are trying to do, and the
sensitive data that we are trying to collect on those programs. If
you think about the land ownership survey, it is essentially a Cen-
sus of agricultural land in this country, and it is very important
to try to figure out what is going on with the 915 million acres.
And so having this mandatory authority in conducting this land
ownership survey is really critical because we are going to two sep-
arate audiences. One is the farm operator, who is very involved
with agriculture, but the other critical component is the farm land-
lord who, in many instances, is not involved in agriculture. Could
be a resident, attorney, doctor, whatever, and have a practice, in
New York City or any city across the country.

So again, I am taking it back to the broader spectrum of, to do
a complete agricultural land survey, you have to cover both of those
segments; both the farm operator and owner, and the land owner
who is not an operator.

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Well, thank you.

I will defer to my Ranking Member, Ms. DelBene, for 5 minutes
of questions.

Ms. DELBENE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First, I would like to
submit for the record this memo from USDA that talks about both
NASS and ERS wanting to use mandatory authority from the Cen-
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sus to increase response rates. So that is some information to high-
light what we were just talking about.

[The document referred to is located on p. 121.]

Thank you again, Mr. Reilly, for being here today. I appreciate
that you and others at NASS have been working with folks on the
Committee, and I would like to note here for everyone that
throughout correspondence with the Committee, NASS has pro-
vided 49,000 documents and two briefings to the Committee. And
so we appreciate all of your cooperation.

Mr. Reilly, I am aware that there is an Advisory Committee on
Agricultural Statistics, and I wondered if you could tell us a little
bit about the makeup of that committee, and how their opinions
are incorporated in the process.

Mr. REILLY. Our Advisory Committee on Agriculture Statistics is
a diverse membership. It is 20 committee members with two ex
officio members. Out of the 20 members, we try to make sure that
we have diverse representation from across agriculture. So we will
have representatives that are there from commodity groups, com-
modity organizations. We will have representatives there from the
universities’, land-grant universities, we will have representatives
that represent State Departments of Agriculture, and most impor-
tantly we have farmers and operators themselves who sit on our
committee to provide us advice.

Normally, knowing there is a lot of competing interests for agri-
cultural data, the committee helps us to shape what are the data
needs out there needed to define policy and implement certain pro-
grams throughout agriculture. Knowing that we have limited finan-
cial resources, they give us a gauge of how to put it in priority
order. Knowing that you can’t do everything, what is the most im-
portant. So with limited financial resources, we can focus on what
the committee says are the most important agricultural data needs
in the country.

Ms. DELBENE. It seems like it could be helpful to make sure that
representatives, like all of us here in D.C., could help alert our pro-
ducers to surveys that are coming out, and reiterate the importance
of accurate information and how that might be used, as well as the
nfglllrllber of programs that use NASS data so that folks are aware
of that.

Do you meet with agriculture groups on a regular basis, and is
this something you have discussed so that people have more infor-
mation about what is happening with the information you are col-
lecting?

Mr. REILLY. Yes. We hold a very large agricultural data user
meeting in Chicago each year. It conducted in October. We meet
regularly with people from different areas across the country who
advise us on our chemical use program. I meet quarterly and at the
end of the year with the National Association of State Departments
of Agriculture, all the Commissioners, Secretaries, and Directors,
who are advising me what needs they have to administer agricul-
tural programs within their states, and on an ongoing basis I am
meeting with representatives of all the different commodity groups.
My door is always open, and normally on any given week, I have
visitors who will come in from the corn growers, horticulture indus-
try, Soybean Association, everything, and we are always discussing
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about the needs that they have for their particular industry and for
agriculture in general.

Ms. DELBENE. Several years ago, you suspended several special-
ized reports that were important to some sectors in agriculture. I
understand that it was budget concerns that led to those suspen-
sions, but can you share with the Committee how your budget
works; whether you get funding for specific work or whether you
are prioritizing what types of work you are doing, given the re-
sources that you have?

Mr. REILLY. That is a very good question. Again, going back to
my statement, talking about our overall program, we have two de-
fined appropriations. So we get funding and appropriations for our
Agricultural Estimates program and then for the Census of Agri-
culture program. And on the Agricultural Estimates program,
many of these are the ones I refer to as the Principle Economic In-
dicators of the United States. So if any financial limitations come
in play, those are our core ones that we want to keep in place. Sec-
ond to that, we work with other USDA agencies that administer
many aspects of the farm bill. So if something is required and data
is needed, whether it is for crop insurance, disaster assistance, or
things like that, those are our next level of priority that goes out
in our Agricultural Estimates program, and——

Ms. DELBENE. And just one last thing, since I am running out
of time. Do you get a specific line item for the Census of Agri-
culture itself in the budget?

Mr. REILLY. Yes, we get an appropriation for the Census of Agri-
culture and all its related programs, and one for the Agricultural
Estimates program and its sub-activities.

Ms. DELBENE. Thank you very much.

I yield back, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

The chair will let everyone know votes have been called. I would
like to allow my colleague, Mr. Scott, to ask his questions before
we take off, and then we will go into recess and come back imme-
diately after the two votes.

Mr. Scott, you are recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ScorT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And, Mr. Reilly, did I understand you to say that the reason the
questions were on the survey were to deal with whether or not the
farr‘;ler could pay their bills? Is that effectively what you are ask-
ing?

Mr. REILLY. Well, not necessarily, sir, whether they could pay
their bills.

Mr. Scorr. What was your justification for asking those addi-
tional questions?

Mr. REILLY. Okay. In recognizing agriculture, 97 percent of all
the farms in this country are family-operated farms, and many in-
dividuals and policymakers, as you know, are concerned about
maintaining the family farm in our nation. A family farm as a com-
ponent, we know what their operating expenses are just for the
business side of the farm operation, but out of our 2.1 million farms
in the country, less than %2 of them are actually full-time farmers
who can make a living doing farming full-time. So in looking at fu-
ture security, the off-farm, what they do off-farm in their private



21

employment, what kind of benefits, and what kind of expenses that
they have to incur are key to the overall economic picture of the
farm.

Mr. ScortT. Let’s talk:

Mr. REILLY. And is kind of unique to agriculture.

Mr. ScoTT. Let’s talk about one of those expenses. First, what if
I simply choose not to fill this form out? I have, as a citizen of this
country, the ability to just say I am not filling this out.

Mr. REILLY. And many people do. Not everyone, even though it
is mandatory fill it out, that——

Mr. ScoTT. But according to the law, the citizen is required to
fill it out?

Mr. REILLY. That is correct.

Mr. ScotrT. But what are the consequences for not filling it out?

Mr. REILLY. The penalty is a $100 penalty.

Mr. ScorT. It is a $100 penalty. That may be the solution, to
eliminate the penalty.

I want to ask you about this question. Contributions to individ-
uals outside of the household, including alimony, child support,
gifts, and charitable contributions. With all due respect, it is none
of your business what somebody gives to a charity. It is not. None
of my business as the government. We have a First Amendment in
this country. What gives you the right to demand that people tell
you what they are giving to a charity?

Mr. REILLY. Well, Congressman, and I respect privacy as well as
everyone, and I know the sensitivity of a lot of this information,
and I want you to know that we put a lot of effort on making sure
that the same law that requires mandatory answers is the same
law that guarantees the confidentiality and the protection of that
information.

Mr. ScoTT. Let me interrupt you there, I am sorry, because we
are getting short on time. OPM was hacked. So when you have my
information, if you have all of my information, can you guarantee
me that it will never be hacked and never be made public?

Mr. REILLY. We do extensive security——

Mr. ScorT. Would you, yes or no? OPM couldn’t guarantee it.

Mr. REILLY. Well

Mr. ScorT. Can your agency guarantee that all of this privileged
personal information, including what a person gives to their church
or another charity they may choose to, could never be hacked and
made public?

Mr. REILLY. Well, sir, what I can guarantee is that we do every-
thing possible to secure the information. We try to stay up-to-date
with all of our IT protocols

Mr. Scorr. I will

Mr. REILLY.—and things like that.

Mr. ScotrT. I will take that as a no, with all due respect. I am
somewhat taken aback by this, and I am also taken aback by the
fact that it seems, as you go through the questions, and the slides
that we have looked at and the e-mails, it seems that if it wasn’t
specifically illegal, then the discretion was used to do it anyway.
And so where Congress gives an authority to do a survey that
much of the information might be necessary for land use, since we
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didn’t specifically say you can’t do this, this, and this, you used
your discretion to make it mandatory. Is that fair enough?

Mr. REILLY. The discretion that we used was to look at the en-
tirety of the data that was trying to be collected, and apply that
discretion to everything that was on the form. Yes, sir.

Mr. ScotT. But you used discretion to make it mandatory in-
stead of voluntary.

Mr. REILLY. Well, when I say discretion, again, following the
principles and practices that every program that we have con-
ducted since moving the Census of Agriculture——

Mr. Scort. But would you——

Mr. REILLY.—program——

Mr. ScOTT.—agree that there was a change to make this manda-
tory instead of voluntary?

Mr. REILLY. Could you repeat that again, sir? I——

Mr. ScoTT. Would you agree that there was a change to make
this mandatory? This was not a mandatory report. The household
characteristics was not a mandatory report until you used your dis-
cretion to make it one. Is that correct?

Mr. REILLY. No. Again, going back and looking at all the previous
surveys of the aspects of this, the household characteristics and in-
formation of off-farm income

Mr. ScorT. Well, let me

Mr. REILLY.—and things like that were

Mr. ScoTT. Let me rephrase it. What did you——

Mr. REILLY.—in previous surveys.

Mr. ScorT. What did you add this year?

Mr. REILLY. Which exact questions?

Mr. ScortT. Yes.

Mr. REILLY. I would have to look and go through every exact
question. But one of the principles of——

Mr. ScoTT. Let me ask one other thing then. What do you not
have the authority to add to the question?

Mr. REILLY. We have the authority to do the survey and add
things that are relevant and have to have a justified need for what
the data is going to be used for.

Mr. ScorT. Justify the need for making somebody disclose their
charitable contributions to the government.

Mr. REILLY. Again, sir, that would go to the overall economic
well-being of that household on how much——

Mr. ScotT. Using that standard, there is no limit to what you
can ask the American public.

Mr. REILLY. And, again, going through the process, what I rely
on is being open and transparent. When we go through this in our
discussions and in the development of the questionnaire, we lay out
right from the beginning in all of our Federal Register notices what
we intend to ask.

Mr. ScorT. Mr. Chairman, my time has expired, but this is just
a clear example of government overreach that we have responsi-
bility to rein-in.

And with that, I will yield what time I don’t have left.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.
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With that, since we are in the midst of a two-vote series, the
chair will call this Subcommittee into recess until we return imme-
diately after votes.

[Recess.]

The CHAIRMAN. This hearing of the Subcommittee on Bio-
technology, Horticulture, and Research will come back to order.

Welcome back, Mr. Reilly. I—well, actually, thanks for allowing
us the time to get back here. I apologize for making you wait. I ap-
preciate your time here.

We are going to go straight into the questioning, and it is for the
Minority side.

I recognize the Ranking Member of the full Agriculture Com-
mittee, Mr. Peterson, for 5 minutes.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON, A
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM MINNESOTA

Mr. PETERSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And, Mr. Reilly, yesterday or the day before, there was a story
in a paper back home about farmers in two counties in North Da-
kota not receiving ARC county payments apparently because their
neighbors had not sent in the NASS data, or the ones that did send
them in were people that irrigated, and the ones that didn’t irri-
gate didn’t send them in. In any event, all of the counties around
these two counties received payments, and it was quoted in there
they thought their payments should have been $30 an acre but
they got zero. Are you familiar with this situation?

[The document referred to is located on p. 122.]

Mr. REILLY. Not of that particular situation, no, but I am famil-
iar with the program itself and how our data is used in the pro-
gram.

Mr. PETERSON. Well, so we are using data to determine these
payments, that is given by farmers that are not actually required
by any law to do it.

Mr. REILLY. It is voluntary, yes.

Mr. PETERSON. Well, what kind of a crazy system is that? Now,
I was never in favor of this ARC county thing in the first place.
If we had the PLC, this wouldn’t have been an issue. But you can’t
explain to people how this is possible; that they were expecting to
receive $30,000 worth of payments, and they are getting zero. And
apparently, for some reason or another, they can’t use the RMA
data in those counties either. So this is I believe Stutsman and
LaMoure County in North Dakota.

First of all, I guess you need to become familiar with it, and sec-
ond of all, there has to be a way to fix this. It is not right to treat
people like this. So would you be able to fix it if there was—they
said that it was only 15 percent of the people that sent their sur-
veys in in that county?

Mr. REILLY. Well, Congressman, this goes back to one of our fun-
damental missions is providing credible, reliable data in support of
all kind of policies in farm programs. And in the data that is used
for this, we are providing information on county estimates, which
is the acreage, average yield, and production within the county,
and we rely on the voluntary cooperation of the farmers to do that.
And in our working relationship, both with the Risk Management
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Agency and the Farm Service Agency, we do, to the best of our
ability, collect enough information to provide that data that is reli-
able for the counties. One of the situations that we deal with is not
every county is equal with the number of people and the number
of farms, but in the situations where we cannot provide credible,
defensible information, we do not publish the information for that
particular county.

Mr. PETERSON. Then if you don’t publish information, they
wouldn’t be able to get the payments?

Mr. REILLY. Well, again, my agency does not administer the pro-
gram. All we do is deliver the data.

Mr. PETERSON. So if—

Mr. REILLY. And FSA and RMA are looking for the best, most ac-
curate data available, and in the situations like that, they have dif-
ficulties finding a source of data to determine, but that is not in
my area.

Mr. PETERSON. If they only had 15 percent of the farmers re-
spond with the NASS data, would that be considered inadequate?

Mr. REILLY. It is not necessarily 15 percent of the farmers, there
are two indications; we want to get a good distribution of the farm-
ers, and we look to see how much of the coverage or the acreage
or production we cover. So in a situation, if there were large opera-
tors and maybe a handful of them that we knew covered over 25
percent of the production of that commodity in that county, that
would meet our criteria for reliability.

Mr. PETERSON. I think that

Mr. REILLY.—would be able to do it.

Mr. PETERSON.—maybe is what happened, because the large
farmers that are irrigated sent in their data, and the smaller farm-
ers that are not irrigated didn’t, and so the irrigated acres got
counted, and the yield is 40, 50 bushel more than the non-irrigated.
Now, I don’t know.

Anyway, I would appreciate it if you would look into it. It is not
my district, but——

Mr. REILLY. We could look into that and get back to you with
more information, yes, sir.

Mr. PETERSON. All right. And then the other thing that I am hav-
ing questions about in my district is how you set the barley nation-
wide numbers. This is something I have been fighting over ever
since I have been here in terms of trying to differentiate between
feed barley and malting barley. And apparently, there have been
questions asked of your agency about how you came up with this
number on barley, and my people don’t think they have gotten a
good answer about how that was established. Do you know if it is
some percentage of malting barley, some percentage of feed barley,
how you came up with that number?

Mr. REILLY. Well, sir, on our prices program, what we do is that
we publish the prices of barley in three different categories. We
publish an all-barley price, we publish a feed barley price, and a
malting barley price. So we have that available, those three dif-
ferent components.

Again, you have to look back to the actual ARC—I am not sure
if that is the right program, but the farm program itself, as to
which one of those did they choose to use. Are they choosing to use
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the all-barley price or the feed barley price? And I believe in the
past, they were using the feed barley price, and now may be using
the all-barley price. We don’t set which price is used, we just give
the prices on the three different categories.

Mr. PETERSON. Well, I guess the issue is if my farmers don’t feel
like they have gotten a good answer on how you came up with the
all-barley price, which apparently was $5.30 for 2014, could you
submit to my office how you came up with that price

Mr. REILLY. Yes, we can.

Mr. PETERSON.—and what it was based on, and——

Mr. REILLY. Yes.

Mr. PETERSON.—so forth?

Mr. REILLY. We can give you an analysis of how we come up with
that price.

Mr. PETERSON. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Peterson.

I now recognize my colleague, Mr. Thompson, from Pennsylvania,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, thank you so much. Mr. Reilly,
thank you for being here.

I appreciate the fact that we work hard to try to have good data
in order to make good public policy. I think the farm bill that we
did was a reflection of that and we appreciate that data. Although
it is not to say I don’t hear from my farmers from time to time,
and they understand that good policy is driven by good data. I have
tried to make that point when it comes to reflecting on the really
good things that we were able to accomplish in the farm bill. But,
they do have a point at times, certainly, where there is a balance
and making sure that we are collecting just the information we
need, and we do it in a way that is efficient so it doesn’t become
a burden. And I appreciate your help achieving those two objec-
tives.

I have a couple of questions for you. I understand there are two
versions of TOTAL. Is that correct?

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir.

Mr. THOMPSON. Okay. Now, there was the operator version and
the landlord version. Does that sound accurate?

Mr. REILLY. That is correct, yes.

Mr. THOMPSON. The 1999 AELOS does not look like TOTAL, cor-
rect?

Mr. REILLY. When you say does not look, it also had two different
versions. It had an operator type of version and a landowner type
of version as well. The exact content in that does change over time,
but there were two separate components.

Mr. THOMPSON. It is the current contents that is the distin-
guishing difference?

Mr. REILLY. It would be the actual content that—yes, that would
be a little bit different from the previous.

Mr. THOMPSON. Okay. Now, farmers and ranchers are routinely
asked these questions by ERS through the ARMS III Survey. Is
that correct, Mr. Reilly?

Mr. REILLY. They are asked questions in the ARMS survey pri-
marily focusing on farm finances and other aspects, yes, but noth-
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ing on land ownership or intentions of transition of land or any-
thing like that.

Mr. THOMPSON. Okay. So trying to determine the difference then,
the é:lifference is that the ARMS III Survey is optional. Is that cor-
rect?

Mr. REILLY. It is voluntary, yes.

Mr. THOMPSON. Okay, voluntary. Great. Now, one obvious ration-
ale for making the TOTAL survey mandatory is to increase re-
sponse rates, and I get that. The more complete data, the better
the information. Perhaps historically NASS and ERS were not sat-
isfied with the response rates for prior surveys, however, this docu-
ment shows that the response rates historically were acceptable,
and I am assuming statistically acceptable. Can we put up Slide
2 up on the screen?

Mr. THOMPSON. Is it there already? Okay. The 50 percent and
the 74 percent returns seem acceptable. Now, again, Mr. Reilly,
what was the motivation for conducting TOTAL using the manda-
tory Census authority?

Mr. REILLY. Well, when you look at the term acceptable on the
two response rates, and when you look at the reliability, especially
for the landlord side, it is pushing some of our reliability bound-
aries of what we would deem acceptable. Now, we do publish with
all of our numbers sort of a measure of error that goes with each
one, but if sometimes those bounds are too great then we will not
be able to publish the data.

Now, since that time, we have been experiencing, and all statis-
tical agencies have been experiencing, declining response rates. So
a response rate that you achieved in 1999 looking forward, we were
very apprehensive that, especially on the landlord side, whether we
were going to be able to collect enough reliable data.

Mr. THOMPSON. Also in the e-mail shown on the screen, it says,
“We didn’t actually publish the percent.” Instead, they published “a
bunch of text to try and confuse people about our actual rate.” Who
was NASS staff trying to confuse and why?

Mr. REILLY. Well, I cannot say who is the author of this e-mail,
but in looking at our description, we put out a lot of different num-
bers and adjectives to describe the quality of our data. Response is
one of them, and response is sort of how many do you send out,
how many do you get back and take that out. We also put in there
reliabilities of how variable the information is, and also within a
survey itself, we may have gotten a questionnaire back but major
portions of those questions or items within that may remain blank.
So you just can’t always look at just one number and say I received
X percent back, you have to look at the details within that, how
many of the questions were actually answered, or how many had
to be statistically looked at, and whether it was imputation or
something, to try to complete the missing items. So there are dif-
ferent measures of quality that we try to issue.

Mr. THOMPSON. No, I understand——

Mr. REILLY. Okay.

Mr. THOMPSON. I understand that, and I just want to clarify—
the narrative concerns me, just the implications about, “a bunch of
published a bunch of text to try and confuse people about our ac-
tual rate.” I certainly understand the standard deviation, and there
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are so many places to glean information from a survey participa-
tion rate and response, and those types of things, but any clarifica-
tion in terms of what was being communicated or inferred in that
e-mail by that statement?

Mr. REILLY. And, again, I am not sure what specifically we are
talking about, but over time, OMB has changed some of their re-
quirements of how we calculate and the formula that goes into cal-
culating a response rate. It used to be simple, taking sort of the
number of forms you sent out and the number of forms that you
received back in. But since that time, there have been new param-
eters and requirements placed on how we calculate this, and when
you start describing out-of-businesses, how you treat an out-of-busi-
ness or somebody that says they are no longer a farmer, or things
like that, and you do that, the text is very confusing based on what
people normally perceive as a response rate.

Mr. THOMPSON. Sure. If you wouldn’t mind and then I

Mr. REILLY. But we could clarify, we could provide you exactly
how the responses

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, if you work with your staff——

Mr. REILLY.—calculate.

Mr. THOMPSON.—to get a clarification for that, I would appre-
ciate it.

Mr. REILLY. Yes.

Mr. THOMPSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

I would now like to recognize my colleague, Ms. Kuster, for 5
minutes.

Ms. KUSTER. Thank you very much. Thank you Chairman Davis
and Ranking Member DelBene. And thank you to the Adminis-
trator for being with us.

I actually find this information helpful and very interesting, but
I come from a much smaller state with much smaller farms. And
it is important for me to understand the health and well-being of
the communities in the rural part of my state, as well as the econ-
omy, and within families to understand do they have to take jobs
off the farm to make life work, which is typically the case. It does
seem to me, from this hearing, that there may be either a lack of
coordination or maybe a lack of information and outreach that is
causing the issues that have come up. I am wondering, can you
suggest to me ways that NASS could improve outreach efforts to
farmers, to industry, so that farmers will have a better under-
standing of the survey, know when and how the survey will be ad-
ministered. But most importantly, they would have an under-
standing of how this is information on an aggregate level, not per-
sonal information. Also, how this type of data is helpful in making
policy that then will come back to benefit their lives and rural com-
munities.

Mr. REILLY. And that is a very good question, and we, within our
agency, realize that we rely on the cooperation of the farmers and
ranchers, and we are doing a lot through our public affairs area of
describing sort of what it is we are collecting. But more impor-
tantly, we are trying to educate as many as we can on the uses.
And, for example, we have worked with many of the commodity in-
dustries, going back to show how the information we collect relates
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back to the ARC programs, how it relates back to crop insurance.
And we have had joint brochures and explanatory statements de-
veloped both from us, RMA, the Corn Growers Association and Soy-
bean Growers Association, that are looking at and trying to de-
scribe back to the farmers and ranchers how the data you provide
to NASS is used to get you a crop insurance payment. And the
more we educate and the more we can get that, the better off we
are going to be able to complete our mission of getting the data,
and the farmers will know how it is being used. And that is the
critical thing that we are trying to communicate.

Ms. KUSTER. Yes, and I agree with you. I think that is critical.
And I would say this is a very bipartisan Committee, that is rare
on Capitol Hill, and we would like to work with you if there is a
way that we can help communicate to our constituents, put out a
press release, put it up on our websites in a way that helps make
that case that this information is not meant to be intrusive, it is
meant to be instructive as to how we make these decisions of public
policy, and as you say, how the checks flow coming back to the
farmers.

So thank you for your testimony. I appreciate your time.

Mr. THOMPSON [presiding.] The gentlelady yields back.

I now recognize the gentleman from Washington, Mr. Newhouse.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr.
Reilly, welcome.

Mr. REILLY. Thank you.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I appreciate your time here, your contributing to
this conversation. It is very important stuff.

I am a farmer myself. I have filled out many of the surveys,
sometimes begrudgingly.

Mr. REILLY. Yes, I understand.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. But I understand the importance of the informa-
tion as it is gathered. Information is power and we need to make
sure that producers in this country have good information, and so
it is important stuff. That is why I am concerned about the pro-
gram overall, and we want to make sure that there is confidence
in it, that people see not only the need for it, but it is given that
surveys are conducted in such a way that people feel that they are
being treated fairly, and not questioning the information or the use
of it, but just in the manner it is secured. Like I tried to express
at the outset, farmers are busy

Mr. REILLY. Yes.

Mr. NEWHOUSE.—as you well know. We have a million things to
do before yesterday, and to sit down and fill out a survey that is
going to take 30 minutes, and turns out to be several hours, we
don’t get any money for that, and there are other things that are
high on the priority list. So it is a very sensitive thing that we have
to be very careful in protecting our credibility in this.

I have a couple of questions. The 2014 TOTAL survey, adminis-
tered by NASS, my understanding was 24 pages long, had 326
questions. Is that correct?

Mr. REILLY. Well, that would probably have been the operator
component, yes.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Okay.

Mr. REILLY. There are two different components, yes.
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Mr. NEWHOUSE. So would you describe in your estimation as that
questionnaire being concise as Congress directed that it should be?

Mr. REILLY. Well, again, in looking at serving the needs of the
public, we operate under several different parameters. We have to
be very cognizant of minimizing the response burden. And we work
with strict guidance through the OMB pre-approval process of look-
ing at the response burden that we have, and we still have to be
able to collect the needed information. So as we go through, again,
every step of our process, I won’t say it is actually one of our golden
rules, but we try to keep the response burden as minimal as pos-
sible. And if we are looking for new items and things like that, we
try to take items off to keep it equivalent. But the needs and the
data needs for agriculture do change over time, and there has been
an appetite for more information as more needs are being identified
across the country. But we are very aware of the response burden,
and we work to make sure that everything that gets on that docu-
ment. And again, as part of the review process in the Federal Reg-
ister notice, we do send it out and give it to the public to look at—
here is the type of questions, and see are we hitting the target,
anybody have any comments, is there something that we are miss-
ing, is there something too much or——

Mr. NEWHOUSE. So you——

Mr. REILLY.—anything like that.

Mr. NEWHOUSE.—saying it needs to be relevant information, rel-
evant questions?

Mr. REILLY. Yes. Yes.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Would you say questions about furniture and of-
fice supplies and license taxes, health expenses, how much was
spent on entertainment, generally, are those relevant questions?

Mr. REILLY. Well, again, especially dealing with agriculture,
which is kind of unique, is because of the high percentage of farm
operations that are family farms. Ninety-seven percent of all of our
farms meet that criteria. And there is a difference, and there is a
thing to look at the whole economic profile of the operation which
doesn’t just stop at the farm operation. So there is a need to gather
some information about the off-farm-related activities to get a com-
plete overall—

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Well

Mr. REILLY.—economic well-being picture——

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I have——

Mr. REILLY.—of our farms and

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I have just a short amount of time left, if I could
ask quickly. I apologize for this, but in e-mails we have gotten from
OMB, they directed NASS to speak with the USDA General Coun-
sel about the content of the survey and whether USDA had the au-
thority to combine TOTAL and ARM surveys to make them manda-
tory. I want to know if you were aware of those concerns, and do
you know if that consultation ever took place? And I apologize for
leaving you very little time.

Mr. REILLY. I am not sure specifically which concerns you are
talking about, but in looking at our consultation with OGC, I am
in constant communication with them about various aspects of our
program. And we can get back with you on any type of what their
opinion is or whatever. We have had discussions not only on this
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program but other aspects of the Census of Agriculture program
and the mandatory reporting over the years, and have a very
strong working relationship with them. And in going through the
OMB approval process, we do provide answers and questions and
documentation to the OMB examiner, sort of justifying our request
and our authority to do that.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. So you are saying those consultations did occur?

Mr. REILLY. Well, on this specific program, not necessarily, but
I do consult with them all the time. And we did provide, and I have
had recent conversations with them on other programs under the
Census of Agriculture, and we did provide some of our
documentations that we had from previous conversations to the
OMB examiner. And we can get any clarification

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Okay.

Mr. REILLY.—for the record if you need it of what OGC—because,
again, every Census follow-on that we have conducted since the
transfer at the Department of Agriculture has been conducted
under the mandatory reporting authority.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I have gone over my time, Mr. Chairman. I ap-
preciate your leniency. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN [presiding.] It is freshman leniency, Mr.
New}lllouse. It won’t happen in your next year. Thank you very
much.

The chair would like to recognize the Ranking Member, Ms.
DelBene, for 5 minutes.

Ms. DELBENE. We all support other Washington State Members
of the Committee, I just had a couple of extra questions, Mr. Reilly.

We talk about voluntary and mandatory surveys, and so I want-
ed to know if you could explain for us the difference, why you de-
cide to use one versus the other.

Mr. REILLY. Well, first of all, when you talk about a decision
process, essentially, with the Census of Agriculture program and
the authority that we have had, all the special follow-ons that we
have conducted as part of that program have been mandatory.
Okay. So it is not like yes, no, or whatever, we have just conducted
all of them as mandatory. And other than those programs, and
knowing the important nature of what we are trying to get on
those programs, on our Agricultural Estimates programs we have
very little mandatory reporting on that side at all. So again, I look
at this, and you look at the Census of Agriculture program and all
the key related issues that it is trying then to subsequently meas-
ure are critical. With the response rates and the quality of the data
to measure those sometimes are difficult to get to, so each one,
starting with the 1999 AELOS and every special study that has
been conducted under the Census of Agriculture authority has been
mandatory reporting.

Ms. DELBENE. Can you give us more information on the types of
responses you get, what the difference in responses you get be-
tween a mandatory and a voluntary——

Mr. REILLY. Typically, we find that our response rate will prob-
ably increase and improve around 15 percent going from a vol-
untary to a mandatory program, about a 15 percent increase.

Ms. DELBENE. And how does that show itself in terms of the
quality of the data that you get as a result?
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Mr. REILLY. In many times, it is absolutely critical, because when
you look at the Census of Agriculture program, yes, we are looking
at measuring things at a national level, but oftentimes you have
to make sure we are putting out information on a sublevel, wheth-
er it be a state, or in some instances even below the state level.
And that is where it becomes critical. If you look at response rates
and making sure that certain issues are important in all states, it
is difficult for some of the smaller states for us to collect certain
data at a defensible statistical level without the use of that manda-
tory reporting.

Ms. DELBENE. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I yield back. I appre-
ciate your time.

Ms. Davis. Thank you.

The chair now recognizes the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Yoho,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. YoHO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Reilly, thank you for
being here.

And T am going to pick up where my colleagues from Wash-
ington, in Washington, left off. And I am not as refined as my col-
league to the left.

Where I come from—I am a large animal veterinarian, I prac-
ticed for 30 years, I have dealt with rural agriculture all of my life
since I was about 15. Where I come from, people are angry about
these surveys. They are intrusive. If I were to ask you how many
children do you have?

Mr. REILLY. I do not have any children.

Mr. YoHo. Do you travel?

Mr. REILLY. Yes, I do travel.

Mr. YoHO. Where do you like to travel?

Mr. REILLY. State of Washington

Mr. YOHO. And if I kept going——

Mr. REILLY.—because that is where my family is from.

Mr. YoHo. And if I keep going and say how much do you spend
on this, and what is in your annuity and things like that, you
might get to a point where you say it is none of your darned busi-
ness. That is what I run into.

And, these questions, I find them offensive, and especially when
it is mandatory. It was brought up by Austin Scott about the
Fourth Amendment, the right of the people to secure their persons,
their house, their papers and effects against unreasonable search
and seizures, shall not be violated and no warrants shall be issued
but upon probable cause supported by an oath. I think we have
overstepped the boundaries of this. And this is why, at this point
of time in our country, especially where I come from, it is a very
conservative district, there is a lot of mistrust of government. And
this is an intrusive program. And I understand the importance of
having the information, to get that information to make the deci-
sions that we have to up here, but there is a better way to do that,
and I would encourage you highly to do that. If not, Congress will
act, and you will have help from your own government.

What I wanted to ask you is, OMB—and if you could raise Slide
5 please.

Mr. YoHO. OMB raised concerns about making the TOTAL sur-
vey mandatory. This will be Slide 5. In the document on the screen
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now, an OMB employee advises, he is referring to the OMB Gen-
eral Counsel, believes that only the survey content named in the
title is designated as mandatory. Were you aware of these concerns
raised by OMB?

Mr. REILLY. Well, I am not aware of these specific concerns, but
in getting back to our OMB approval process, as you know, exam-
iners come, examiners go, different things, and oftentimes people
are not aware of all the rules and parameters. I have had conversa-
tions over the course of the year and my time, trying to explain to
people what the authority provided to us under the Census of Agri-
culture Act was. And in looking at this, I can’t comment specifically
on this, but we have been through this. We have been through this
several cycles. And I have talked with staff and I have a good rela-
tionship with OGC on many of the issues, but as far as my staff
goes, we go back to what we have done before, how we have justi-
fied things before, and apparently whatever information that we
provided back to OMB met their satisfaction because they did end
up approving:

Mr. YoHO. Well, let me go on to my next question then. OMB
staff then directed NASS staff to consult with the USDA General
Counsel to determine whether the Secretary had the discretionary
authority to mandate TOTAL as part of the Census for Agriculture
program. Did any such consultation occur in your knowledge?

Mr. REILLY. Well, I am not aware—well, first of all, I am not
aware of this request, and any conversation I am not——

Mr. YoHo. Okay, so——

Mr. REILLY.—aware of that, but——

Mr. YoHO. But—okay.

Mr. REILLY.—in dealings with the General Counsel, we just re-
cently instituted a new Census of Agriculture report, current indus-
trial reports, requested under Census of Agriculture authority, and
I have had complete discussions with the General Counsel on that
and those programs are being conducted

Mr. YoHo. Well, let me ask you this. Do you think the NASS
staff has the right to ask those questions, to mandate TOTAL as
part of the Census for Agriculture program? Is that a yes or a no?
I mean I am just kind of looking for a yes or no.

Mr. REILLY. Again, going back, all the programs that we have
conducted on the Census of Agriculture and the special studies
s}ilnce the transfer over have been conducted under mandatory au-
thority.

Mr. YoHo. All right. So the question is, do they have the discre-
tionary authority to do that? You are saying yes?

Mr. REILLY. Well, I would say that, yes, all of them have
been——

Mr. YoHo. Okay.

Mr. REILLY.—conducted that way.

Mr. YoHo. I have a follow-up question then. Why were there no
related documents produced to the Committee then when re-
quested? And if you can’t answer that, I would appreciate a written
answer for that for this Committee so that we can look at that
more in-depth.

And, Mr. Chairman, I believe I have run out of time. And I am
going to ask you to submit that. The question is, the OMB staff di-
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rected NASS staff to consult with the USDA General Counsel to
determine whether the Secretary has the discretionary authority to
mandate TOTAL, and did any such consultation occur? You said
yes, you thought. If yes, why were then no related documents pro-
duced to the Committee that was requested?

hAnd I yield back. Thank you, sir. I will make sure you have
them.

Mr. REILLY. If I can make one clarification. I did not have a dis-
cussion with OGC about the TOTAL survey, I had discussions with
them about other Census of Agriculture special studies, and more
recently, the current industrial reports. So those are the conversa-
tions that I had. And if you need something from OGC that would
document the authority to conduct the TOTAL, we can provide——

Mr. YoHo. I will write this down. I am out of time, and I want
to respect the Chairman’s time and everybody else’s. And I will get
you those questions. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. Reilly, thank you again. I have a few more questions.

Following up a little bit on what Mr. Yoho started, several of the
documents show various employees being instructed not to reveal
ERS’ involvement in the TOTAL survey. Let’s put up Slide 7.

The CHAIRMAN. This is an example of this. This employee is
under the impression that you do not want third parties to know
about ERS’ involvement and thereby create the appearance that
NASS is conducting a Census for another agency. How do you ex-
plain this?

Mr. REILLY. Well, sir, I am not familiar with this specific e-mail.
And, again, I will go back to the process and the plan that we put
in place for this. When we looked at doing the two different sur-
veys, we identified there was much overlap between the two, and
we attempted to try to do something that was efficient and reduce
respondent burden. So essentially, we eliminated or suspended
ARMS III for the particular year and incorporated some of those
questions and some of the content into the TOTAL survey. And
what we didn’t want to do is that, when we were talking about this
to anyone, is that we were not conducting ARMS this year. We
wanted to make sure all of our materials and stuff like that re-
flected that we were doing a land ownership survey.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, for the record, I would like to note that this
information was submitted to you on Monday. So at some point in
time, I would like to make sure that you have had a chance to see
that before you arrived here, which is why we gave it to you

Mr. REILLY. Okay.

The CHAIRMAN.—and I would hope we could get more of a re-
sponse.

And one last question on this issue. Did you direct employees to
hide ERS’ involvement in TOTAL?

Mr. REILLY. I never directed or had any communication about
hiding anything. In fact, I believe, and again, in my opening state-
ment we, right from the beginning from our explanatory notes
through the Federal Register process, talked about the collaboration
with ERS on the program. So we never hid anything about the in-
volvement or whatever. We were open and transparent right from
the beginning.
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The CHAIRMAN. Well, thank you. I wanted to follow up on Mr.
Yoho, since he started that line of questioning, and then go back
now to something that was mentioned earlier by many of my col-
leagues and me about the mandatory nature of TOTAL.

Can we put Slide 3 up please?

The CHAIRMAN. This e-mail from NASS OMB liaison states, “Joe
said we have the approval to treat this as a mandatory survey
under the discretionary rights of the Secretary.” And you just men-
tioned the mandatory issue in regards to OGC. Who granted that
approval?

Mr. REILLY. Well, I am not familiar with the particular e-mail,
but again, in our process of submitting everything for OMB in our
Federal Register notice and all the OMB approval process, we were
right from the beginning with our intention to conduct this as man-
datory reporting. So in our first Federal Register notice and in our
second Federal Register notice, it was the intention in there that
we were doing this as a mandatory reporting. And then, in essence,
once we received OMB approval, then we proceed with imple-
menting the program.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, Mr. Reilly, again, this information was in
the report that was submitted by your employees to us. I find it
disheartening that we can’t have a conversation here on informa-
tion that your agency provided to us and get questions answered.

Do you agree that the—well, you know what, I am going to skip
that question.

Mr. Thompson, do you have any more questions? All right, I will
go into our closing statements.

Mr. Reilly, thank you. I think all of us here on both sides, we
understand the value of the Census of Agriculture survey. We truly
do. Some of the responses that you have given today frustrate us
to the point that maybe we will have another hearing on this. You
mentioned the 1999 survey being the basis of the mandatory
TOTAL survey. Well, let me for the record, and I will submit the
1999 survey for the record and also the TOTAL survey, you already
know there is a major difference in what is being asked on the
1999 survey, and many of the questions that have been deemed in-
trusive on the TOTAL survey.

[The information referred to is located on p. 58, and p. 73.1*

The CHAIRMAN. Our farmers have been frustrated by this new
mandatory survey. They have been frustrated by the questions that
have been asked. I appreciate your responses regarding dental in-
surance, health insurance questions, but I still don’t see the need
to ask that in an agricultural survey. That is something other sur-
veys within the Federal Government ask. My colleague, Mr. Scott
from Georgia, brought up the issue of spending and even charitable
contributions. Well, the IRS gets that information from every
American if they itemize, and if they don’t, why does the Census
of Agriculture survey, why does TOTAL have to ask that informa-
tion? I started today by asking you about if you are a risk-taker.
By your own response, Mr. Reilly, you couldn’t answer that ques-
tion accurately. And how can we expect our farmers who don’t un-

*Editor’s note: The 1999 AELOS survey and the ARMS III survey are Attachments I and
2 of the House Committee on Agriculture staff report, Oversight of USDA’s Use of the Census
of Agriculture Authority To Acquire Farmer’s Personal Financial Information.



35

derstand the survey, who don’t know the background of the survey,
who don’t know what that survey is going to be used for, how can
you expect them to answer that question?

I hope you can see today why we are frustrated. I hope you can
see today why we expect you and the USDA to go back and rework
something like this. Let’s use some common-sense. And I would
hope that what we take away from here is an opportunity to con-
tinue to work together; because we do truly value the statistical
analysis that this survey can give, and I am personally afraid that
the response rate is going to continue to go down when you add
questions that are seemingly absurd to many of us.

So with that, I want to say thank you again. Thank you to your
staff. And I appreciate the opportunity to be here with you, and I
look forward to working with you in the future.

And now I have to go through my usual adjournment speech.
Under the rules of the Committee, the record of today’s hearing
will remain open for 10 calendar days to receive additional mate-
rial and supplementary written responses from the witness to any
questions posed by a Member.

This Subcommittee on Biotechnology, Horticulture, and Research
hearing is now adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 3:55 p.m., the Subcommittee was adjourned.]

[Material submitted for inclusion in the record follows:]
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I. Executive Summary

In January 2015, the Committee, both Majority and Minority, were contacted by
farmers and ranchers, also referred to as producers or operators, concerned that the
U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) National Agricultural Statistics Service
(NASS) improperly used the Census of Agriculture authority to conduct a survey en-
titled Tenure, Ownership, and Transition of Agricultural Land (TOTAL). By invok-
ing the Census authority, NASS rendered the TOTAL survey compulsory. Farmers
and ranchers across America were enraged when they realized the broadly scoped
%gs‘r[i)iﬂtural Resource Management Survey (ARMS III) was now being mandated by

The farmers and ranchers in touch with the House Agriculture Committee, having
no insight into the behind-the-scenes planning and execution of the survey, were
confounded by the duplicative, intrusive, and over-broad nature of TOTAL. The
TOTAL survey inquired about all aspects of an operator’s personal finan-
cial portfolio as well as all aspects of farm related income and expenses.
Examples of the intrusive nature include the following queries: “income
from private pensions,” spending on “health and/or dental insurance costs,”
and values of “financial assets held in non-retirement accounts” such sav-
ings bonds and mutual funds. These questions on the TOTAL survey were
required to be answered. Otherwise, the operator could face a monetary
penalty. In order to understand all the facts surrounding this novel approach to
ARMS III, on February 2, 2015, Chairman Conaway and Ranking Member Peterson
sent a letter to Secretary Vilsack requesting information, documents, and a staff-
level briefing related to the TOTAL survey.

On February 5, 2015, and again on March 27, 2015, NASS officials briefed House
Agriculture Committee staff regarding the TOTAL survey. Both briefings were
fraught with contradictions and confusion. At one point, during the February brief-
ing, NASS staff stated that the TOTAL survey had been conducted “for years—since
1998.” Then, when Committee staff challenged this statement, it was retracted.
Based on the confused nature of the February briefing, Committee staff determined
it was necessary to continue to press USDA for documents related to TOTAL and
NASS’s authority to conduct TOTAL as a mandatory Census of Agriculture follow-
on survey.

For 7 months, USDA produced approximately 49,000 documents, which Com-
mittee staff reviewed. On September 9, 2015, Chairman Conaway sent Secretary
Vilsack a letter requesting transcribed testimony of two NASS employees, who have
significant factual knowledge of the planning and execution of the TOTAL survey.
USDA refused this request. Instead, USDA offered another briefing. Because USDA
refused to produce witnesses to clarify certain documents and elaborate on the cir-
cumstances surrounding the TOTAL survey, the Committee is left with outstanding
questions. These gaps in the record are addressed in Section III of this report.
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Over the course of the Committee’s oversight of the TOTAL survey, it became
clear that certain anomalies occurred during the planning and approval phase of the
survey. The pace, timing, and fact that TOTAL resembled the ARMS III survey—
a survey traditionally conducted as an optional survey to inform research by the
Economic Research Service (ERS)—was driven by department-level leadership. The
electronic mail messages (e-mails) produced to the Committee show USDA’s involve-
ment in the process, which raises questions about the political motivations for the
compulsory nature of the TOTAL survey. Administrator Reilly, the official in charge
of NASS and other NASS staff appear to have been receiving input from USDA-
main headquarters. It is unclear who at the department-level was involved in plan-
ning the TOTAL survey. Either USDA failed to produce documents and communica-
tions to answer this question or the directions were verbal. Without having the op-
portunity to question appropriate witnesses and USDA officials, the Committee’s
oversight efforts are impaired. This also shields facts from Congress and American
agricultural producers. However, one thing is clear: the TOTAL survey that was
sent to operators is essentially a mandatory version of the ARMS III survey. The
complete rationale for mandating TOTAL is, at this point, opaque to the Committee.

Beyond the novel approach of mandating TOTAL, producers and ranchers from
around the U.S. raised concerns about the survey content and the fact that it was
extremely burdensome to complete. The TOTAL survey was broad and in some in-
stances duplicative. While the Census of Agriculture is an important tool used by
economists; state, local, and Federal policy-makers; financial analysts; and farmers
themselves, it cannot be overly burdensome requiring farmers fill out unnecessary
paperwork rather than focusing on their land. The House Agriculture Committee
understood the importance of the Census as well as the balance that must be
struck.

In the report accompanying the Census of Agriculture Act of 1997, the Committee
wrote that “[plroducers have serious time constraints and should only have to an-
swer questionnaires that are concise, easily readable and understandable, and rel-
evant to today’s agricultural operations.” ! Historically, the Census mandated report-
ing information focused on farm-related data such as crops planted, yields, crop in-
surance, and on-farm finances. With regard to the TOTAL survey, NASS engaged
in a series of actions to convince the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to
sign off on making TOTAL mandatory for all recipients to complete. These actions
allowed them to compel—through the threat of a monetary penalty—the collection
of a vast amount on-farm and off-farm data from farmers, ranchers, and land own-
ers. This report calls into question the propriety of invoking the Census authority
to require American farmers and ranchers to fill out a burdensome questionnaire
probing not only their farm-related finances, but also their off-farm financial infor-
mation.

OMB plays a role in approving mandatory information collections across govern-
ment. Notably, documents produced to the Committee demonstrate that OMB raised
questions about NASS’s authority to conduct TOTAL as a mandatory Census follow-
on. The OMB General Counsel provided an informal opinion stating that
NASS could not conduct the TOTAL survey under its mandatory Census au-
thority. The OMB General Counsel stated that only survey content enumerated in
Title 7 could be mandatory. NASS, in contrast, argued the Secretary of Agriculture
had the discretion to determine survey content.

OMB Staff advised NASS staff to seek guidance from the USDA General Counsel
on the question of the Secretary’s discretionary authority. NASS declined to follow
OMB’s advice. The record before the Committee is void of any legal analysis on the
subject of whether it is permissible to conduct the TOTAL survey as a mandatory
Census follow-on survey. In e-mails provided to the Committee, USDA contends it
has broad authority to conduct smaller surveys containing material beyond what is
enumerated in the Census of Agriculture statute. In responding to the TOTAL sur-
vey, operators are essentially providing all financial data related to farm and land
operations as well as personal household financial data. USDA, by taking this new
approach, has delved into data ranging from how much a rancher’s family spends
on everything from health insurance to dental checkups to how much they spend
on vacations. The House Agriculture Committee staff disagrees with this approach.

1H. Rep. No. 105-296 (Oct. 2, 1997).
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II. Background

Relevant Agencies

The Census of Agriculture is conducted every 5 years pursuant to the Census of
Agriculture Act of 1997.2 NASS is the USDA agency delegated the authority to con-
duct the Census. According to the NASS website, the agency “conducts hundreds of
surveys every year and prepares reports covering virtually every aspect of U.S. agri-
culture.”3 NASS employs approximately 435 staff members in Washington, D.C. and
650 staff in field offices across the U.S. Its headquarters is in Washington, D.C. with
12 regional field offices serving the nation. NASS’s annual budget is $172 million
in discretionary dollars. The Administrator of NASS is Joseph T. Reilly. Reilly has
served at NASS since 1997 and prior to joining NASS, he served at the Department
of Commerce’s Bureau of Census for 21 years.

ERS is the USDA agency responsible for producing analyses of economic and so-
cial science information on agriculture, rural development, food, commodity mar-
kets, and the environment. It compiles and disseminates data concerning USDA pro-
grams and policies to various stakeholders. Presently, ERS has no authority related
to the Census of Agriculture. Since 2011, ERS has been led by Dr. Mary Bohman.

Both NASS and ERS are housed within the Research, Education, and Economics
mission area of USDA. These agencies are overseen by Under Secretary of Agri-
culture Dr. Catherine Woteki.

The Census of Agriculture
According to the NASS’s website:

[TThe Census of Agriculture is the leading source of facts and figures about
American agriculture. Conducted every 5 years, the Census provides a detailed
picture of U.S. farms and ranches and the people who operate them. It is the
only source of uniform, comprehensive agricultural data for every state and
county in the United States. Participation by every farmer and rancher, regard-
less of the size or type of operation, is vitally important. By responding to the
Census, producers are helping themselves, their communities and all of U.S. ag-
riculture.*

NASS conducted the most recent Census of Agriculture in 2012. Initially, the U.S.
Department of Commerce’s Bureau of Census (BOC) conducted the Census every 10

27 U.S.C. §2204g states, in pertinent part:
(a) Census of agriculture required
(1) In general

In 1998 and every fifth year thereafter, the Secretary of Agriculture shall take a Census
of Agriculture.

(2) Inclusion of specialty crops

Effective beginning with the Census of Agriculture required to be conducted in 2008,
the Secretary shall conduct as part of each Census of Agriculture a Census of specialty
crops (as that term is defined in section 3 of the Specialty Crops Competitiveness Act of
2004 (7 U.S.C. 1621 note; Public Law 108-465)).

(b) Methods

In connection with the Census, the Secretary may conduct any survey or other informa-
tion collection, and employ any sampling or other statistical method, that the Secretary
determines is appropriate.

(¢) Year of information

The information collected in each Census taken under this section shall relate to the
year immediately preceding the year in which the Census is taken.

Frequently Asked Questions, About the Census, htip:/ /www.agcensus.usda.gov/Help | FAQs/
General FAQs/ (last visited Oct. 13, 2015).

The Paperwork Reduction Act “requires agencies to submit approval requests for information
collections to [the Office of Mgmt. & Budget’s] Office of Information & Regulatory Affairs
[OIRA]. OIRA then evaluates them under the standards of the Paperwork Reduction Act, ap-
proving them if they comply and assigning a control number.” See https:/ /www.whitehouse.gov /
omb/OIRA QsandAs/. The Census of Agriculture and its follow-on surveys must be vetted in
advance by officials at OIRA.

3http:/ [www.nass.usda.gov /About NASS/ (last visited Oct. 21, 2015).

4See http:/ /www.agcensus.usda.gov /About_the Census/ (last visited Sept. 11, 2015).
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years.? From 1920 through 1992, the BOC conducted the Census every 5 years.® In
1997, the House and Senate passed the Census of Agriculture Act of 1997 to trans-
fer the authority for conducting the Census from the BOC to USDA.7 On November
21, 1997, President Clinton signed the Act (P.L. 105-113), which is now part of Title
7 of the United States Code.

Data collected through the Census of Agriculture is used by numerous entities in
both the public and private sectors. Farmers, farm product manufacturers, and the
financial industry are among private sector consumers of the data. Additionally,
state, local, and Federal policy-makers use the data to make decisions that will af-
fect agriculture.®

In addition to the Census, NASS also conducts follow-on surveys. Follow-on sur-
veys are authorized in order to collect detailed information about specific agriculture
related topics. Past follow-on surveys have included the Census of Horticulture, Or-
ganic Survey, and the On-Farm Energy Production Survey, among others. With
proper notice and opportunity to comment,® the follow-on surveys can be mandated
under the Census of Agriculture authority.

As mentioned above, participation in the Census of Agriculture and many of its
follow-on surveys is requlred by law. Producers failing to answer the Census of Agri-
culture questions may be fined up to $100.

NASS’ funding varies from year to year and it is difficult to parse out Census
funding from the numerous follow-on surveys NASS conducts. The appropriation is
at its largest sum the year after a Census year which can be attributed to the fact
that the survey is a look back at the data from the previous year. In the table below,
the highlighted years are the peak years—those in which the survey is released.

FY Census Funding *
2016 (request) $45.747
2015 $47.842
2014 $44.545
2013 $58.029
2012 $41.639
2011 $33.073
2010 $37.908
2009 $37.265
2008 $51.985
2007 $32.644
2006 $28.824

*Dollar figures are in millions.

The Agricultural Economics and Land Ownership Survey (AELOS)

The Agricultural Economics and Land Ownership Survey (AELOS) was a survey
conducted to gather information related to “non-farming landlord contributions to
production agriculture.”1© The AELOS survey “provided estimates of farm and
ranch land acquisition and ownership, capitalization and debt, operating inputs and
costs, and operator-landlord relationships.” 11 It provided a more comprehensive pic-
ture of the financial conditions in agriculture. The inaugural AELOS survey was
conducted by NASS in 1999. Although USDA stated that the AELOS survey has

58. Rep. No. 105-141 (Nov. 7, 1997); H. Rep. No. 105-296 (Oct. 2, 1997).

6Id.; noting that between 1978 and 1982, the Census of Agriculture was conducted every 4
years so as to align it with other economic surveys.

71d.

8 Frequently Asked Questions, About the Census, Attp:/ /www.agcensus.usda.gov/Help | FAQs/
General FAQs/ (last visited Oct. 13, 2015).

9 The Paperwork Reduction Act “requires agencies to submit approval requests for information
collections to [the Office of Mgmt. & Budget’s] Office of Information & Regulatory Affairs
[OIRA]. OIRA then evaluates them under the standards of the Paperwork Reduction Act, ap-
proving them if they comply and assigning a control number.” See https:/ /www.whitehouse.gov /
omb/OIRA QsandAs/. The Census of Agriculture and its follow-on surveys must be vetted in
advance by officials at OIRA.

10[Redacted], Chief, Census Planning Branch, U.S. Dep’t of Agrlc National Agric. Statistics
Serv., Tenure, Ownershl p, and Transition of Agrlcultural Land [TOTAL] Survey PowerPoint
Presentation [USDA CENSUS-0025401]; see also Letter from Hon. Todd Batta, Assistant Sec’y,
Office of Cong. Affairs, U.S. Dep’t of Agr1c to Hon. K. Michael Conaway, Chalrman H. Agric.
Comm., Mar. 13, 2015 [hereinafter Batta Letter, Mar. 2015].

11[USDA-CENSUS-0025401].
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“been completed about every 10 years as a follow-on survey to the Census of Agri-
culture,” 12 documents show the sole AELOS survey was conducted in 1999. AELOS
was an updated version of similar surveys which were conducted in 1959, 1964,
1970, 1979, and 1988.13 NASS had planned to conduct an AELOS survey in 2011,
but canceled it due to budget constraints.14 Between 1999 and 2000, NASS received
$2 million to fund the AELOS survey.15

The 1999 version of AELOS was conducted as a mandatory Census of Agriculture
follow-on survey.1é A copy of the 1999 AELOS survey is provided as an attachment
[Attachment 1] to this report.

The Agricultural Resource Management Survey (ARMS)

According to ERS’ website, the ARMS survey is USDA’s “primary source of infor-
mation on the financial condition, production practices, and resource use of Amer-
ica’s farm businesses and the economic well-being of America’s farm households.” 17
ARMS has three phases. The third phase, ARMS III, which is relevant to this over-
sight initiative, contains broad, probing questions about “whole farm finance infor-
mation” and “operator characteristics.” 18 For at least the past 10 years, ARMS has
been conducted by ERS and NASS, jointly.19

ARMS is an annual survey which provides data used by economists for various
sorts of research, by producers in decision-making, and policy-makers.20 ARMS III
data, in particular, is utilized by economists, financial analysts, and producers,
among others. Data obtained through the ARMS survey is available on ERS’ website
dating back to 1996.21 Funding for the ARMS survey comes from funds appropriated
for ERS and has been approximately $19 million annually since Fiscal Year 2006.

It is important to note that historically the ARMS survey has not been mandatory
for farm operators and has not been a part of the Census of Agriculture program.
A copy of the ARMS III survey form is attached [Attachment 2] to this report.

The Tenure, Ownership and Transition of Agricultural Land Survey (TOTAL)

In March 2012, the Advisory Committee on Agriculture Statistics (ACAS) rec-
ommended that NASS conduct a land tenure survey. Based on this recommendation,
NASS decided to conduct the TOTAL survey for the first time.22 Specifically, the
ACAS report stated: “[t]he Advisory Committee recommends that NASS perform a
Land Tenure survey as early as possible but no later than 2015. This should be the
highest priority ‘optional’ [Census of Agriculture] follow-on.”23 In its recommenda-
tion, the ACAS was not specific with regard to what questions should be included
or excluded on a land tenure survey.

NASS and ERS, at some point, decided to combine ARMS III and AELOS to es-
tablish TOTAL, a Census follow-on that probed the agricultural and personal fi-
nances of farmers, ranchers, and land owners. The new survey was described by a
NASS employee as “[aln integrated survey of farm finance and land ownership from
all agricultural land owners.” 24

12Batta Letter, Mar. 2015.

1371997 Census of Agric.: History, AC97-SU-4, Vol. 2, Subject Series, Part 4, hitp://
www.agcensus.usda.gov | Publications [ 1997 | History | history1997.pdf (last visited Oct. 8, 2015).

14 Batta Letter, Mar. 2015.

157U.S. Dep’t of Agric. Budget & Explanatory Notes, (available at http://www.obpa.usda.
gov/).

16 [USDA-CENSUS-0025401]; see also Letter from Hon. Todd Batta, Assistant Sec’y, Office
of Cong. Affairs, U.S. Dep’t of Agric. to Hon. K. Michael Conaway, Chairman, H. Agric. Comm.,
Mar. 13, 2015 [hereinafter Batta Letter, Mar. 2015].

17 Qverview, What Is the Agricultural Resource Management Survey (ARMS)?, hitp://
www.ers.usda.gov | data-products | arms-farm-financial-and-crop-production-practices.aspx ~ (last
visited Oct. 7, 2015) [hereinafter ERS webpagel.

18 USDA-CENSUS-0003565.

19ERS webpage; 1997 Census of Agric.: History, AC97-SU-4, Vol. 2, Subject Series, Part 4,
http: | |www.agcensus.usda.gov | Publications | 1997 | History | history1997.pdf (last visited Oct. 8,
2015).

20 ERS webpage.

21ERS webpage.

22Batta Letter, Mar. 2015.

23 Batta Letter, Mar. 2015; http:/ /www.nass.usda.gov /About NASS/Advisory Committee on
Agriculture Statistics| ACAS Nov 2013 Meeting Executive Summary.pdf (last visited Sept. 14,
2015).

24[Redacted], Workshop Overview: Why We Are Here PowerPoint Presentation, U.S. Dep’t of
Agric., [USDA-CENSUS-0004451].
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NASS plans to conduct the TOTAL survey every 10 years to assist policy-makers,
economists, financial analysts, and others who use the data.25 The TOTAL survey
received $4.5 million in funding—$2.5 million from NASS in Fiscal Year 2015 and
$2.0 million from ERS in Fiscal Year 2014.26

On December 26, 2014, NASS sent the target populations the initial mailing re-
lated to TOTAL.27 A second mailing was sent on January 27, 2015, and telephonic
and field follow-up took place between February 17, 2015 and April 2015.28 NASS
published preliminary TOTAL results on August 31, 2015.29 Complete 2014 TOTAL
results were released October 5, 2015.30

Historical Relationship Between AELOS and ARMS II1

The 1999 version of AELOS was conducted as a mandatory Census of Agriculture
follow-on survey.3! Management level coordination occurred with respect to AELOS
and ARMS III. The coordination resulted in:

Approximately %3 of AELOS records were completed using data from the 1999
ARMS Phase III. The goal was to have an ARMS questionnaire no longer in
length than in 1998. Hence, some detail was sacrificed to make room for the
needed AELOS items.32

In other words, NASS chose to rely on the non-mandatory ARMS III survey to gath-
er some of the data needed for the mandatory AELOS. This allowed the agency to
lessen the burden on producers and avoid redundancy, yet gather the necessary
data without creating a super survey such as TOTAL.

Two Versions of TOTAL

TOTAL was comprised of two versions—the operator or producer version and the
landlord-only version.33 According to USDA documents, the operator version
“target[ed] farm and ranch operators in the 48 contiguous states,” whose agricul-
tural product sales totaled at least $1,000 annually.34 The operator version is most
similar to the previously optional ARMS III survey.

For the landlord-only version, NASS targeted land owners who rent their land,
but do not engage in farming operations.35 The landlord-only version of TOTAL is
similar in content to previously mandatory AELOS survey.

The content of ARMS III and the operator-only version of TOTAL are almost iden-
tical. This fact is borne out in numerous NASS staff e-mail messages. At one point
a NASS staff member points out the confusion created by calling the landlord only
version of TOTAL by its former name, ARMS III. On December 8, 2014, NASS staff
wrote:

I am a little confused on our use of ARMS in this news release. We continue
to use “ARMS” internally to attempt to lessen the confusion in the
TOTAL—Landlord Only survey and ARMS III but as far as any external
communications go I was under the impression both surveys should be
referred to as TOTAL. “ARMS III” was suspended in the OMB docket for this
year and in its place is TOTAL. The “ARMS” form that the respondent receives
says TOTAL on it.36

25 E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, Re: TOTAL Supporting Statements, Oct. 20, 2014
[USDA-CENSUS-0029795].

26 U.S. Dep’t of Agriculture, Nat’l Agric. Statistics Serv., Tenure, Ownership, and Transition
of Agric. Land (TOTAL) Survey, Mar. 19, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0002042].

27TOTAL Data Collection PowerPoint Slide [USDA-CENSUS-0004175]; see also Memo-
randum from [Redacted], Chief, Census Planning Branch, Nat'l Agric. Statistics Serv., Oct. 15,
2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0025932].

28 TOTAL Data Collection PowerPoint Slide [USDA-CENSUS-0004175].

29U.S. Dept of Agric., Nat'l Agric. Statistics Serv., New Release available at htip://
www.agcensus.usda.gov | Newsroom /2015/08 31 2015.php (last visited Sept. 15, 2015.).

30Press Release, Most of the U.S. Rented Farmland is Owned by Non-Farmers, available at
http:/ |www.agcensus.usda.gov | Newsroom /2015/08 31 2015.php (Oct. 5, 2015).

31[Redacted], Chief, Census Planning Branch, U.S. Dep'’t of Agric., National Agric. Statistics
Serv., Tenure, Ownership, and Transition of Agricultural Land [TOTAL] Survey PowerPoint
Presentation [USDA-CENSUS-0025401]; see also Batta Letter, Mar. 2015.

321997 Census of Agric., Volume 2, Part 4 “History,” at 159, (available at http://
www.agcensus.usda.gov | Publications [ 1997 | History | history1997.pdf) (last visited Oct. 21, 2015).

33 Tem]lre, Ownership, and Transition of Agric. Land (TOTAL) Survey [USDA-CENSUS-
0026258].

34[USDA-CENSUS-0026258].

35 [USDA-CENSUS-0026258].

36 Electronic mail [E-mail] from NASS Staff A to a group of unnamed NASS Staff, Dec. 8, 2014
(emphasis added) [USDA-CENSUS-0004371].
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To lessen NASS staff confusion, the TOTAL operator version was often referred
to as ARMS III. As part of the same e-mail exchange referenced above, NASS staff
wrote: “It does say ARMS III on it off to the side [of the questionnaire form] but
the actual title of the survey is TOTAL.”37 Similarly, USDA, in correspondence with
Chairman Conaway, referred to the TOTAL survey as being previously known as
AELOS and ARMS.38

The TOTAL Survey Received Extensive Criticism from Recipients

Documents reveal that in January 2015, many operators received both the ARMS
IIT survey as well as the TOTAL survey. Farmers, ranchers, and operators objected
to the government demanding that they respond to these questions not once in the
ARMS III survey, but twice when they received the TOTAL survey. Section N of
the TOTAL survey, operator version, required that all income, assets, debt, and
spending be reported to USDA. Following is a snapshot of one of the most intrusive
sections related to household financial information.

37 Electronic mail [E-mail] from NASS Staff A to a group of unnamed NASS Staff, Dec. 8, 2014
[USDA-CENSUS-0004371].
38 Batta Letter, Mar. 2015.
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HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Please see VALUE CODES above.)

2. Which value code from the list above represents how much this household spent in 2014 on-- Value Code
1105
a. food, including food away from home?
rent for the principal tor's d if not owned by the household (ftem 3c, on 1104
next page) or farm business (Sadm J, ltem 1a has a zero value)?
1106
c. ulilities and household supplies?
d. non-farm transportation for the:
1107
(i) renting or leasing of vehicles for household use, public portation exp L elc.?
(i} fuel, maintenance and repanrs vehicle insurance, parking and ficense fees for 119
farm share of vehicl
USDA-CENSUS: T
HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Piease see VALUE CODES on page 22)
e. health and medical expenses of: Vake Code
(i) health and/or dental insurance costs? (costs not covered by the farm operation or an 1108
off-farm employer)....... -
(i) out of pocket expenses for health and medical needs? 112
f. contributions to personal insurance (including ife, disabilty, and lisbilty insurance but not including hoalth, 109
homeowner or vehicl insurance) and retirement plans including pensions and Social Security? ..........
g. contributions lo individuals outside of the household, including alimony, child support, mo
gifts (not i g bequests) and i CONMADUBONET. o cicsmacs i lhiiiios snsasmnss misdvasmssii v o i panain
h. mortgage interest for operators who live in a dwelling owned by the household and not the 1120
operalion? (Exclede any parfs of morigage prncipal.)
i. property taxes for operators who live in a dwelling owned by the household and not the 121
ion?

j.  all other family living expenses, such as non-farm hold i pay , clothing and
personal care products and services; house ishings and equip ion |ms
and child (or adull) care, , and 77

OFF-FARM ASSETS - (Pleass see VALUE CODES on page 22.)

3. Whuch wvalue code on paga 22 represents ihs total value of each of the following categories of off-farm assets owned by
and of the op ‘s h hold on D ber 31, 2014, for - (Exclude assets of this operation,

Jm'udm Section J.)

a. financial assets held in non-retirement accounts? Value Code
(Include cash, checking, savings, money markel sccounts, certificates of deposil, savings bonds, govemment securties. | ngea
oulslanding personal loans due fo the operalor or household, corporate slock, mulual funds, cash surrender vaiue of ife
insurance, cther financial assets. Exclude all farm business-related assels. ).

0654

b. retirement accounts? (401k. 4030, IRA, Keogh, other

o884

c. operator's dwelling, if not owned by the operation? (not reported in Section 28, Nem 1a)

d. real estate and other persunal {sacnmﬂ homes? 0085
(other farms, and other real estale)

oose

&. business not part of this farm?

082

f. all he ld icles? share of vhicles partly owned by the

0687
9. other assets not reported elsewhere?

Farmers receiving the TOTAL survey were required to spend a great deal of
time—time off the land they work—delving into their on-farm banking accounts as
well as off-farm banking accounts. Numerous recipients had questions related to the
address to ask
questions and express consternation with the TOTAL survey. One respondent com-
plained directly to USDA as is evidenced in the following e-mail in which the re-

survey. Agricultural producers e-mailed NASS’s customer service

spondent requests assistance from NASS.
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-----0riginal Message -----

From: [mailto

Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:29 PM

To: Customer Service - NASS

Subject: 2014 Tenure, Ownership and Transition of Ag Land Survey

| am helping my mother and her two sisters, my landlords, complete their surveys. Your phone lines
and voice mail are full this morning.

Sections 2, 3, 4 & 6:
They own the farm in undivided thirds. Do | divide the total acreage and values by three to report for
each one?

Section 4.3e:
My mother does have her land asset in her will and intends to keep it there. Yet she doesn't anticipate
transferring ownership in the next 5 years. The survey is conflicting there.

Sections 10 & 11:

The sisters do not have a partnership yet each own an undivided share of the farm. Two sisters own a
full 1/3rd of the farm, one sister owns a 1/6th share and her other 1/6th share is held in a trust. Each
of the sisters received a survey and we received two surveys in the name of the trust.

Do | treat the sisters as individual owners in Section 107

Do | treat the eldest sister, (lives on the farm, was the prior tenant, and is trustee for the trust) as the
principal landlord?

Do | treat the trust as a trust in section 11?

What do | do with the duplicate trust survey?

Thank you. As usual with your surveys, your estimate of 3Q,minutes per response is completely
laughable.

As usual with your surveys, your
estimate of 30 minutes per
response is completely laughable.

One operator referred to the TOTAL survey as “this extremely long form.”39 An-
other operator requested a copy of the survey he or she filled out just the prior year.
Specifically, the operator wrote:

Is our survey from last year available to us to use? There will be no changes
and I would like to refer to it. We had no idea this was going to be an an-
nual event.4?

The individual above likely received the ARMS III survey and the TOTAL survey
less than a year apart which shows both the duplicative nature of TOTAL and the
burden NASS placed on American agricultural producers.

In another case, an incensed landowner took his frustration with the TOTAL sur-
vey out on the dairy and grain farmer renting his land. The dairy farmer was fear-
ful of losing the lease. NASS staff had not foreseen that land owners would be in-
convenienced by the survey.4! Below is a related e-mail showing NASS staff did not
foresee landowners being perturbed by the length and breadth of the TOTAL sur-
vey.

39 Anonymous landowner to NASS Staff, Re: Survey Completion, Dec. 26, 2014 [USDA-CEN-
SUS-0049069].

40 Anonymous landowner to NASS Staff, Re: Previous years survey, Dec. 30, 2014 (emphasis
added) [USDA-CENSUS-0049080].

41E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, Re: Landlords being surveyed, Aug. 27, 2014
[USDA-CENSUS-0020008].
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From: I

Sent: Wednesday, August 27, 2014 9:25 AM
To:

Subject: Landlords being surveyed
Importance: High

Mnrning-

Are any of the contacts to Landlords for TOTAL being conducted by Phone and Mail? The reason | ask....

1 just received a call from [l one of PA’s medium sized Dairy and Grain Farm operators. He has

received phone calls from three of the Landlords he rents land from. His Landlords are blaming him for the
surveys they are receiving about the Land they Rent out. The surveys are from us. [ is “going to be
very upset if | lose that ground”. Mr. Hawn quoted his Landlords as using the phrase “return immediately”.

;s f2irly determined to try and smooth things over himself for us with his Landlords. | suggested
they could call me directly our office, offered to help any way we can, thanked him etc.

I had not considered a back lash to farmers from our surveying Landlords. | have no idea how wide spread
this is.

Statistician

U.S. Department of Agriculture | National Agricultural Statistics Service
Northeastern Regional Field Office

4050 Crums Mill Rd Harrisburg PA 17112

phn 717 657 6304

fax 717 782 4011

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, the department or agency gathering infor-
mation from U.S. citizens is required to reduce the burden by means such as em-
ploying information resources and technology.42 In addition, the Act requires the Di-
rector of OMB to “establish and oversee standards and guidelines by which agencies
are to estimate the burden to comply with a proposed collection of information.” 43
These estimations must be reported OMB and provided on the survey form for re-
cipients. In a nutshell, OMB must approve all mandatory information collections
sent by the U.S. government. Even before NASS engaged OMB in the approval proc-
ess, officials at USDA and NASS had decided to conduct the TOTAL survey as a
mandatory Census of Agriculture follow-on survey.

Decision to Make TOTAL Mandatory

The driving force behind the decision to mandate TOTAL is unclear, however
based on the documents produced to the Committee by USDA, it is apparent that
officials at the department-level were aware of the shift to mandatory.

According to documents, the plan was to merge ARMS IIT and AELOS to create
a hybrid survey and use the Census authority to require producers to answer the
survey questionnaires. On January 24, 2014, the NASS Assistant Administrator
sent an e-mail to two other NASS staff relaying a conversation she had with Admin-
istrator Reilly. Her e-mail, inserted below, shows that Administrator Reilly was re-
ceiving direction from USDA officials on how to proceed with the TOTAL survey.
USDA was dictating the timeline, content, and future decisions as indicated by the
clause “sounds like we will know something maybe next week from USDA.” The en-
tire e-mail is pasted below.

42 See Public Law 104-13.
43 See Public Law 104-13.
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From: Picanso, Renee - NASS USDA continues to press forward

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 1:01 PM with this survey [TOTAL] ... the

To: = — plan calls for an ARMS component
Subject: TOTAL

| just spoke with Joe Reilly and USDA continues to press forward with this survey - as you know, the plan calls for
an ARMS component and ERS has been involved in the discussion. USDA would like a publication by August 2015,
Mary Bohman has commented that would be optimistic but early Fall 2015 might be possible.

lust keeping you in the loop. Sounds like we will know something maybe next week from USDA,
Renee

R. Renee Picanso

Director, Census and Survey Division
National Agricultural Statistics Service
United States Department of Agriculture
202-720-3383

renee. picanso@nass.usda.gov

The following e-mail shows that numerous NASS staff members were aware of
USDA’s involvement in creating the content for the TOTAL survey. In the e-mail
below, NASS staff suggested checking to insure content requested by USDA was in-
cluded in the TOTAL survey. These e-mails demonstrate that USDA officials, per-
haps within the Office of the Secretary, were dictating certain factors related to the
TOTAL survey.

From:
Sent: Friday, October 17, 2014 8:07 AM
To:
Ce
NASS
Subject: RE: T1403 - 2014 TOTAL Landlord Only Status Update

We should have a conversation with Joe R to make sure we have included everything promised to the Department

It appears that USDA, NASS, and ERS conducted the TOTAL survey as manda-
tory to increase response rates.** Yet, documents show USDA officials were influen-
tial in the execution of the survey—a fact which may indicate a political rational
for mandating TOTAL. In March 2014, a memorandum was circulated throughout
NASS that noted in order to mandate the TOTAL survey, NASS suspended the
OMB docket for ARMS and “submitted [a new docket] so we can carry the
mandatory reporting statement on the questionnaires.” 45

This March 26, 2014, e-mail confirms that Administrator Reilly, referred to below
as Joe R., was carrying out the plan to rename ARMS III, TOTAL and make it man-
datory. According to the e-mail, Reilly was not sure whose plan he was ratifying.
Subordinate staff wrote: “He seems to think that we were the ones pushing the dual
mandatory and voluntary authority.” On September 9, 2015, Chairman Conaway re-
quested to interview two NASS staff members in order to fill gaps in the record such
as this one. This request was not granted. Instead, USDA offered a third briefing.
Without questioning NASS staff members, it is unclear who was proposing manda-
tory versus voluntary.

447.S. Dep’t of Agriculture, Nat'l Agric. Statistics Serv., Tenure, Ownership, and Transition
of Agric. Land (TOTAL) Survey, Mar. 19, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0005647].

45U.S. Dep’t of Agriculture, Nat'l Agric. Statistics Serv., Tenure, Ownership, and Transition
of Agric. Land (TOTAL) Survey, Mar. 19, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0002042] (emphasis added).



48

From: Picanso, Renee - NASS I stopped by to see Joe R
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 3:24 PM to clarify how he wants to
To: | proceed on mandatory
Subject: TOTAL - Census authority

reporting authority.

| stopped by to see Joe R to clarify how he wants to proceed on mandatory reporting authority. He says he is
in agreement to replace ARMS 11l with TOTAL and ask for mandatoryauthority. He seemed to think that we
were the ones pushing the dual mandatory and voluntary authority.

I told him | would give him a list of talking points before the OMB meeting tha Id review so we are all

on the same page. | stopped by and told

Replace ARMS III
with TOTAL and
ask for mandatory
authority.

R. Renee Picanso

Director, Census and Survey Division
Mational Agricultural Statistics Service
United States Department of Agriculture
202-720-3383
renee.picanso@nass.usda.gov

The TOTAL Survey Contravenes Congress’ Intent for the Census of Agriculture

Mandating a burdensome survey such as ARMS III by renaming it TOTAL was
not what Congress likely intended when it enacted the Census of Agriculture Act
of 1997. On the contrary, Congress was aware of the burden placed on producers
when responding to Census questionnaires. In reporting the Act, Congress adopted
House Report 105-296, which clarifies their intent. It states:

The Committee recognizes the intrusive nature of a Census and the need to
obtain relevant data for policymakers. Producers have serious time constraints
and should only have to answer questionnaires that are concise, easily readable
and understandable, and relevant to today’s agricultural operations. The Com-
mittfieis sympathetic to concerns of time spent filling out unnecessary paper-
work.

Based on the documents produced to the Committee, it does not appear that USDA
complied with spirit and intent of Congress when deciding to include the TOTAL
survey as a mandatory, follow-on element of the 2012 Census.

OMB Raises Questions Related to the Funding and Frequency of ARMS and TOTAL

In an e-mail dated October 30, 2014, OMB staff asked about the frequency of the
TOTAL survey. E-mails from NASS staff, in response, state that TOTAL will be con-
ducted every 10 years.*’” The funding, according to an e-mail dated April 21, 2014,
would come from “combining Congressional appropriations” earmarked for the Cen-
sus of Agriculture as well as ERS’ funds. Combining funds from two agencies to con-
duct what NASS couched as a Census of Agriculture follow-on study raised a red
flag for OMB.

OMB’s Role in Mandating TOTAL

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, NASS is required “to submit approval re-
quests for information collections to the Office of Management and Budget’s (OMB),
Office of Information & Regulatory Affairs (OIRA).”48 The Census of Agriculture
and its follow-on surveys must be vetted, in advance, by officials at OIRA. OIRA
evaluates the materials related to the surveys vis-a-vis the standards of the Act, ap-
proving them if they comply and assigning a control number. In the summer of
2014, OMB staff engaged both in person as well as through e-mail regarding the
mandatory nature of the TOTAL survey.

Internal NASS documents show that NASS staff knew to portray TOTAL as one
survey—its precursor being AELOS in order to achieve mandatory status. If OMB
suspected TOTAL was too similar to ARMS III, then OMB may not sign off on man-
datory status for TOTAL. When asked about the public relations strategy for

46 H. Rep. No. 105-296, Purpose & Needs Section (1997).

47 E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, Re: TOTAL Supporting Statements, Oct. 20, 2014
[USDA-CENSUS-0029795].

48 See Pub. L. No. 104-13.
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TOTAL, and whether there would be a distinction for ARMS III and TOTAL land-
lord-only, NASS staff responded tersely stating: “For OMB purposes it is one sur-
vey.”49 In actuality, operators received a now-mandatory ARMS III survey and the
landlords received a version similar to AELOS. The entire e-mail exchange is below.

From:

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:45 PM
To: I

Subject: RE: ARMS 3 news release

Yes. For OMB purposes it is one survey.

For OMB purposes it is one survey. ]

Survey Administration Branch
Environmental and Economic Survey Section
202-720-3598

From: I
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:21 PM
To:

Subject: FW: ARMS 3 news release

Sorry - for my benefit, and to be clear...There is only one press release to announce baoth ARMS3 and
Landlord TOTAL, with no mention of ERS....correct?

Thank you, With no mention of ERS ...
[ correct?

On March 21, 2014, NASS staff sent an e-mail to OMB staff, introducing the con-
cept of the TOTAL survey.’© When NASS staff engaged OMB staff on TOTAL,
NASS staff portrayed the TOTAL survey as similar to AELOS and therefore deserv-
ing of mandatory status. NASS staff explained that they would like to “discuss some
of the proposed details for integrating this new survey with the existing ARMS pro-
gram.”51 NASS staff also intimated that since the AELOS survey was mandatory,
the TOTAL survey should be mandatory as well.52

Then, when OMB staff learned in an e-mail that ERS and NASS appropriations
would be combined to fund the TOTAL survey,53 OMB staff deemed it necessary to
consult with their Office of General Counsel (OGC) to inquire as to whether NASS
had the authority to mandate the TOTAL survey.5¢ The following e-mail exchange
shows NASS staff describing the funding sources for TOTAL. In response, OMB
staff informed NASS that OGC was reviewing NASS’ statutory basis for mandating
TOTAL.

49E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Regional Field Office Staff, Re: ARMS III news release,
Dec. 18, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0039968].

50 Electronic Mail [E-mail] from NASS Staff B to OMB Staff A, Meeting to Discuss the Comb-
ing [sic] of ARMS III survey with a new survey called TOTAL, Mar. 21, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-
0009324].

51 E-mail from NASS Staff B to OMB Staff A, Meeting to Discuss the Combing [sic] of ARMS
III survey with a new survey called TOTAL, Mar. 21, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0009324]. Id.

SZId

53 E-mail from NASS Staff B to OMB Staff, Re: Follow-up Information to TOTAL-ARMS meet-
ing, Apr. 21, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0012904].

54 E-mail Exchange between NASS Staff B and OMB Staff A, Apr. 21, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-
0012904].
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From: L

Sent: ‘Wednesday, April 23, 2014 12:17 PM

To: |

e picanso, Rence - NASS; [
|

Subject: RE: Follow-up Information to TOTAL - ARMS meeting

Thank you, David. | wanted to let you know that | have followed up on this question with our Office of
General Counsel, and | hope to have at least an interim response to you before the middle of next week,

Working through other bits and pieces that | "owe " you on the ICR front.

rron: [
Sent: Monday, April 21, :
I

To:
Cc: Picanso, Renee - NASS;
Subject: RE: Follow-up Information to TOTAL - ARMS meeting

Good Afternoon len,

In 2015 the ARMS Il survey will be suspended for that one survey. The data that would have been collected
with the ARMS Iil questionnaire will now be collected by the more comprehensive TOTAL questionnaires,
which are Census of Ag. follow-on surveys. Originally | had attached the Title 7 Sec. 2204(g) to document that
the Sec. of Agriculture has the authority to make this data collection into mandatory survey since it is a
follow-on to the Census of Agriculture. We are planning to pay for the TOTAL survey (operator and landlord
questionnaires) by combining Congressional appropriations {Census) with funding we are receiving from ERS
for the ARMS program

From the data that is collected from the TOTAL surveys we will be able to publish the ARMS IIl data as we
have done in the past along with the TOTAL publication which will combine the operator and landlord
components,

Please let me know if you have any other questions,

USDA - NASS - OMB Clearance Officer
202-690-2388

OMB Advises NASS on Whether It Is Permissible to Mandate TOTAL

On May 8, 2014, the OMB OGC provided an informal legal opinion regard-
ing whether the Census of Agriculture mandatory statutory authority was
applicable in the case of the TOTAL survey. He found it was not. Below is
the e-mail OMB staff sent NASS staff conveying the OMB OGC’s opinion that only
Census follow-on surveys with content laid out in the statute could be mandated.
OMB staff also advised NASS staff to seek guidance from the USDA Office of Gen-
eral Counsel.
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From: ] He believes that only the
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:18 PM survey content named in
To: the Title is designated as
Cc: mandatory.
Subject: RE: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001)

Thank \mu,-. I received a message back from our general counsel this morning, a
to get back to you

d been meaning

Our OGC reviewed Title 7. From his read and consultations with his team, he believes that only the survey
content named in the Title is designated as mandatory, and that any additional content (even if embedded
or otherwise fielded alongside) is not be designated as mandatory under Title 7. However, our OGC noted
that some agencies have discretion in naming a particular survey or set of items on a survey as mandatory. IF
USDA/NASS/ERS has this discretion, they might be able to invoke it in the case of TOTAL/ARMS. Your OGC
could advise you

4

Some agencies have
discretion ...your OGC
could advise you.

I will take a look at Ag Surveys Program as soon as | can.

Documents show this was not the response NASS staff anticipated.5 Staff con-
templated giving Administrator Reilly “a heads up on this [development].”5¢ On
May 9, 2014, according to internal NASS e-mails, Administrator Reilly verbally as-
sured staff that “we [NASS] have approval to treat this as a mandatory survey
under the discretionary rights of the secretary [sicl.”57 NASS staff operated under
the assumption that the Secretary of Agriculture has the discretionary authority to
render TOTAL mandatory since AELOS had been mandatory.58

NASS Staff Continued to Ignore OMB’s Guidance

In the e-mail inserted above OMB suggested NASS seek the advice of USDA’s
General Counsel regarding the question of whether NASS had the authority to con-
duct TOTAL as a mandatory survey.

On July 17, 2014, OMB Staff again reiterated their opinion that if funds
other than NASS funds are used for a particular survey, then that survey
cannot carry the mandatory Census authority (see e-mail below).5° Con-
tinuing on July 18, 2014, OMB staff and NASS staff had a significant amount of
correspondence related to the matter of whether the TOTAL survey could carry the
Census mandatory authority. During the same time frame, NASS staff and OMB
staff debated whether the Organic Survey was eligible to be conducted as a manda-
tory Census follow-on.

55 E-mail Exchange between NASS Staff B and other NASS staff, May 8, 2014 [USDA-CEN-
SUS-0013920].

56 E-mail Exchange between NASS Staff B and other NASS staff, May 8, 2014 [USDA-CEN-
SUS-0013920].

57 E-mail Exchange between NASS Staff B and other NASS staff, May 9, 2014 [USDA-CEN-
SUS-0013937].

58 E-mail from NASS Staff to OMB Staff, Apr. 21, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0012904].

59 Email from OMB staff to NASS staff, Re: Submitted Request List, July 17, 2014 [USDA-
CENSUS-0016781].
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From:

Sent: Thursday, luly 17, 2014 10:50 AM

Te:

e

Subject: RE: Submitted Request List

Importance: Hgh

H -

f m looking at Organic now. | sew that the FAN changed because the survey changsd andatory. | alio see that the survey becama vecaurie Consus of Ag funds were

going o be wied. Would ceher, non- Cenius of Ag funds be used as well, such a5 any
Inretation to TOTAL in Agl/May).

40, | think our OGC has 13 that the survey

nandatory (recall we had ashed them

Let me know

Thanks, [

I think our OGC has said
that the survey cannot be
mandatory ... we had asked
in relation to TOTAL ...

Ultimately, the Federal Register notice (FRN) submissions to OMB were amended
to reflect the fact that these surveys would be conducted as mandatory Census fol-
low-ons. Both the TOTAL Survey FRN and the Organics Survey FRN required
amendment to notify the public of the compulsory nature of the surveys. This
amendment is reflected in the e-mail message above.

NASS Staff Admits They Did Not Seek Guidance from USDA’s General Counsel

In the following document related to the Organic Survey, NASS staff admitted he
was not aware of any legal analysis related to the question of which surveys are
authorized to be mandatory.

Subject: RE: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001)
Hilll

1 have been talking with [ BBl >bout the mandatory issue and we drafted the following reply.

In 2009 NASS conducted its first organic survey. It was totally funded by Census of Agricultural funds
and carried mandatory reporting authority . In the following renewal of this docket (0535-0249) the
funding was provided by RMA and the survey was converted to a voluntary survey. When the current
renewal request was being drafted, it was proposed earlier than the timing projected in the 5-year
census cycle and there was no census funds available for this survey, so RMA was willing to pay for it
again to support RMAs need for commodity specific pricing data and other statistics. When the
current budget was approved for 2014, census funds were made available for the renewal of the
organic census, 50 we are submitting it as a mandatory survey again. Additional data will be collected
so that data series will be very similar to the data reported from the 2009 organic survey.

| am not aware of any conversations NASS has had with OGC concerning this issue.

If there are still concerns over this issue we are fine with you approvi Re Emergency Extension on the

I am not aware of
any conversations
NASS has had with
OGC concerning
this issue.

In the e-mail above NASS staff argued that since the Organic Survey was par-
tially funded by the Risk Management Administration of USDA, and conducted as
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a mandatory follow-on, then NASS could proceed with TOTAL as a mandatory fol-
low-on survey.60

E-mails show that NASS staff internally debated the Secretary’s authority to
mandate the TOTAL survey. Instead of seeking guidance from the USDA Office of
General Counsel, NASS staff decided, in a vacuum, that the Secretary had the dis-
cretion based on conversations with the NASS Administrator Reilly.6!

On July 18, 2014, an internal NASS e-mail exchange shows that NASS staff did
not believe it was necessary to clarify NASS’ position with regard to mandating the
TOTAL survey. In response to the question of whether Administrator Reilly needed
to verify the agency’s position on the question of authority, NASS staff wrote: “I
think if OMB wants clarification [on the mandatory authority] they can ini-
tiate that process.” 62

Also on July 18, 2014, OMB staff directed NASS staff to resubmit the FRN “clear-
ly stating that this collection would be mandatory and the authority under which
NASS can make it mandatory.” 63

NASS Staff Believed Re-Titling the ARMS III Survey Sufficed to Render it Manda-
tory

According to documents produced to the Committee, certain NASS staff believed
the re-titling of the TOTAL survey allowed NASS to mandate the survey. On June
20, 2014, one NASS staff member wrote an e-mail expressing the idea that a simple
title change in the survey was sufficient to render the TOTAL survey mandatory.
Specifically, he wrote: “Unfortunately, we had to change the title [from ARMS
IIT to TOTAL] to allow for the OMB statement of ‘required;’ however I am
going to continue to refer to this document and all other related items as
2014 ARMS II1.” ¢4 See below for the full e-mail text.

From: [ —

We had to change the

Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 11:23 AM :

To: I (0o forihe
Subject: 2014 ARMS Ill Questionnaire V9 OMB staterent of
Attachments: 6_20_14 Version 9 (5).docx required. ..

Attached is a version 9 questionnaire. Unfortunately, we had to change the title to allow for the OMB
statement of “required”; however, | am going to continue to refer to this document and all other related
items as 2014 ARMS Il

Other changes from Version 8:

1. Statistics Division along with Andrew requested that we bring back the breakout of acres in the open
and square feet under glass for Nursery and greenhouse crops on page 5.

2. We removed question 27b(i) from page 4.

| corrected a few incorrect skips today and we may find a few more, but ERS and NASS consider this
questionnaire final for content.

Survey Administration Branch
Environmental and Economic Survey Section
202-720-3598

On August 4, 2014, the NASS staff member who liaises with OMB sent an e-mail
to other NASS staff informing them that the TOTAL survey, landlord and operator
versions were granted mandatory status by OMB. He directed his colleagues to in-

60 E-mail from NASS Staff to OMB Staff, Re: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001), July
18, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0017084].

61 E-mail from NASS Staff to OMB Staff, Re: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001) DRAFT
note to [Redacted], July 18, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-0017040]; see also [USDA-CENSUS-
0013937]; [USDA-CENSUS-0017058].

62E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, Re: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001)
DRAFT note to [Redacted], July 18, 2014 (emphasis added) [USDA-CENSUS-0017058].

63 E-mail from OMB Staff to NASS Staff, Re: Ag Surveys Program (201312-0535-001), July
18, 2014 [USDA-CENSUS-00171155].

64 E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, 6 20 14 Version 9 (5).docx, June 20, 2014 (emphasis
added) [USDA-CENSUS-0015310].
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clude the appropriate language to reflect the mandatory status in all public rela-
tions materials.65 The fact that ERS was a partner in funding and planning the
TOTAL survey, however, remained concealed from the public.

NASS Concealed ERS’ Cooperation on the TOTAL Survey

Administrator Reilly, according to NASS staff e-mails, “did not think it is appro-
priate for us [NASS] to conduct a Census for another agency,”®¢ in this case, ERS.
The e-mail below shows that as a result of Reilly’s views, NASS staff did not insert
references to ERS in the publicity materials for the TOTAL survey. News releases
and all other promotional materials related to the TOTAL survey did not contain
the ERS logo or make mention of the fact that ERS was a partner in TOTAL. Fol-
lowing is an e-mail showing the rationale for excluding references to ERS.

From: e ——— We cannot mention ERS

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:09 PM i
as a TOTAL partner since

To: _———————
Subject: RE; ARMS 3 news release it’s a Census product.
Based on earlier discussions, we cannot mention ERS as a TOTAL partner since it's a Census product. Basically, loe

did not think it is appropriate for us to conduct a Census for another agency.

Joe did not think it is
appropriate for us to conduct

Office: (202) 690-8121

From: I -

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:07 PM a Census for another agency.
To:

Ce:

Subject: RE: ARMS 3 news release

Il created the news release . JIlk?

Survey Administration Branch
Environmental and Economic Survey Section
202-720-3598

From:

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 2:29 PM
To:

Subject: ARMS 3 news release

We just wanted to check with you about the ARMS 3 news release on SharePoint. There is no mention of ERS as a
partner and we wanted to verify this is the “News Release”

Thanks,

Internally, NASS staff appears to have disagreed with the approach taken in re-
ferring to TOTAL as a Census of Agriculture follow-on. In the instance below, a
NASS staff member pointed out: “the Census [was not used at all] to sample.” The
tone of the e-mail indicates contempt for the approach to TOTAL, and shows that
the manner in which it was conducted was novel. Staff appears not to approve of
leadership’s decision with regard to the TOTAL survey. In particular, the staff mem-
ber cited below stated: “People are horribly picky about this whole TOTAL thing.”

65 E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, TOTAL/ARMS Question, Aug. 4, 2014 [USDA-

CENSUS-0018429].
66 E-mail from NASS Staff to NASS Staff, Re: ARMS III news release, Dec. 18, 2014 [USDA~-

CENSUS-0039961].
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From; E—
Sent: Saturday, September 20, 2014 1:33 PM ...since we are
To: | [ calling this a
Subject: RE: ARMS 3 workshop info follow-on (even
though we
didn’t use the
Thanks . census...)

| doubt we are going to be able to use the Pp gint Template as it stands this year. People are horribly

picky about this whole *“TOTAL”" thing. j¢=fe promotional material use the Census of Ag logos since we are
calling this a follow-on (even though we didn’t use the census at all to sample). Perhaps we should just use
plain NASS/USDA PowerPoint template like we did for the cSMS training? Otherwise I'm sure someone will

say something.

People seem to be real good at picking up on this type of stuff and letting important things go (I had
someone tell me that the cSMS log in screen had the wrong logo — still had NASS in the grass-—good thing we
got people looking out for that stuff....sheesh).

S

Survey Administration Branch
Environmental and Economic Survey Section
202-720-3598

The record before the Committee demonstrates that USDA’s NASS mandated a
burdensome survey—ARMS III cloaked in the TOTAL title—a survey previously op-
tional for producers. Their motives for this are unclear, but when questioned about
it by OMB rather than seek counsel from USDA’s OGC, NASS relied on Reilly’s
word. Since USDA has declined to fully cooperate with the Committee’s oversight
of TOTAL, gaps remain in the record. The following section focuses on what we do
know—the findings, as well as the unanswered questions.

II1. Findings and Unanswered Questions

> The TOTAL Survey is over-broad, duplicative, and burdensome.

> The documents produced to the Committee showing numerous producer com-
plaints related to TOTAL coupled with the feedback received by the Committee
from producers indicates that the TOTAL survey simply goes too far.

> OMB advised NASS that the TOTAL survey could not be mandated under the
Census of Agriculture authority and instructed NASS to seek guidance from the
USDA Office of General Counsel.

> NASS failed to consult the USDA Office of General Counsel as advised by
OMB before mandating the TOTAL Survey.

Despite a request from Chairman Conaway to interview pertinent NASS staff,
those requests were denied by the Office of Congressional Relations.67 As a result,
the Committee needs answers to the following outstanding questions:

e When and why did USDA and/or NASS decide to conduct the TOTAL survey
using the mandatory authority of the Census?

e Who at the department-level was involved in the decision to mandate TOTAL
as well as the planning and execution of the TOTAL survey?

e When was the decision made to add ARMS III to the land tenure survey rec-
ommended by the Advisory Committee on Agriculture Statistics?

e Who influenced the decision to integrate ARMS III and AELOS to produce the
TOTAL survey?

e Who at USDA was involved in orchestrating the TOTAL survey and its execu-
tion plan?

e What was the rationale for mandating the TOTAL survey?

e Who, if anyone, was directing Administrator Reilly with regard to the TOTAL
survey?

67 Letter from Hon. Todd Batta, Assistant Sec’y, Office of Cong. Affairs, U.S. Dep’t of Agric.
to Hon. K. Michael Conaway, Chairman, H. Agric. Comm., Sept. 28, 2015.
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e Why did NASS staff choose not to consult USDA’s OGC when OMB advised
that they do so?

e Whether Congress and more specifically, the Appropriations Committee is
aware that NASS uses funds from other USDA agencies to conduct Census fol-
low-on surveys?

Today, many questions linger. Either USDA failed to produce documents and com-
munications far enough back in time to answer these questions, or the directions
were verbal. Without having the opportunity to question appropriate witnesses and
USDA officials, the Committee’s oversight efforts are impaired. This also shields
facts from Congress and American agricultural producers.

IV. Conclusion

This report is the result of Congress and, in particular, the House Agriculture
Committee listening to its constituents. Farmers, ranchers, producers, and other op-
erators contacted the Committee to raise concerns about what they viewed as an
intrusive, burdensome, overreach of executive power. They had seen this survey be-
fore—it was the ARMS III survey. This time it was different. This time the USDA
exercised its Census authority to mandate each farmer and rancher’s participation.
The fact that farmers and ranchers failing to fill out the 24 page operator version
would be subjected to a monetary penalty was a tough pill to swallow. It was novel
approach. This oversight initiative revealed that there were anomalies in the proc-
ess.

USDA and NASS’ motivation for renaming ARMS III as TOTAL is unclear. If
they were hoping to deceive farmers, their plan failed. They were not deceived and
they did not stay silent on the matter. Instead, farmers and ranchers were angry
that the government would require them to report how much their household spent
on health care, dental care, and the values of their homes, vehicles, and retirement
accounts.

USDA, when crafting the TOTAL survey, failed to take into consideration the pri-
vacy of America’s farmers, ranchers, and landowners. OMB advised NASS that their
interpretation of the Census of Agriculture statue did not allow for mandating the
TOTAL survey, which is essentially the ARMS III survey. NASS was unwilling to
accept this answer. Repeatedly, NASS communicated to OMB that it was within the
Secretary’s discretion to mandate TOTAL. At the end of the day, OMB accepted this
on face value and allowed NASS to resubmit the Federal Register notices indicating
the mandatory status of the survey. NASS took all of these actions without once
asking the advice of USDA’s Office of General Counsel.

The Committee is deeply concerned with regard to the TOTAL survey, that USDA
and NASS exceeded their authority under the Census of Agriculture. The Secretary,
in this case, abused his discretion. This oversight initiative has borne out the fact
that anomalies occurred in the process of mandating TOTAL. As a result of the find-
ings above, Committee staff recommends that Members of the Agriculture Com-
mittee review the attached surveys and the findings herein to determine whether
it is appropriate to narrow the statutory language in 7 U.S.C. §2204g.

V. Options for Legislation Related to the Census
Following are some legislative options for Members and their staffs to consider:
1. Statutorily limit the number of questions in Census surveys to reduce the
time burden on survey recipients.
2. Amend the statute to make clear that Census follow-on survey may not man-
date responses.

3. Requests of other agencies regarding content of any survey must be first sub-
ject to notice and comment, and detailed explanation of any question (pur-
pose, how the data will be utilized, etcetera) must be provided well in ad-
vance.

VI. Timeline of the Committee’s Oversight of TOTAL and the Census
e On February 5, 2015, USDA and NASS staff briefed Committee staff. There
were numerous unanswered questions flowing from this briefing.

e February 10, 2015, at the request of numerous producers, the Chairman and
Ranking Member sent a letter to Secretary Vilsack requesting information and
documents related to the Census of Agriculture and surveys conducted pursuant
to that authority. The documents were due February 26, 2015.

e On February 26, 2015, Committee staff followed up with USDA staff to inquire
about the status of the production.
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On March 16, 2015, USDA staff sent an e-mail containing a letter from Under
Secretary Todd Batta, signed March 13, 2015. This letter answered the ques-
tions posed in the Chairman and Ranking Member’s letter. No documents were
provided.

On March 18, 2015, Committee staff sent an e-mail to USDA staff narrowing
the scope of and prioritizing the documents in the request.

On March 23, 2015, USDA staff communicated to Committee staff that they
would provide primarily publicly available documents to the Committee at the
briefing on March 27, 2015.

On March 27, 2015, USDA staff provided a briefing to Committee staff and pro-
duced a disk containing publicly available documents related to the Census of
Agriculture.

On April 7, 2015, USDA staff communicated that USDA was reviewing 56,000
documents that were potentially related to the Census of Agriculture request
and that the Committee would receive relevant documents between April 10
and April 14, 2015.

USDA produced documents to the Committee on April 17, 24, and June 8, 12,
26, and July 20, 2015. In total, USDA produced 49,000 documents.

On September 9, 2015, the Chairman sent letter to Secretary Vilsack requesting
transcribed interviews of two NASS employees with factual knowledge of the
planning of execution of the TOTAL survey.

On September 28, 2015, Under Secretary Todd Batta wrote Chairman Conaway
offering another briefing, and thereby declining to produce witnesses for a tran-
scribed interview.
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[ATTACHMENT 1]

1999 Agricultural Economics and Land Ownership Survey Operator’s Re-
port

AGRICULTURAL
LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY Bpove Exres 053110
SIATsTs OPERATOR’S REPORT s

U.S. Department of Agnculture
Rm 5305, South Buikng

m NATIONAL 1999 AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS and G5 Nurmoer 0835:0240
-

1400 Independence Ay SW NOTICE: Rospunse lo thls i is required
wasmngfon . é‘ogoz“fé%m by law (Title 5353 m}re
same law, YGU IS

CONFIDENTIAL and It will only be
used for statistical purposes. Your
CANNOT be used for
i axauon investigation, or regg
law also provides thal
retauned in your files are |mmune fmrn
legal processes.

Please return your completed report in
the enclosed postage paid _p:

Please correct errors in name, address and ZIP code,
If you are involved in more than one operation, report only for the operation named on the label.

OFFICE |VERSION POID TRACT | SUBTRACT| T-TYPE| LINE
ISEONLYY oy 1] v || e o | ooo
LAND in FARM/RANCH
Include all cropland, i CRP. p fand, fland, land, etc.
In 1999, record for this operation— _ acres
|20
1. FarmandRanch land OWNED . ............ .. .cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinninniieininnns +|

2. Farm and Ranch land rented or leased FROM OTHERS-
Exclude land used on a per-head basis under a grazing permit.

{021 |
I e |
i022 |
b. Fora SHARE of crop or ivestock producion . ... ...ovuereveiorierosssararssssasssns |
|023 |
L T m——— | |
3 Farrn and Ranch land rented or leased TO OTHERS— R |
Include land rented for cash, for a share of crop or livestock production, or rent free. .. ... .. |
TOTAL ACRES
4. TOTAL ACRES in this operation in 1999 025 |
NI T 4 00 Ol 0 Y . sas an wbn b o b o B 8 Bt o b v R TN R e = |
5. RENT PAID in 1999~
Include rent paid in 1999 for previous years and rent paid in advance. . DOLLARS
None | 025 |
A Cash Renb Palth .o iiiin doniivinins vini i g Sai ey Lo il Giiinn S ikinaaaes )
027
b. Fees Paid for livestock grazed on an Animal Unit Menth (AUM), head or gainbasis ..........
028
¢, Value of Landlord’s Share of production for land rented on ashare basis .................. |
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY~ [ [ ———
In 1999, did this opmn-
- Qrow Crops o .
- ihoe Kventack ar potsry [0 NO - Please explain befow, then go to Conclusion, back page.
- have whole grain slorage facilitie:

S,
- receive government farm program paymenls, or
- have agricultural sales



LANDLORDS

If this ation rented land in 1999 (either cash rent, share rent or rent free)
complete this section. If no land was rented from others, go to Section C. NUMBER
None| 2% ‘
1. How many landlords did this operation rent land fromin 19997 ... ... ... ... ... ..........
T-TYPE
g
2. Please list the following inf ion for EACH landlord or attach a listing with the following information.
NUMBER OF
NAME of LANDLORD MAILING ADDRESS of LANDLORD ACRES RENTED
(o bt oo b R R S v o
v FIRSTNAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER _ [030 |
| ey [STATE e 031 OFFICEUSE |
11 |PHONE ( ) | |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLEINITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER F:so |
CITY |sTATE |zp 031 OFFICE USE
2 PHONE ( ) |
T FIRSTNAME, WIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER  [030
cImy [sTATE [z 31 oFFICE UsE
3 |PHONE ( )
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER  [030
=g STATE [P )31 OFFICE USE
4 |pHONE () =
— e e
| FIRSTMAME, MIDDLEINITIAL,  LAST MAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER (030
i
cmy |STATE Jar ~ |1 oFFicEUSE
s iPHONE ( ) |
| FIRSTNAME, MIDDLE INITIAL, LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER
! ey |STATE lzip 031 OFFICE USE
I‘ |PHONE { ) |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER __ [030
| cmy [sTATE zip 131 OFFICE USE
T |PHONE ( } | |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER  [030
|
ey |STATE [zip 31 OFFICEUSE |
8 |PHONE ( ) | | |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER _ [030
iy [STATE [zip 31 OFFICE USE
|9 |PHONE ( ) |
T FIRSTNAME, WIDDLE INTIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER
|
ciTy STATE lzip 031 OFFICE USE
10 PHONE ( )
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3
SS9ICLIES | ANDLORDS—continued
NUMBER OF
NAME of LANDLORD MAILING ADDRESS of LANDLORD ACRES RENTED
I|._ FIRST NAME, WIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER 030
4
o cmy STATE  [z@ 031 OFFICE USE
1 | pHONE ( ) |
FIRSTNAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER |
|1 ) CITY “[STATE [zip 031 OFFICE USE
12 'pHONE ( ) |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER  [030
| ciTy [sTaTE  [zIP b3t OFFICE USE
13 IpHoME | )] |
| !
FIRSTNAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER __ [030
|
| B B eIy |sTATE Jd 031 OFFICE USE
14 pHONE [ ) |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER (030
| cimyY STATE i 031 OFFICE USE
115 'pHONE ( b, — |
FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER |0 |
| -
lee | cimy [sTATE [z 031 OFFICE USE
|‘II PHONE ( ) = | |
| FIRST NAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER 030
| — e, - . [
Iy IST;!TE rid 031 OFFICE USE
|‘? PHOMNE | ) | | |
FIRSTNAME, MIDDLE INITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER 030 |
cmy [sTATE (2P 031 OFFICEUSE |
|" |PHONE { ) | | |
FIRST NAME, WIDDLE INITIAL,  LAST NAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER _ [030 |
| |
I ey [STATE [zp 031 OFFICEUSE |
||9 |PHONE [ ) | | |
| | i |
| | FIRSTNAME, MIDDLEINITIAL,  LASTNAME | STREET ADDRESS or RURAL ROUTE and BOX NUMBER Tos0
| } T T |
b eIy STATE e 031 OFFICE USE
120 |pHONE ( ) | |
3. If you had more than 20 landlords in 1999, list these additional landlords on a separate sheet of paper,

and attach to this questionnaire. Be sure to include the name, address, phone number, and
number of acres rented from each landlord.
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4
SS9l AGRICULTURAL LAND OWNERSHIP office | T-TYPR | LINE
ONLY 0 000
1. For Land Acquired or Disposed of (sold or given away) in 1999 report—
(hd‘m::uwgu changes !mmplrfeggu. sales, sm.{g"wgﬂs. 'w P
Exclude land rented. [f acreage dfd not change in 19839, leave blank.)
TOTAL MARKET | AMOUNT FINANCED
VALUE
Acreage in 1999 which was-- | ACRES DOLLARS | DOLLARS
Acquired :032 ;033 |°3"
d of for farming ing iuss jm ‘
Sold/disposed of for non-farm purposes [938 |oz9
2. Please report LAND OWNED on each spaclﬁsd date and land acquired and disposed of {sold or given away)
during each specified time period. (Exclude renfed acres.)
On December 31 of-| ACRES OWNED TIME PERIOD | ACRES ACQUIRED | ACRES DISPOSED OF|
1998 kad 1988 - 1998 |
1987 e 1983 - 1987 ™ i“”
1982 43 1973- 1982 °¥ o
1972 oet
3. For the land OWNED by this u{.wration,
report the number of acres in following land use categori ACRES
051
8 TOTCHBIISNIBYBIIE o ) ov 55 rms 005 8 4o e s b oS00 a AT AN L WA g +
052
b. Cropland finclude hay scres. Exclude orchardsiineyands ant cropiand paSIUME) . .. .. ovuwvaveeannas
053
c. Pastureland (inciude cropland pasture, woodland pasture, olher pasture and Fangerand) . . ... .......... + "
054
d. Forestwoodland NOUPASIUTET . ... .. ..vevsssnnerseennsenteeernsseaneanneens + |
085 |
€. Other (farmstead, roads, ditches, wasteland, 1) . ..........ccoiviiiiiiiireiiananss + |
f. TotalAcresOwned(a+b+c+d+e) .. .. ... iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinanina Laisssieuns =
a. How marg of these acres were enrclled in the Conservation os7
rogram (CRP) and Wetlands Reserve Program WRP)? . ........ | |
4. For the land OWNED by this operation, report the Market Value on December 31, 1999 of-
(Provide your best estimate based on a recent appraisal, or similar sales in your area.) DOLLARS
: ; 058
a. Farm operator's dwelling, if owned by this operation ............ooovvviiiiiiiiiiiia +
b.  All other farm buildi slruclures and dwellings 058
(Include bams, cribs, grain bins, greenhouses, SHos, S10rage Sheds, &1C) . ... ... ut it iaiaa. *
C. Land (Excluding houses Bnd BUMINGS.) - « . .« o« vt e e tnseeasanaseeesannseeenneessans + 0
d. Total Market Value of Land and Buildings Owned (a+b+¢) ... ..................... =™
DOLLARS
062
5. For the land RENTED FROM OTHERS, report the Market Value of the land and buildings . . .. ..
6. For the land RENTED TO OTHERS, report the Market Value of the land and bulldings . ....... e
7. In 1999, did this

or farm
such as record keeping, farm pracﬂons advice, hmn planning, rent l:ollecunm otc.?
osa ,[IYES ;N0
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PRODUCTION EXPENSES
Include f; fr h exp . Exclude

value of items furnished by , and e

In 1999, how much did this operation spend on--

b R LS00 S 1OR SE rosmants, Cranaplants, rece, and nursery stock?

2 Fel‘tlllzer Hme and soil condltioners?
ustom apphcation costs.

3 Agril:ullural Chemicals lor crops, livestock, poultry, and general farm use?

4. Livestock Purchases—

a. Breeding livestock and dairyeattle? .. ... .o viiiiiin i
b, Allotherlivestock and pouliy? .. .......cciiiinirrniiinriasnanrainanes
¢. Leasing of livestock? (Include keasing of bees for polnalion.) ... ......ovueeiaieanas

s Food for lvstock and poutry?_,

6. Fuels, Oils and Lubricants inaludmg gasoline, diesel fuel,

natural gas, LP gas and all other FUBI? .. ..o .. .0 or e oo

7. Ra?alrs Malntemn%r*c:pgr}d M&"’:‘ugglles

m, 8, markeling containers, hand toals,
Ms‘wmmm
Exclude any

new construction or Orremodeing) . .....cc00 0000000t aaaa e ananans

8. Insurance for the farm business?
Include budngs. ve

I insurance for. , CTOps,
and the farm share for awlos
Exclude

health insurance wmrpwmumme} ..............................

9. Interest and fees paid on—

a, deblssecured by realestale? ... ...... ... ...iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiaian

b. debls NOT secured byrealestale? ..............covviviiiiiianeiansnins

10. Frope%ax paid on—

realestale? . . ...

b. livestock, machinery and other farm production items? ......................

11. Cash wa%m paid to hired farm/ranch labor and Contract Labor?
mmmm!mmmmm elc.and

mbmw EXCIUCHE CUBIOM WOMK) 4.0 v 10 5o n sissasivivsssnssrsunsas

12. All other Operating Expenses?

id by
P?Jaﬂymhndmn!edfouﬂmd

L T

a. Custom work, machine hire, inary ices and
b.  Ultilities used for the farm

¢ Marketing and StOrage exXpenses . .. ... ....c.vovurnra i ninr iy
d. Transpurtahon and leasing of vehicles, machinery and equipment .. ............
e. Jaimed by this operation in 1999

forall caplalBRselE". . .0 o0 i et e e e
£

Gen?rﬂsl bushess and all other operallng axpenses not :epoﬂed above.

[oss

e

o7

065

o7

o7z
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CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

Report the total cost of the following capital expenditures for this TOTA, CARITAL
operation in 1999 EAPEN e
1. Im rovements on land such as land p r DOLLARS
dnlhng punds drainage, roads, feediots, trencn sllos Egoons new fences, etc. None |°B5
{Exi NN ICANOTIIE. Y- o B e e e e L P L R SR e a
2 Buildh‘lgs and slructl.lres including all costs for new construction,
remodel the operatcrs dws|||ng if owned by the
operaunn dwe!hn?ls for hired labor, buildings, hog houses, 086~
houses, milk bams, slorage Tadlillﬁ sheds, silos, elc.
( Juche rapairs and MAINMONANCE] ... i i i iR e e |
Re ort the total costs of the followina_:apital purchases for this operation
999, after deducting the value of trade-ins, rebates, and discounts.
3. Trucks and Autos fos7
{Include new or used trucks, pick-ups, sport uilty vehicles, vans, campers, buses. cars. ele) . ...... . .00
o |
a. What percentage of this was the Farm's Share? ............. PERCENT|
4, Tractors and Self-| Propﬂﬁﬂd Farrn Equmﬂl‘lt lncludlng implements ’
or poultry produc |oae
(mnm L N |
5. Other Farm Machinel% and Non Self-Propelled farm equipment u'nplemenls. -
irmigation equipment and ps and capital equipment for livestock, dairy, and poult [cm
(BIChIchS L0 ST BHAMI OINEY o i voe wom s B wia s 5 656 R0 e 56 w3 B A i e R e
6. Al Other ng’tal Expenditures 091
capital expenditures which were placed on a deprecialion SChEAUE.) . . . .. ..o ina e an
il FARM ASSETS
For sach item, rt the MARKET VALUE of the assets owned by the operation
on the date s wmd by
USRI,
1. Cm&s owned and stored on or off this cporatiun " JANUARY 1, 1898 DECEMBER 31, 1989
Corbeel s mmmy&w Hone 192 | Nnm|°93
Exv:ndem I GG I 72 i Al s e e W o AT WA |
2. Livestock and poultry owned by this operation
A Breeding Ivesbock L e e e
b. Non-breeg}gg i|mlock and m and slhar T — " | 106
lvestock such as hnrses m bees, aqunm!ur! Y s R A A e |
3. Production inputs purchased and on hand such as food, o7 .
seed, fertilizer, chemicals, fuels, parts, and other supplies, ete. . ........ |
110
4, Farm share of autos and trucks owned (fotal value X percent famm use) . . ..........ovvn oons } )
12
5. Tractors, machinery, equipmentand tools owned ... ...............coiiiiiiiiiiiin iy
14
6. Stockin Farm Credit SyStom .. .............ooiiiieiiiiiiiii i |
|16
7. Stockin Fam Cooperatives . ......................oiiiiiiiiiniiii e |
All Othsr Farrn Assets
bands, certificates of deposit, savings and checking accounts,

%mnr;wmassers operation, mmar]vgcrqﬂs and ivesiock soid for future payments and
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FARM INCOME

1. What was the total amount RECEIVED by this operation in 1989 for CASH and
MARKETING CONTRACT SALES for—
{Exclude production contracts and landlord's share of production.)

DOLLARS
a, Crop Sales 118
(Al crops including nursery, gveeﬂhouse aﬂn‘spsnakycmnmodmes MNons
Include the value of COC bans.) . PR D I ot
b. Livestock and Poullry sales i
(AN tvastock and poultry including specially tems and fivestock products soid) . .. .. cooe e |
2, Did thls operaticm have ar_':y PRDD‘:J%;!?ON CONTRACTS to produce any crop, poultry,
9
et is an g which you receive a fee or percentage of
D for p dity owned by someone else.
The owner{contracfm ofi‘ge commodity usually provides inputs or services.)
121
L] YES - [Continue.] 3] NO- [Goto tem 3]
a. \Which of the following commodities did the operation have production contracts for, in 19897
YES=1 YES=1 YES=1
122 [128 ] |
Brollers ] Hogs | | Vegetables |
123 [ 26 128
Layers, Pullets & Eggs Custom Fed Cattle | Grains/Oilseeds
128
Turkays | Othar
DOLLARS
b. Vhat was the total dollar amount this operahon recewad in 1999 Nona |0
for producing commedities under contract? | . .
¢, VWhat is the operators besl estimale of the total market value of the commodities
this o%mlmn produced under confract in 19897
should be ga&wrhanmeamwwu 3
srn:e it reflects the total value of production.)
d. What is the operators best estimate uﬂhe {otal value of all inputs and services.
provided by the owner (macno;} of the commodities this operallon F:’z
produced under contract in 19997 A s e s
3. Total Federal and Stata Fmr P Y I;e i w@? iﬁMTﬁ
deficienc) DP}, Conservation Re: R'aqra CRP mﬁ WRFY,
Enwnmmnu':‘summs . JP«t‘aur:a"‘l"rr:viE{JIP) ::dn:“ ofhe!;n l farm 4 133
Exclude CCC fpans) . i e s e )
4, Farm Rent Income and Expenses [134
a. Cash Rent Received in 1989 .
b. Share Rent Received |1:15
Report the total value of crop or ivestock shares received for share renfing acres toothers. . .. ... o0 vu s |
c. EXPENSES pa-d by this operakun asa Iandlord on land rented fo others (138

mndranesa!o whers]

All Other FARM RELATED Income and Expenses
a.

Other Farm Income
ric, cuslom work, machine hire, recreational services, h foes, livesiock boarding,
aifotment leases, mineral nghts, andngnru!ways_ saie of forest p 15, and all other income 137
chosely related fo this agricultural operation.) . 8 # |

b. Other Farm E:penses associated with the income repnﬂed in (item a) above. (138
Excilude op wmuewsesssmcwmﬂr
awmumfmmmmrmsmem} S imed e oA AN AL e A O |
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FARM DEBT

1. Did this operation owe money to any banks, co-ops, individuals,
merchants, or Federal agencies at the end of 19997
139
.0 YES- [Continue]
;00 No- [Goto Section|, next page.]

2. Report the total farm debt owed to each of the following lenders

T R R e s oy
None - DOLLARS |
a.  Farm Credit System ‘
b. USDA Farm Service Agency (FSA) (include previous FmHA loans.) ................... }141 2
c. Small Business AMINIStration (SBA) ...............cverrerranesaneniiennns e ‘
d. State and County Govemment Lending AQENCIES . ...........coviiviiueinannannons lm
e. Commeodity Credit Corporation (CCCILOANS ... ..ovvviiiine i eriiriareannans Im ‘
f.  Commercial Banks, Savings Banks and Residential Mortgage Lenders . . ............... ‘145 |
g LN INSUrance companies .. e e e R s SR R ’145
h.  Implement dealers and Financing Corporations (including trucks and aufos ) . ............ I_W
. Co-ops, Merchants and other Input suppliers . ... ... ..oouiiiiiiiiniiniianrnenens .m
f IO e T S R R I S T S :: |
k. Individuals from whom any land was bought under a mortgage ordeed oftrust .. . ... ... .. im |
I Individuats from whom any land in this operation was bought under a land purchase contract
m. Any other lenders (Including INAIVIUAIS.) . . . . .. ... .. .vieee et e !m’ ‘
|153
|

n. Other debts such as unpaid bills, creditcardsete. .. ... ... ... |

154
TOTAL FARM DEBT owed by this operation on December 31, 1999 (sumof2a-2n) ............ _
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9

FARM HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

Report information in this section for the farm operator or senior partner's household.

1. Howmamrgpersonslmuinm I 's h hold on ber 31, 19997
{fre operalor, spouse, childre

D
n, and others iving in operalor's household) . .. . . .........

a. Howmany were under 16yearsofage? ...................

2 1.i\ral?tedayl.lnla)i" isions for this operation made by a hired manager?
,ﬁ YES - [SKIP (o the Conclusion on page 10.]
O NO- [Continue.]

3. Is this farm o tion an individual or a family operation,
?erlnershlp 0‘:0;8“!""1 corporation? o

B ves- (continue,
:!D NO - [SKIP fo the Conclusion on page 10.]

4, OFF-FARM WORK - please answer the following for

the operator and spouse OPERATOR
158, ] ves
a.  Did the operator/spouse work off this farm for NO
pay during 18997 ..o 0
I YES, continue

1FNO. shap this column

b. Was the operatorfspouse—
1- EMPLOYED BY ANCTHER FARM OR RANCH
2- EMPLOYED BY A PRIVATE COMPANY, BUSINESS OR
INDIVIDUAL
3- EMPLOYED BY THE FEDERAL STATE OR LOCAL Enter Code . . . Igeo

OVERNMENT OR
ScHooL DisTricT
4- SELF-EMPLOYED OPERATING ANOTHER FARM CR RANCH
5+ SELF-EMPLOYED A NONF
6- OTHER

CODE

¢ How many WEEKS did the operalor/ se 162
WOrK O UG8 AN 01 DY 1N J00B7 T v+ ves e san e ns |

d. During those weeks, how many average HOURS PER WEEK did
the lor/spouse usually work off this farm for pay 164
5. HOUSEHOLD INCOME

How much did p living in the 's |
in 1999 from each of the following categories—

a. Wages received by household members for work on this farm orranch? ... ... ...
b. Wages from working on, or net income from, another farm or ranch? . ..........

¢.  Net cash income from operating any other business? . ................ccoue

d. Other off-farm pay before deducting taxes and withholdings?
{Include bonusés, cash wages, commissions, military pay,

plece rate pEYents, Salanes, Bps, 816 . ... ... iu v iur s a s as e

Veteran's benefits,

e. Income from disability, milita i
I «!m'ber pubrxc i

f.  Income frominterestand dividends? ............ .. o i il iiiii i
g Allother sources of INCOMBT ... .. i i it iarinisiiiiaaiiniiaa

(Include alimony, annulies, net income from estates or rusts, private pensions,
reguiar contnbutio this net rental income from

from not
nan-fanm properties. mwm’%mﬂm ‘and any other off-farm income nal reported above.)

HOURS PER
__ WEEK

i, Social S y, unemgploy 1
it and public assi e programs? . ...........

__ NUMBER
1185

SPOUSE
158, [Jves

[ne

5 DNQSpm

| WEEKS
163

L
HOURS PER
WEEK
I135

Home 379
171

172

17

174
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10

FARM HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS--continued

n? the

share n this operafbun s net income during 1999?
YES - [Continue.)

;O NO- [Gotoitem7]

a.  How many households besides the operator's, shared in the W 55 NUMBER
17
ne
net farm income of this operalion? . .........ccveviiriiiinerresernssesrareararsanas |
PERCENT
[17a
b. What percent of the net income did the operator’s household receive? .. .................. | |
7. Report the Market Value for the fc;kmir? non-farm ASSETS owned by the
P s | hold on D ber 31, 1999 DOLLARS
180
a. Cash, checking, savings and money owed totheoperator ... ... |
181
b. IRA, Keogh, 401K, and other refirementaccounts .......... ... . ... coviirrnienrcnnns
c. Corporate stock, mutual \'mus cash surrender value of life insurance, 122
andall other financial BAEEME . .. ... ... . i i i i s e e s Fe e
d. all other ASSETS of the farm operators household [ '
(Excclude previously reported 8588{8) .. ... ... i a e s s |
8. Total value of all Non-Farm Debt md by the operator and members !
of the d with the assets reported above 184
(.Excrmiu Farm ool reponiBd BBMBr] . . . .. .ocib it a et i e e e a e a e
CONCLUSION
Reported by: Date: Telept
il
Thank you for your cooperation. Please return your completed form in the enclosed postage paid lope
e p i e T TR
RESPONDENT | RESPONSE CODE | R. UNIT T SECD _ SECE SECF [ENUHERA‘I’OR | EVALUATION | MM DD YY
01 a10 921 200 201 202 0ag 1185 i gt
SIE Name

l\gl_lh 0 the Papensork Reduction Mt of 1995 na persons ane required lo respond to 2 collection of information unless it disptays a valid OMB control
number. The time required to compleis thon collection is estimated to average 80 minubes per responss.
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APPENDIX B.
Report Forms and Information Sheets

e I T R T L LA

1988 AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS AND o, Tl s Sriaes Tt Desien toldied teyens M s
LAND

OPERATOR'S REFORT

MEAL OF THE CENSUS B
1307 Eamet Taenths
IN 47133
Ve Pinanatal naads of the. T 47 o g .
0 iporiam %o knvove fucts sush sot

et figumes.
wwhm Pease srawsl sech duestion 1hat sppies
o o &l oy ™
cames | 1 b
oNLY Fhaass COTRCt O in name, sddeess, and TIF Code, ENTER strest snd msmber if nat shown.
ACREAGE IN 1988 AND CURRENT MARKET VALUE of land snd Exthmated curant mashat vake of
bulldings (Ses Information sheet.) Include all cropland, pastureland, Mursber Thase #oies inciuding the dwelings
woodland, wasteland, ke land, house lots, ete. ““‘ wnd athae bulidings on them.
Hane Ocitars Cante.
o =
V. ALL FARM AMD FANCH LAND OWINED .. . ..o censsnnnasansie e onnmcsnasas acmnat s ans e aie s aans 0 b L. . 00 }
2. At tondromed or lessod EROM THERS, nchucn land worked on share; essed Pedersl, Sute, and elrusd b s o0
Pt basis et 8 grasing permit.| Al complets item Sbelow. .. [ | -
3. utmm-mwm lund worked on sharms. Lo mubbasaed, o0
NOT include s nvofuct i the Fassrva Program.) . . g e 0 .
- mnmmm'ﬂ'ﬂl‘ﬂﬂ“. ADD 1 wboveal 2 abwrval, then Theas e the ACHES in "THIS
S I d 3 sbivel, oUr angvwer 1 s #oce. { FLAESE o e o
“THIS PLACE"" maans your farmm o ranch, feediots, poultry houses, -y
5. iy
b Lt
[r——r— Mailing sderees of lsndiord s
Taat nams. —— p— p—— i@
B Iu— lnn:.e-o-
o Tt name Wumbar sna swee o e
- - el i
W Tawt T E
Im ]zrm
= o
I~ e (.
1 Mumbar
6. you bave ved aberva, hew
mary sddfionl trdlorda do you have] Lt theas [‘_"
"""" “Voual coah rert |
Mons|  cashissssd [ Dofers | Comal
o o ]
7. How much totsl cosh rent did you pary for acres lessed durig TEB87 .. .oooiieiiiiaiiaas =] . ! po

- A 1008,
I—vu b in "
Frveret of s form i & by o

Wa, b, or o apply o L

8. Wes ey famn o wwmwmnlmm -
. Farming or ranching purposes;

1987 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS & LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY (1988) B-1
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LERURERE Ciprastten of IF NGO LAND ACGUIRED IV 1983
mkﬁ-wﬂ-uhummlu -
i swction 1, Rieen 1. 1F MO LAND WAS GWNED, SKIP TO SKIP TO ITEM 7. ey
SECTION 3. ecember 31, 168 | Amount finmced
B 1 you s 1988, None [~ pontT T
[rm— Dollar Doliars__|Conts
i Jrmad | "% PUENSE repor svimates - o
Ooflan _Coma)  buikdings scquired and
e I [ T (m ] 00 |s 00
18.Copy reparted scres from section |, em 1 . ... |
b How many of thess beros cwrmd during i
1368 were w58 ovwed by you on T 142
December 31, 18887 Report the market s 00
vaks o thess Owred SRS, ... ........... 00 3
. 1 you fnanced land
2. emﬁ ap = b’m‘“ in 19E8 (tem Ba
g o Ml . Amount financed
&, Opeator dwalling it on scresin 1b .., [}
s Lallowirg None
. Dwadlingts] bor hired Iebor i on screstn 1b . ... o. s :" 00 =
1. Pactorsl s bk . op %
. All caher bulldings snd strectures e scrts i 16 ... ..o b e
00 2. Farmen Home Adrmiristrion [njjL L]
@, Long texchuding bulldngs) ... . .. ...ooeiaaiiiiin s 1!
3. insurence companiss .. ., o .:“——:-W-
i
3. Of tha land owned by you en Decamber 31, 1998 Ao | 4 Commerial bankasvings & loan compankes .. ... 0oje 00
e 1bi, how many scres weem cbzinad By: Mo | e A = i
L) [+[]
5. PUrchats roem non sIetVe ..o o e s ok i5
B, Purchass Tom relathve .. ..ol i
. Inhetmmncs 0r DI .. v.vuisaas s n e nnanas T
L R P, 7. Raport th
‘hwmm’m
Doceenbe: 31, 1988 and sssed
an 5 others,
Total scres
Nusibee
of Inageq | V0wed 10
= Trps ol e
Ll Nona [TET i
newmh . O b
z.shen ... O i) "
E R T ) S -
40ther ... O
b onsss peid by Nons| ___ Dollees Cems)
& h-uam:ummm;:mdm 0 i
ool fod o e sl S [m] |00
6. ACOUSRED anct/or SOLD or DS
ard OWNED.
{Dacemtar 31),
Lad mokd o
Liesd owrwd o Lard Land soouired 8.
Decamber 31 ] Date tAcres} o Trwm 7 abave, how many afow for  None [Mumber of cash leases Acron
of yoar below W @ i cfustimant cf rentml pyenent in i i
i) i {3 U-umdw-dur I
1988 During 1988 e s
e B I o
1997 1983 — 1687
. {1 w
1982 1978 - 1882
TH Y T |
1978 1976 — 1878 ® 01 e fom and anch e you s 0 L Acrey
T o ) 7 ko
1974 1870 - 1974 .. O
]
1968
o T =

B-2 AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS & LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY (1988)

1887 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE
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PURCHASES AND EXPENDITURES DURING 1 DEBTS AS OF DECEMBER
FOR THE AGRICULTURAL OPERATION [Bew srchosed brformetion
Mmmh“i’m“ made ﬂnmnhwﬂammﬂJ
‘m"sm” ¥ e ecree a T aection 1, loem 4 “THIS
Imtmuuﬂmdn m i e
At owed o
December 31, 1988
m.w"-"mu P umbees past doa
1888 pardimeen *  Bewrcs of debt Nono ™ Domma | Canta)
b
o ©. neividunls from whom you bough par or 81 i
5. o .
o citver Brustock parchaves bn section 3o, item 2.1 oje 00 of this scresge — i |
. Under 8 mongogs of deed of Ut . .. ..o.oueieoaeans O] :_ :00
[ | 00
o
(- 00
160
L] 20
el
. 00 |
E3
L]
L
i " 00
cattle (Raport ¥ . Tractors and larm machinery, Including repsks =
mmhmumim ee O P 00
. Autos and trucks , nchuding rapats, gascling, of, other
3. Purchevas of Merlier ... ..o O 0o hual, fesd, saod, fantibrer, Ivautock, poukry, nd cther
m?ﬂmﬁnﬂmwm s
4, Purchasss of harbicides and pesticides . .. 00 foncing, herdwam, cus and vimiar purchases. .. [ |V 00
+ Expendituzes for hired and conysact labot (Report 104 ‘I
0. Any sthar Triands, landionds, wstates,
mmm ™ wic. [Exchele dobtn an 040y 800U . .11 .e e ens O 100
irsurance premiums, atc, Sea lnformation steet. ﬁ_'___oo i
P 1. Urpeid bl for veterinary sarvicos, utifties, past dus taxes o .
O mmumnmmam
L wxpect o pay i 30daye) .. .Ofh 00
[ o0 wvam:nrmmmumml
= e | $OLD DURING 1988
ol 0o | [Bew anclosed information shast |
our
(=[] 00 § S = Mors [ Dotlans
" vestock, poutry, sad .| scid o this placa i
L m“_.r':‘mhnm",“"”m LSt v, Rowsucs. L o UDE T VAL Ve T LANOLDALY S ANGIOR
et o 00 | CONTRACTOR'S SHARE, satimarting i necessary. Alio s
[} 00
10, »mmmmﬁwmu
TS, CUBOrIROrR. S840, COMBINGrE, Witer. e
2. ¥ you rented of leased land frorm othars on 8 shars beals,
m“ saekutog charges, uililes, upheep of wht et the vakes of the Landigrd's snare o the totsl
W,Hmdmmmm L aken ropOrtd I A0 T WBOVET . ... i. e iaiaeas aje 00
s o
8] QUNral bl SXPINSEY. . .. ... ... e e O s 00
ool B ARA 1708 Page 3

1987 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS & LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY (1988) B-3



BUSINESS ASSETS OWNED BY THE FARM

OPERATION
Did you harve sy poatry,
}:"?,". TP ! s y
"y LIYES ~ Comphets this sertion
20INO — Gatossction 7
Dollars__[Conts}
1. !mhmﬁnﬂnvﬁ-w\m—m =
Rmport onk
off this place In 1988). (] 00
Spacily huma uncar antmot - 1. Farm shore of wutos and trucks [percent larm
une x totel market vakua) .. Lolliiiiiiiiiiaiaas

2. Tructors, farm machinery. tools, and squipment . .
T 5. d on Decerber 31,
1 (Exchals crops urder poversment CCT be.) "
i
L] [+[]
EXPENSES BRI, o oo s e sl e (myi] 00 |
SOURCES IN 1888. Do not inchude Incoms reported In
section § 1Bea eaclosed -
Information shest.] |
Report amount recelved before Lexes I Goliars TCann| ¥ Beel. dairy, peossdiry, nd othes brestack
1. Income Wany il gl G Sces o NO o L___.'r'l
'S this for n i
mrwﬁw%mm‘ 1 ™ |
iy v P i 5. m-dhu.-d.lm Pu, chomicals snd otfer i
foetiunagening e ol e S op L « 0 T.ﬂ"—‘_'.'&

mm lnaws of sllotmants, sake of forstry

m.mhﬂmﬂmmﬂq 113

7. Waathis plsce cpermted ss 8 partnership in 19867

Vb None| _ Dolars _[Cana
1 LI YES — Complets this section
2080 — Go fo section 8 ~
2. How many toral partners wors involved In this partrership -
m:‘mmm-::‘mn .................... mmunu-:mwm .................. o ‘Oa 00
w
4 [Jioas than 10 porcant. |21 Corporsts .
3. an-umolhn:‘;-m whmﬂ:" 0110129 purcann nct 8 other firanciel BEsts . .. ..oas e TP a
defined for this partnership? [See ;%:ﬂunm 5 i o =
:ﬂ:;:;l“ur " roporto n section 2 o 25, a1
| sEcTions  PETTIIUEINT] i~ bt ot [} L] 90 |
Didyouseport aweieg ey e or anch nd in 16657 A6
5 C1VES — Complete this y ' 00 |
2 0IND — Go o section 10 1
e 4. Other
1. mammdeMuwmmm U‘m.l:.m :
hor rocreatio iclas; the !
ared souipemann for nonfaem uses, wic. - :
2. what Extimuted - !
e o Ty e ahwn byt SR -mmguub-nl ........... 0| +
3. What was te totsl amount of farm and rnch resl sstats: -
Towae S o sk v e T v I Soeori OO - | 1 00
I Page 4. Page &
B-4 AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS & LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY (1986) 1987 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE
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JEESIETREN OF-FARM INCOME DURING 1938 AND HOUSEHOLD SIZE (Se ot | Roport

1. bor ¥ P irwd maneger

. m.—.-hh.q-.__.m:\. -

12) Other

ooooooooo oooo §

spouse, chidrer, and others living In your housshold

En
1
= otume 1
[ REPORT FOR OPERATOR REPORT FOR SPOUSE
e i
1. Education — What yoar) of MY o 1 un s snamap AR !0 thend 401314 10uwsatans  aD13-14
Mark (X] appécabls box | 20s-n sClie-1e 20e-11 sCl1s-18
! oalliz a1 Tormon | all1z o[ 17 ormen
2. Oft-twem work — Did you of your spouse warlk for pey a1 en aff-fam 887 (nchucke L !
reas o ol ek - &:}.J ............... 1 1CIYES ~ Complets this column :aua i
job, descri i 1 alINO o forboth skt | g
H spction 13. i apousels |
o, For you buginass, lass A — 2
MGBIRLRUETS OF GLNOY BMDIOYEE] + <2+ 122122+ 4= s s snns s arssssnnsnnseneanenees - | Specity
1
BUT0 apak, STHN0 LaDOr DRPE., fB, 8] . ... 1o vesasnasranannnraanan s | Sowcity Specity
P i
5 ST0cK lrk Pt ) 5 UG WORRE, B161 - o on s erneennannen | Sowcity Spectty
d. lor . he iok? 1
(Types, 3ol Gars, operstes b truck, finhos concrety, Aowps scoounts, #46.) .............. | Spealy .| Specty
®. Worm you lor was your spousel: fam. o
* Emplayes of snothar tars or mechi WO ] 10
* Employ 0 i 20
+ Fadaral, Stat, aldl 1 a0
* Sef smployed — opeewting an Incorpansted fam relsted businesa? 4]} Mark (2] ONE box a1} Mok (1) ONE Boe
* Seif emphoyed — cperatig 8 Ronincorporated feem relsted business? -8 uD
. - e L Lt
adf - ol a0 +0
e e
3. How mamy hours par wosk were nommaly worked for pay ot this offfemmjeb? ...l Houn
e ams
&, How manmy weeks per year wors nommaily worked ot this of1emBshT .. .. .o Wsks Woska.
0 20
5. How muny mies ¥ 16 work T ik en | Mg
COMPLETE COLUMN 2 i
JEITIIIREN REMARKS AND EXPLANATIONS
—
PERSON COMPLETING THIS REPORT — Plesse print
Nama 34T Date Arma code ‘Number
I o e ]
U BS-ARA (30 o = e -

Page s

1987 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS & LAND OWNERSHIP SURVEY (1988) B-5
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[ATTACHMENT 2]
Agricultural Resource Management Survey Costs and Returns Report 2013

Project 904 — ARMS Phase Il CRR - Version 1 (10212013) OME No. 0535-0218: Approval Expires 10312015

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT SURVEY
COSTS AND REJ;JRNS REPORT

USDA

Curs
% <
(<)
e

Loy 7 N"%
National Agricultural
Statistics Service
u.s.slgggammm of ural
1400 lndependanoe W,
Washington, DC 20250-2000
1-BBB-424-7828

Phone:
Fax: 2
E-mail: nassg@@nass.usda,gov

Please make correclions fo label name, address, and ZIP code, if needed.

‘We are collecting Information on costs and refurns and need your help o make the information as accurale as possible.

Autherity for collection of information on the Costs and Returns Report is Title 7, Section 2204 of the U.S. Code. Under Title 7 of the
U.S. Code and CIPSEA (Public Law 107-347), facts about your oparation are kepl confidential and used only for statistical purposes.
Response is voluntary. You may skip any question(s) you prefer not to answer.

A ding to the P: ik Act of 1995, an agency may nol conduct or sponsor, and a person Is not required o respond to, a
coliection of information unless it dhplays a valid OMB mnlo! number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is
0535-0218. The ime required io s to average 100 minutes per response, including the time for
reviewing Instructions, searching exlsling data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information.

] [if this aperation is a partnership, please identify the other person(s) involved.]

Partner 1 Partner 2

Pariner Name Partner Name

Address Address

City State Zig Phone Number City State Zip Phone Nurmber

Partner 3 Partner 4

Pariner Name Partner Name

Address Address

City State Zip Phone Number City State Zip Phone Mumber
Office Use Only

Screening | m Total ) Office Use | Number of

Box (Military) | Points R. Unit Partner Stratum Only p

0928 0009 0002

0006 0004 0929 21 [ ‘ 0926 ‘ o927
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LAND IN FARM / RANCH

For 2013, please report farm/ranch land owned, rented, or used by you, your spouse, or by the partnership, corporation
or organization for which you are reporting. (Include all cropland, idie land, Conservation Reserve Program (CRP), pasiureland,
woodland, wasteland, farmslead. acres used for eropilivestock production faciliies, and all other building sites assoctaled with this
operation, elc.)

ACRES OPERATED None Tn“&
1. How many acres of farm/ranch |and Were oWned? . . . . ..........ooereunerennnn. O+
2. How many acres of farm/ranch land were rented or leased from others —
(Exelude land used on an animal unit month (AUM) o fee per head basis under a grazing permit,) —
a. for a fixed Cash renl PAYMENIZ. . . .. ..ot er et ettt et e et O+
w02z
b. for a flexible rent payment? (Include hybrid rental arangements). . ... .....ooouva.. O+
c. for a share of the crop or livestock production? (Exclude hybrid rental amangement 0O+ o0
where rent pald is based on a fixed cash payment plus some shared production.). . . . . .. . . .
O P B L e A S e e e AT O+
3. How many acres of farm/ranch land were rented or leased lo others? 0025
{Include land rented for cash, for a share of crop or livestock production, or rent free.) . . .. .. . . D =
Total Acres
0026
4. Then the TOTAL ACRES in this operation in 2013 were: (Total ftems 1+ 2a + 2b + 2c + 2d - 3) =
RENTED LAND
5. Including rent for land and/or buildings, what was the total CASH RENT PAID in 2013 — -
by this operation? (Include rent paid in 2013 for previous years and rent paid in advance. None: Doilars
Exclude storage bins, to be reported fn SECTION |, tem 20. Exclude grazing of iivestock, to 0044
B Tapaned 10 KB 5 Dol | L e e S R |

6. Report any land this operation useu {m a per head or A.UM basis) that is administered
either by: public or private ag grazing i or
rented from individuals on a short term grazing arrannement in 2013,

a. In 2013, what were the total fees this operation paid for the use of publicly

owned land on an AUM basis? (Include fees paid for privately owned land administered 0045
by a public agency through exchange-of-USe.] . . . . .. vt eeunurinnarnsasansnnans [3
b. In 2013 how much did thJs operaﬂon spend on pnsluling or grazing of livestock on

ly owned land another farmir: efc.) used on a fee per head 0046
Y e i O

7. Report any crop or livestock SHARE RENT payments in 2013.

a. What was the estimated total MARKET VALUE of your landlord’s share of crop 0184
production from this operalion in 20137, ... ... .. 0 ouiveeeaeae s 0
b. What was the estimated lotal MARKET VALUE of your landlord’s share of livestock
sold or from this ion in 20137 shared livestock ETE
PrOUCHON AOL DAt Of & [N FBNLAI ATANGEMENL). « « + + «  + v s v s s s ssssnsneanasenns O

B. What was the estimated market value of the land and buildings on the acres rented 0855
or leased FROM OTHERS on December 31, 20137. .. ... ......ooovoeiiiiineiosnn |
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[if land was rented from others in 2013, continue; otherwise go to ltem 13.]

9. Did your landiord participate in decisions for this i ding land use and/or
cropfivestock production? (if mare than one landlord, consider the landlord from whom the most land is rented.)

0053
1] ves 3] Mo

10. Where does your landlord live relative to your rented land?
{if more than one landiord, consider the landiord from whom the mast land is rented.)
0054

1] Farm or rural area within the state (population of less than 10,000 people)
2[] Urban area within the state (population of more than 10.000 people)

3] out of state

4[] Don't know

“
=

. Is your landlord related lo a current or former operator of this operation?
{Iif more than one landlord, considar the landiord from whom the most land is rented.)

0055
1] yes 3[] No

12. Which of the ing best describes your i's primary ion in 20137
(I more than one landiord, consider the landiord from whom the most land is rented.)

D056
1] Farmorranch work 2] Other  3[ ] Retired *[ | Don't know
13. Including rent for land and/or buildings, what was the total CASH RENT RECEIVED

in 2013 for acres rented TO OTHERS by this operation? (include rent recelved in 2013 None | ~ Dolars
for provious years, rent received in advance, and govemmen! paymenis received from those 0042
acres. Exclude grazing of livestock, fo be reported in SECTION H, tem 3b) . . . ... oo vvvvnnnns O
14. For acres SHARE-RENTED to others, what was the total value of crop or livestock
shares received in 2013 by this operation? (Include rent receivad fn 2013 for previous 0043
years and govermmen! payments received rom thoSe 8CMS.) . ... .o oo v eureiranaraanans |:|
15. What was the estimated market value of the land and buildings on the acres rented 0857
or leased TO OTHERS on December 31, 20137, ... .. ....uiieaiiaeaiininieass 0
LAND USE AND CONSERVATION - -
16. How many of the (item 4 page 2) lotal acres in this operation were: [y . .
a. Used to grow annual crops in 2013 but were in perennial cover in 20127........... O
(i} Of the (item 16a) acres, how many have never been used for crop production O 0058
2R e R e e e e e AR B e P
0060
b. In perennial cover in 2013 but were used to grow annual crops in 20127 .. ... . ... .. |
0061
c. Under a conservation easement in 20137, ... ... ... .o ittt L]
0062
(i} Cf the (item 16c) acres, how many are grassland?. . ... ... oo ieiianeaaeaans D
d. Considered cropland in 20137 (Include land in g G yinursery 0063
acres, and land planted to hay, including wild hay. Exclude CRP acres planted to frees.). . .. . . U
0064
&. Cropland covered under Federal crop insurance in 20137, . ... ... .vviiiiiiinians D
1. Pasture covered under Federal crop insurance in 20137 (Exclude cropland reported i
T s o n|
17. How many of the (item 16d) cropland acres did you: 0086
a. Double crop (harvest two or more crops) in 20137 . ..« oo v vvnereeeenneeeeeaens O
0067
b. Harvest a crop in 2013 and plant a winter crop for harvest in 20147, . ... .......... D
0068
G 10 T THOCHIOR P s B B S A AT R e O
0065

d. Use tillage practices? | B S F O
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SECTION B
i

ACREAGE and PRODUCTION

or did this ¢

Were any crops
{Include

‘Report the

wduwonamrmdl

hmhm&m
mknpemlm
mwwm

from this 1 receive any income from these crops in 20137
mmxmmmmmm Mmmmmmwm;
1] Yes - C ; Mo

‘acreage and production of crops harvested from
specified, by crop. mmmmm&mmm
mam«m:em

qun%wnéhd in the unit
and landlord’s share of sales hm 5)

Com for grain . . ..... 5 Bu, Bus
[ 0110 oIt oz

Com for silage or greenchop Tans Tans
) [IEE] 0114 o116

Cotton, all types. e [T%

CIEE o118 019 G120

PRRUASS v oo s h A A (1% s
| potatoss [Fd oMz oMz o124

in all other j.“?.d.l e Cwt. Owt.
0125 0126 mer o1ze
029 0130 o1 0132

Sorghum for grain or seed. . . . Bu. Bu.
0133 0134 0135 0136

for silage. . = Tons Tans
o137 o138 03 o140

Soybeans...... S Bu Bis
na 0142 o144

Tobacco, all types . .. ....... Lbs.

0145 0146 0147 0148

Barley for grain or seed. .. .. . Bu. Bu
0149 0150 0151 0152

0161

0163

0184

0166 0167 0168
Lbs. Lbs.

o1 o1 oz
Lbs. L.

0174 0175 o176
Tans Tons.

0185

0186

0187

0188

0188

0190
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SEED TECHNOLOGY

3. Was any alfalfa hay, canola, com, coton,

page) in 2013?
oo
1] Yes - Continue

s, or wheat |

3] No - Goto ltem 5

ad (item 2, column 2 on previous

Com for grain. .. ..

0198 [IES] 0200 0201 0202 0203
Colton, all types. . . .

0204 0205 0207 0208 0209
Wheat, all types, for 0z 0214 0215
grain or seed. .....
Hay, dry, alfalfa and | 0216 0217 0z18 [ 0220 oz

(725 @ (=) (5 |02z (=1
Canola...........

0228 0229 0230 0231 0252 0233

hpmof E material?
'D Yes — Continue

5. Was a decline in the

o3
1] Yes - Continue

~aapos

a.

3] No-Goto ltem 5

(i) How many bushels of your IP non-GE com were rejected?

(ii) How many bushels of your IP non-GE scybeans were rejected? . .............o.0nun.

of glyphosate (e.g. Roundup) in controlling weeds

effectiveness
on this operation observed during 20137

Use of mechanical (e.g. tilage) andior non

3] No - Go to ltem 6

a. On how many acres of th mmﬂmmmm:nwumin
the effectiveness of glyphosate in 20137

‘8. Which of the following weed management practices were used on this operation in 20137
Use of muiltiple herbicides with different modes of action?. . .
Use of label recommended application rates at the appropriate time?.

T mwmmtmmmugnemmwmmmmmmm
a. Educational materials or discussions about ways to

b. Ammmumstdmanadwmlmmemwmwmm

o mmdaNRﬂBMHmmmwmanFw
Herbicide R, T A L

4. mamdmmmmummeamwmmtmmmma column 6) production rejected due

95T 17 Yes.
1] Yes

1] Yes
1] Yes
1] Yes
1] Yes
1] Yes

1 Yes
0245 1] Yes

1[] Yes

3[] Ne
3[7] No
3] No
3[] No
3[] No
3] No
3] No

3] No
3] No

3[] No
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SECTION C

1. D]dwuoranmebelehwekorpuumoan operatio in 2013 (reg af ip), or did this
operation receive any income from poultry, or li k products in 20137 (Include your landlord’s shave &
livestock|pouttry grown for others on a contrac! basis. Exclude livestockipoullry grown or fed by someane else on a custom or
contractual basis.)

0247
1] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to Section D

Report the total number of livestock, poumy andlhroutodspmdum by type. For income received in 2013, report the
total dollars this operation received in 201 g g (Exclude contract sales or removals and
munmn&

270 0510
(i) Milk produced in 2013 freport in ewt.). . Cwt.
c. Other cattle and calves (Include heifers 0251 252 0253
that have not calved steers, calves, and bulls ).
@260 o261 4235
d. Total catlle and calves (items a + b +c). ..
o511
(i) Mon-Breeding Stock. . ..............
0512
{ii) Breeding Stock . . St
nized gainfloss on sale of 05
) s a.ﬂi' s was o,
Mdsmwwc %
25z 0263 0296
e. Alhogsandpigs............ AT
{i) Mon-Breeding Stock .
. 0509
{ii) Breeding Stock .. ...covviiviiiaais
1 MEmesd 055
ng hogs. (If loss was incurred,
indicate wi & negative sign). .. .. ...
G248 w24 0250 0556
i = e e
0265 0514
(i) Chicken eggs (report in dozens). ... ... Dez.
) 0268 0269 0298 0515
G TUMKEYS ...
) 0265 [0 0513
LR T R e e e
3 mmummmmm e 2ns 0299 0516
s, osiriches,
quall, poultry producis, efc.) .. . ...
i ms;ad-? mmanmm o
r animal andmw?
goats, products mohair,
m,mmﬁnmw.mms o
donkeys; aquaculture; bees & honey, semen
& embryo sales). . .
0528
k. Breeding Stock of other animals. ........
(0 nized gainfloss on sale of 034
stock. (If a loss was
incurred, indicate Wi a negative sign). . . . .
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Siea (o]l OTHER OPERATIONS GROWING, FEEDING, or

RAISING LIVESTOCK FOR THIS OPERA'HON

1. Did any OTHER operation(s) grow, feed, or raise livestock or poultry owned by this operation under a contract
amangement in 2013 (you are the contractor)?

0271
'] Yes — Continue

3] No - Go to Section E

0 MARKETING CONTRACTS
1. Did this operation have marketing for any fities 1 in 20137
(A marketing contract is a verbal or written reached before harvest of a or of a livestock
stage, setting a price or pricing formula and market for the commodity.)
0300
1] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to Section F

2 {MYMJMNMMMZDWMWH mmwlwhmm&dw
the final price received. (Include only the quantity owned by the operation. Exclude money received from
reimbursement for expenses (report this in SECTION I). Mmmmmmmmmmmmw

N w18 [ a2 (57
0331 0334 0335 0336 = lo@r
6 0349 0350 0351 = |
[ = [ N
o378 w78 080 o381 S
[ES] ] [ [E= = w7

366 1369 1370 1371 = |une
T Ta s |13 =T
m. 1309 1400 1401 _— 1402
AT i 418 e =T
(1426 1428 1430 1431 ==Twm

If more space is needed, please use a separate sheel of paper.
'*WmmmmmMWMMonnrmmmwwmsn 2013

Unit Codo
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PRODUCTION CONTRACTS & CUSTOM FED LIVESTOCK
1. Did this operation have production contra iuru'ly Ilius_ﬂ_ hm‘ls?
aperation for the production of crops, vestock, S T e T e e e )

400
1[0 Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to Section G

Report in the table below the commodities with production coniracts in 2013, Also list the quantities removed under
these conlracts and the final fee received. (Exclude money recelved to pay for production expenses. Expense
NQMMM“WMSECWU

D446

T aaa Taa5 Tad6 =Ty
450 180 a8 = e

T o7 475 76 =t

(1486 1463 1480 a8 e T

If more space is needed, please use a separate sheel of paper.
"mmmmmmmmmﬂsdmwhmmmqmnwtm

Silegp(o]l Rell ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE & DEFERRED PAYMENTS
1. For each item below, mmmwmmﬂmwhmmmmm

Exclude crops in storage and not yet sold. (include cash sales, marketing contr néract ramovals,|
1oL e msw.fmsq
Nona
a. On January 1, 2013, what was the total dollar amount owed to this operation for all 0885
mrndkspmdumdnnumrmnrmmﬂmmm1 Y L (]
0875
{i] Howmadmwmmm|m1nmm1a? ............... O

b. mmmmmammnmmonnwemwm 2013,

for all dities “sold (cash or 0885
under contract in 2013 BNd EAIET YBAMS? . . .. .o ..+ vveeenrnesernseeeenanenes O
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GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS & OTHER FARM RELATED INCOME

1. In 2013, did this operation receive or repay any Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) loans?
[ Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to ltem 2
a. In 2013, how much was received for all commedities placed under CCC loans? None
(Include Austrian winter peas, barfey, rapesead, com, coffon, crambe, dry edible peas, 0518
flaxseed, honey, lentils, mohair, mustard seed, oals, peanuls, , safffower, sesame seed,
\ sugar, sunflower seed, and Wheal) . . . .............. O
b. In2013, what was the amount spent to repay all CCC loans? e
e O
[NOTE: If any of the crops or livestock products redeemed from the CCC were sold in 2013, verify that these sales are
Ted in Mark Cr (SECTION E, ftem 2) or in Cash and Open Market Sales (SECTIONS B and C).
If the redeemed crops were NOT sold in 2013, their value should be reported in SECTION J, Item 3a.]
2. In 2013, did this operation receive Federal, State or local farm program payments?
(Include government payments received through a cooperative. Exclude CCC loan payments.)
0563
*[] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go o ltem 3 :
s Dollars
a. In2013, mw much was received from the Direct Counter-cyclical Payment (DCP) 0525
prog 7 (Include g recefved through a cooperatihve.) . . ... ......... O
Nane Percent of llem 2a
(I} Of the total (Item 2a) dollars, what percent 0520
was for DCP direct payments?. ... .......... O+
(i) Of the total (Item 2a) doilars, what pewanl
was for DCP counter-cyclical payments?. . ... [] +
= 100%
Dollars
b, In2013, how much was received from the M\eraoe Crop Revenue Election (ACRE) 0530
| 7 finclude received through & cooperatve.). . .. . .......... (||
None  Percent of ltam 2b
(i) Of the total (Item 2b) dollars, what percent 0521
was for ACRE direct payments?. . ... ........ L1+
(i) Of the total (Item 2b) dollars, what percent
was for ACRE revenue payments? . .......... [+
= 100%
None. Doliars
¢. In 2013 how much was i in Loan Defici P {LDPs), M 0529
Loan Gains (MLGs)? (Include govemment payments received through & cooperative.). . .4
d. In 2013 how many acres were enrullad in the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP),
t Program (CREP), and the Wetland Reserve [FE]
BRERIMAWRET S Us Ar s o s o e e s O
(i} In 2013, what was the total dollar amount Ty
received from CRP, CREP, and WRP O
e, In 2013, how many acres were enrolled in the E Quality i Mona |
Program (EQIP), Conservation Security Program (CSP), and the Conservation o029
Stewardship PrOGram (CSIP)T. . . .. .o\ vvsiner et inneeinseanes e |
{i} In 2013, what was the total dollar amount [T
received from EQIP, CSP, and CSIP payments?. . [
f. In 2013, how much was for for disaster p 7 (Include all Mo Doliars
disaster assistance and markel loss payments. Exclude Mik fncome Loss Contract (MILC) o537
payments, Federal crop and ather i y reported below,) . - . . . .. . . .. O
g. In 2013, how much was received for for all other Federal, State, or local program
payments? (Include Milk Income Loss Conlract (MILC) payments; tobacco
lump sum payments; and other Federal, State or local programs, Exclude Federal 0545
crop and other F to be reported below.). . .. ... ...... O
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3. In 2013, what was the total income ived by you (the op Jand all p for; o Doltars
a, custom work, machine hire, and other agricul i ided by this operati 05486
for farmers and others? (Exclude if this is @ Separale BUSINGSS). .. . .. ..\ v oooeeeers . O
b. grazing of livestock? (Include payments for livestock pastured on a per-head basis, 0547
per-month basis, AUM basis, etc. Exclude contract armangements previously reported.). . ... . .. O
c. sales of all forest products? 0549
finclude firawood, timber, sic. Exclude mapie syrup and Christmas o). .. .. .ovvwen oo, O
0550
d. sales of farm machinery and vehicles? (fam share onlyl .. . ... ooooviee s O
e. proceeds from sales of farmland and other farm real estate owned by this 0558
R O 7 L e O
(i} What was the recognized gain/loss on the (ltem 3e) sales of farmland and other 0559
farm real estate? (If a foss incurred, please indicate with a negative sign) . . .......... D
0561
(il) How many acres were sold?. . . .. ............. ps
Nese | ~ Doliars
0552
f. Federal crop and ity Dt M S e e O
g. other crop and i i 0551
(Exclude Foderal payments repened in M 3E1. . . .. ... oooeeueen e asnnensoesnns O
0554
h. tive pat dividends and TRIUNAST. . . . .o o v dbn asbe s asas O
i. income from royalties or leases associated with energy production (e.g. natural gas, 0555
e R e s s L R e O
j. all other farm relaled sources of income? (Include: allotment or quota leases, animal
boarding, sales of poultry litter and manure, income from recreational activities such as
o : 'M“:r'r;?iemm 'm mﬁwwﬁ%
salas of varua-amn‘ goods such W elc. if these are mol of a e
W mdahgnmmbwmd hum Incurred, Indicate e
e e S s e e b e e O l
4. In 2013, did the largest portion of this operation’s total gross value of sales come from crops

or livestock? (If the operation had no sales in 2013, choose crops if the valus of cropland on the
operation exceeds the valus of any livesfockon the operation in 2013. Otherwise, choose livestock).

0562
1] croP 2[] LIVESTOCK

OPERATING & CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

Ramrltotﬂpmdumunexpenmpaldbymlsopemon!nmﬁ (Include only expenses reiated to this opsration. Exclude
expenses NOT related to this custom work FOR ofters, if this is a separale business; and expenses

In 2013, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

OPERATING EXPENSES in 2013 i ) )

Nam|

1. seeds, sets, plants, seed cleaning and treatments,

transplants, trees and nursery stock? (include
technology or other fees, seed treatments, and seed

Mv:}gooﬂ.mmmspmm for resale hean 0801 ez
WIEOUE BIOHIONEE GIOWIE.D . « + + « e s s e s os s sisssnnos O

2. nutrients, fertilizer, lime, and soil conditioners?

(Include cost of custom application and organic malerials. 0605 oeo7 0608
Exclude potting mixes, venmiculite, and stenlized sol). . . . . . |

and i for crops,
Iivesnoelt.poulw. and generei farm use? {Include 0612 0613 0614
biological pest nd custom application costs.) . . . . . . |

a. Of the (ltem 3) dollars, haw much was only for

custom application? (Include cost of chemicals 0618 0613 0620
wsed for CLSIOM APERCAIION.). . . » . o+ v v s es s sees s O
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In 2013, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —
livestock purchases of —
a. breeding stock for beef caltle, dairy cattle, 0621 [FH] 0623
hogs and Sheep?, . .. ... i e O
b. other caltle, calves, hogs and pigs? 0624 0625 D626
[Report other sheep in ftem 4d]. . . ............. O
c. chickens and turkeys? 0627 0628 [
[Report ducks and game birds in ltem 4d}. ... ... . O
d. other livestock and poultry, including other sheep, 0630 [= 063z
lambs, bees, brooder fish, fingeriings, goats, etc.? . . []
leasing of livestock? (Include leasing of bees for 0633 06 0638
e e O
purchased feed for livestock and poultry? 0538 0637 0638
{Include grain, hay, silage, mixed feeds, ot .. [
063 0640 0641
bedding and litter for IVeStock? . . . .. .. ..vvevens. |
medical supplies, veterinary and custom services fnr
livestock? (Exclude manure disposal.
insemination (Al), b!ma-nddnv. breeding fees, caponizing,
p.c “mm Um'ﬁm- 0 fosting, ’"'m, "m seining, sheep 0842 0643 0684
ahoaning; ole ) i e e L | " ||
purchases for the farm husiness of -
a. all fuels, cils and lubricants? 0663 [ | 0665
{total of Safi) through Sa(vi) must equal liem Sal. . .. .. .. |
0645 0646 0647
(i) diesel fuel? include biodiesel). . ... .......... O |
G648 =) Bes0
{if) gasoline and gasohol? (Include ethanol biends.). . . [] | " ”
0681 0652 0653
QY riabural GeST: i v e st e e O | " ”
i I~
(iv) LP gas (propane, butane)?. .. ............ Ll
(v) oils and lubricants? (Include grease, hydrawlic 0658 0658
fuids, motor oils, transmission Ouids, ele.) . . ... .. .. O
{vi) all other fuel? | [ | 0662
{Include coal, fuel of, kerosene, wood, efc). . ... ... O
DETS 0676 0677
electricity for the farm business? . ... ..............
. purchased water for irmigation from off-farm suppliers? 0658 oea7 0e08
{Include irrigation assessments and 0es) . . .. ... ....... O
all other utilities, such as the farm s*nm of telephone
service, water purchased other than for irrigation, and 0873 0874
Internel: access? L s s S D r |r ‘r

farm supplies, marketing containers, hand tools and

wells, irmigation equipment and pump ropairs and faciliias. 074
il et bt I I:Il

"nns

fencing. Exclude for beddingliitter and |0’°2 0703 o704
) e O
repairs, parts and for motor g
and farm lude repairs to drying
equipment, une-ups, overhauls, repairs fo livesfock
replacemnent parts for machinery, tubes, tires, and i
such as air conditioners, CB's, mmmmm o708 arog L]
Exclude imigation squipment and pump repairs.). . . ... . ... |
. maintenance and repair for the uphaup of all farm
buildings, houses other than the operator’s, land
improvements, and all other farm/ranch i
mdommm vements, comais, feeding floors,
5, gmval’ , tiling, trench, silos,

”ons

1
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In 2013, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

16. maintenance and repair of the operator's house if it
was owned by the operation? (*Owned by the operation”
mannsmrmsafs—
asset in farm record books, or
Idaadadaspaﬂuffhsm.j. ..............

17. for the farm business? (inciude ai

| o730

”am

a. OI' the mem 1?) dollars how much was for 0732
Federal cropinsurance? . . ..........c.ocuuean.n D

”nm

"on-

18. interest and fees paid on debls —

a. secured by real estate? {Include inferest paid on CE]
the operator's dwaelling, if owned by the operafion.). . . . . . ]

||nr:|9

b. not secured by real estate? (Include senvice fees or41
on CCC Joan redemplions.). . . «.o.veisniuniveasns D

‘ | 0742

19. properly laxes paid on —
a. real estate (land and buildings)? (lnclude real

astate taxes on the operator’s dwelling, if owned by 0 [ﬁ“‘

[

I 746

e oparationl) o R s
b. livestock, machinery, and other farm production 0747
{iBinaT iR s e O

| o748

| (7]

20. renting or leasing of traclors, vehicles, equipment or

structures? (Include farm machinery, trucks,
mwmma-';dmwm.mmm O |°?=°

-

ors3
21. vehicle registration and licensing fees?. . . ... ........ O |

| 0754

22. depreciation expense claimed by this upsmlkm In 2013
for all eapm assels? (If

partnership, inciude
claimed by all partners in this operation. E-um li'un2012
S VIS et s O
a. Of the (ltem 22) dollars, how much was claimed
for Dreeding IIVESIOCK? . . . .. v .voeeesrnnennnns O

23, CﬁSH WAGES paid to hired farm and ranch labor?
incentives and bonuses, 5 o

0758

|

"am

24, mﬂm 23) dollars, how much salary or wage was
(total 24a + 24b + 24c + 24d + 248 must equal tem 23]

I 0764

a. you (the principal operator)?. . ... ......... e

o768

”a-nss

b. your (the principal operafor's) spouse? (Even if your orer
spouse is an operator, Include hisiher wages here.). . . . o ]

oTER

|

"0799

c. olhar membels of your
if your other . mm&nbam are operators, 0 osT4

| 0575

"osm

d. olhernpelatorsrmnsideaxrm 7 = Iom

| | o

” o172

]
e. all other paid farm and ranch labor? . ........... O I

| | o774

”ans
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In 2013, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

25. pawultausﬂnr hired labor? (Include employer’s share
and taxes. any
mmmmwhmnm”ﬂwammdm
{the operator's) household,

a. What percent of the (ltem 25) dollars was for
household members? . .. ....... .ol iiea

26. benefits for hired labor? (Include employers share of heaith
Cr

oros

™

insurance, pension or relirement plans, Warker's
etc. Include any amounts the farm paid for farm workers that
are part of your (the operator's) housebold) . . . ... .......

a. What ﬂercanloflhe t!lnm 26) dollars was for
household members?. . ......... . .. 0.

27. contract hbuﬂnmm.mmmrm such as
g of fru, berries, etc.

d on a
omracthedsbyt crow leadar, e,
Emmamummmm W&w

s, and o other that

MMMMWWMFORMWM,L

28. cuslom work such as —
(Custom work is work performed by machines & labor hired as
& unit,}
a. hauling? {Include all custom grain, livestock, milk,
manure, and other custom haung.) . . . ... oo v e e

b. all other custom work done on this operation?
(Report custom livestock services in llem &), . .. ..., ..

29. The cash value of all commodities and NON-CASH
PAYMENTS for farm work provided to

"091&

ore0

ou i

=

| 0784

o7Te

Lo

o778

a7

[l

a. workers who were members of your (the op
household? (Include value Nammmm
caives, alc. Exclude operator payments or draws.). . .. . .

b. workers who were NOT members of your (the
) household? (Include foed. fusl, housing,

home gardens, unfess expenses were recorded
previously. Exclude partner paymenis or draws.) . . . ... .

30. The market value of commedities produced and used

on this op for home 7 any
as payment to household membars for
farm work reported in Hem 298} . .. ... iiiein i as

31, prof | or farm such as

record keeping, tax and
farm product advice, conservation practices, etc.? . ... .

32. general business eXpenses?. ... ... i
Specify General Business Exf & Amounts:

oreg

[

[

33. Marketing and storage expenses incurred by this
operation? (Include check-off, commissions, storage,
atc. Include

Inspection, ginning,
contract sales.) . .

[

| 0870
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In 2013, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

CAPITAL EXPENSES in 2013
34. il

ovements on land such as preparal
i mbnmmmmwdldm.pmcs.mdbw.

trench silos, lagoons, ml‘enm ale.?
mmmanuwnm

0813

mmng,nmnndbyuuopuinun?,.

o |

What other ex| did this tion have in 2013
that have not mmmmm;

37. Cars — (Include new and USd.). . . . ... ..o
38, Trucks — {Include new and used trucks, pickups, sport ulility . L
vehicles. vans, cOmMPers and bUSeS.) . . . .. ... e |:|
None
0820
BT O A A A RSP O
40, Self-prcpﬂloﬁeq'.lpn‘lem MMWWMWWM oe2t
41,0ﬁ'|erfarmrmdinsw non-self-propelied ipment, pu andea bmeﬂ [
fnrwnporl!vmbkpmnhn.mmmma&lm 9nm. pﬁalecp e d
0823
42. Office eg and that were placed on a depreciation schedule. . . .. ... []
Nona
43 Farmiand and other farm real estate for expanding this operation. .. .. ... .. ]
«.Nldwmummdmmm»dmmﬂa
BB BHRNG ) 5 als s e e e A L]
Specify Other Capital Exp &
Hone
45,

Specify Other &
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A AsseTs

1. What was the MARKET VALUE of the following assets OWNED by this operation on December 31, 2013:
(Include owned assets on rented land.)

a. farm npemmr's dwelling, if owned by the (Owned by the ion means 9850
the house is recorded as an assel in farm record books or deeded as part of the fam,). . ... ...... O
0881
. all OINEE GWEIINGST - . .. oo\ oot et et ettt e e e e et O
c. all other farm bnlldlngs and struclures? (include barns, cribs, grain bins, greenhouses, 0852
L R e e i) O
0653
d. orchard trees and vines, nursery trees, and trees grown for woody crops?. ... .......... O
e, land? (include land rented fo others. Exclude houses, bulldings, orchard trees and vines, and 0854
TR oM BT OO CaPE s s e e e o e e ol O
2. What was the ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE of the following on December 31, 2013:
0882
a. trucks and cars owned by the operation? (lnclude farm shareonly). . ... .ooooiiiu i enn El
0883
b. tractors, ¥, lools, equip and imp owned by the op Vi O
0884
¢. slock in farm cooperatives and the Fam Credit System? ... .. .......ooveerenean.. O
For each item below. report the MARKET VALUE(S) of the
:m:r:fm ?.:::S‘I:IMATED mmgxd;mva;us for the farm o Yoxr || oo vour
; shafu"‘;'ffm] =ty JAN. 1, 20137 "DEC. 31, 20137
a, crops owned and stored on or off this operation? (Include crops picos (Dollars) (Cobans)
sfored at co-op or gin warehouse, specially crops, fruil storage, hay,
silage, and nursery and greenhouse products mot in the ground. |aeaa ”am
Exclude crops under CCC JOBNS.) . . . -+« < o+ eeseense s e eeies O

b. breeding livestock owned by and located on or off this operation?
(tnclude aquacutiure, bees, cattle, equine, hogs, mink, poultry, sheep,

slc., kept for breeding purposes. Exelude fvestock mmm |Lma |[0w
contract on another OPEFANoN (rEpOrted in SBCHON F)) . . - . ...\ v.ovvn.. L}

¢. non-breeding livestock owned by and located on or off this
operation? (Include aquaculture, bees, catlle, equine, hogs, mink, poulry,

m elc., ﬁoprkrmwm‘ngmosos Exclude livesfock being 087E Hﬁv”
mmmmmm[mpmedmsecﬂmﬂ) ..... D

d. ol ts owned by this operation, processed
Feed !‘ertl'l!zekfuchanﬂcals uels, parts, pu'r‘chesed seed and other 0678 Hﬁn

e, ploduetlcn inputs already used by this operation for cover crops
or craps planted but not yet mature for harvest (also known as

sunk costs), or the value of inpuls used for production contracts

-] [T
that have yet o be delivered? .. ... ..., ..c.cooqeenernsrenns O

LIQUID ASSETS

4. What was the ESTIMMED MARKET VALUE of all other farm assels not previously
listed on December 31, 20137 (Include money owed to this operation (except money owed
mmm}mmd@ﬂmmmmm
account b due, due, balance of land  Nene
mmmmymmmmmuwammmwmmm
L L T n
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A BT
1. Was debt used in funding the operation of this fammranch in 2013, including

~1[] Yes - Continue 3] Ne - Go to Section L

2. Wihatwasth ol armount of i farm business loan alken ou and uly ropsid 1 20137




FARM MANAGEMENT and USE OF TIME

89

In 2013, how many owners of this operation were there? (Exclude landiords, comraciors, 1248
and lending institutions holding farm debl. Include yourself if you have an ownership interest.) . . . .. .........

a. What percent of the ownership interest did you (the operator) and your household hold? 1248
(Exclude relatives not Wang in your household ). . .o ... oo it i

In 2013, what was this operation’s status for tax purposes?

1240
' Family or individual op p ips and corp )
2] Legal p ip (Includi family )

b a. |s this parinership registered under State law? . ... ............. B4 JYes 3[]HNo

HNumber

1232

b b. How many partners are there in this operation?. . . . ... _..... .. ... ...000n

3] c-Corporation

4[] s-Corporation

5[] other (Include estates, frusts, cooperalives, grazing associations, efc.)
Was this operation organized as a Limited Liability Company (LLC) under State law?. . . ... . i E' Yes 3 El No
In 2013, did any households, other than yow‘ {the principal operato(s} household, share in the net farm Inm of this

business? (Sharing can occur by receiving a share of p g
1225

1] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go fo tem 5

Number
0876

a. How many other households shared in the net income of the farm business?. ... ..............

Is this ¢ ion either a C-C ion or an LLC that chose to file as a C-Corporation in 20137

228
1] Yes - Go to item 5a 3] No - Go fo ltem 5b

a. How much did you (the principal ) and your hold receive in

ndlsnﬁsfmmlefarmlngapemlhn[n2013?mmamra|hnmanucmwmm Dollars
file for tax purposes as a C-Corporation, consider this as income here.) [ARer answering, skip o875
Nom Bband procead 0 B B . . . . o onsereoneisoassansssarnstsessansasesnassns

b. What percent of net income (whether profit or loss) were you (the operator) and your

household entitled to receive from this farming operation in 20137 (if your operation is Percent
an LLC that elected fo report Income for tax purposes as a pass-through, consider this as 0974
e e e R R e s AR R e T

In 2013, how many e were involved in the day-to-day decisions
for this operation? (Enter the number of operalors, including the operator named on the

front of this form, and family members if they are also Exclude family __ Number
unless they make day-to-day decisions for the operation. Exclude hired workers unloss they 1200
G T e T o o e s e S 0 e i O e e o B DG oS e £ 0D D DT 3

Did you (the principal operator) have a spouse at any point during 20137
208
1] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to ltem 9

Did your spouse make day-lo-day decisions for this farm/ranch at any point during 20137 1200
[If yes, the principal operator's spouse should be included in ltem 6 above.). ... .......... 1] Yes 3[]MNe

17
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9, Anmermfolbwhgqueeimsfonplcmreepmmopemmoflhisopembnasdmcembersi 2013,
the principal operator’s spouse and makes day-to-day decisions, record hisiher information undsr

{If one of the operators is
operator 2.)

1243 1263 1283
b. Sex of operator . . ........ 1[0 Male  2[] Female || 1[] Male 2[7] Female ||  1[] Male 2[] Femalo
c. What was the Operator's 1242 1262 1282
i I i Y

2813? U Ty e e e years years years
d. In what year did lhn 1241 1261 1281

operator in to operate

#N\'iannb'?.n ............ — e — e

USE OF TIME - For ltems 10-12, please answer for each of the three-month periods during 2013.
10. On average, for each of the three-month periods during 2013, how many paid and unpaid hours per week of work and

management time did —

a. you (the principal operator) — Jan - Mar
tone | Hours | Week
(i) work for this farm/ranch without paying 0480
yourself 8 wage or salary?. .. ............ O
(i) mrlc for this farm/ranch for a wage or O D484 0485 0486, 487
(il q:eraie another business other than this
farmiranch? (Include operating another 1081 1022 1083 1094
farmiranch. Exlude commuting tme.). . . . . .. ... O
(v} wnrl( at other employment off this 0483 045 0490 a1
tme) ... .. O
45z 0453 045 a5
{v) spend otherwise?. ...............oviis |
TOTAL — Items 10a(i) through 10a(v) should total 168
hours for each three month period. 168 168 168 168

b. your spouse (the principal operalor's) —

(i) work for this farm/ranch without being
paidawageorsalany?. . ...........cc0.0
(i) work for this farm/ranch for a wage or
e e B s e e
(iii) operate another business other than this
farmiranch? (Include operating another

farmiranch. Exlude commuting time.). . . .......
(i) work at other employment off this
ume) ...

TOTAL - Items 10b{i} through 10b{v) should total 168
hours for each thres month period.

0582

0583

O
0584 0585 0556 0587
O
1085 1096 1097 1098
|
0568 0589 0590 0591
0
0552 05593 0594 0545
a
168 168 168 168
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11. On average, for each of the three-month periods during 2013, how many hours per week of work and management
time did —

a, Other members of your (the )
o o et
ing the principal op and
spouse) work on this farm/ranch without
receivingawageorsalary?. . ...... ..o 00

b. Other members of your (the operator's)
and all other op

g he principal op and
spouse) work on this farm/ranch for 1085 1068 1067 1088
AWBGE OF SAIANYT . . .. ovrersnnen s O

(Examgple: If the operation had 2 other salaried operators who averaged 40 paid hours per week during Jan - Mar, repon 80 for column 1 of 11b.)

12. On average, for each of the three-month periods during 2013, how many hours per week did all other not previol
reported farm/ranch labor work — il Y s Ll

gan W[ iy St
a. without receiving a e or salary? 0840
mwmmmmmmm; ......... O
b. for a wage or salary? B o8e0 [ 0862
(Exclude custom hire and contract labor) . - . . . .. .. O

{Example: If tho operation had 10 hired workers (not oparators, not household membars, not custom or contract labor) who averaged 40 paid
hours per week during Jan - Mar, report 400 for column 1 of 12b.)

INTERNET USE
13, Did you use the intemel in the farm business in 20137
'm‘ljvns_cﬂnm 3] No - Go o tem 14
a, Which one of the following was the primary type of Internet connection you used in 20137
'[] Diakup 4[] Wireless
2[] psL 5[] satelite
3] cable 8] Other

14, Did you use a smart phone (Blackberry, iPhone, etc.} in 20137
1235
1] Yes - Continue 3] No - Go fo ltem 16

15, Thinking of all the time you spent using a smart phone for your farm business in 2013,
what percent did you spend on: Percent

a, g f: lated inf ion, such as crop reports or USDA program and 1236
application Information?. ... .. ... oo es R A e S T e e A SR

1237
b. Buying or selling farm goods, commodities, products, orservices? . ...........cciiiiiiiiaan

o with farm i such as farm owners, farm managers, 1238
busi p perath iati other farmers, bankers, brokers, ete.?..............

16. Did you use GPS in your on-farm production activities in 20137, . ... ..........oeuvenn.. 120 1) Yes 3[]No

19
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DIRECT SALES

17. During 2013, did you produce, raise, or grow any commedities for human consumption that this
operation sold directly to:

a. Individual consumers? (Include sales from roadside stands, farmers markets, pick your
own,door fo door, Community Supported Agriculture (CSAs). Exclude non-sdible products
such processed producls

mwm; ...................................................... 1t 1] Yes 3[]MNo
1152 1] Yes 3] No

c. Institutions such as schools and hospitals that provide dining services to consumers?. . . ."ﬁ i I:l Yes SD No

[Iif you answered YES to 17a, 17b, or 17¢c, continue; otherwise go to item 20.]

18. In 2013, how much was received for the cash market, open market, or Commodities Livestock Commodities.
marketing contract sales of sold: i P d Dellars Dollars
154 1se
a. directly to consumers at farmers markets? ... ... ..o o e
b. directly m r.onsumsrs from on-farm slores, u-pick, road-side 1155 1160
T O A S e e e S e
1156 161
c. to a local retail outlet such as a restaurant or grocery store?. . . .........
187 1162
to a regional distributor such asafood hub?. ... ... iiianis
1158 1163
@. lo a local instituticnal cutlet such as a school or hospital?. . . ...........
19. During 2013 did you produce, raise, or grow any dities for h ion under
a production contract for a local retail outlet or a local hsﬂluﬂon? :‘mmua restaurants, re
Grocory Stoma, SCHO0K, FOSIRAIS. BIC) - oo vt s v ir i s s v dv e s b a e es e ey s He s [ Yes 3] No

20. During 2013 did you produce, raise, or grow any commodities NOT USED FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION that
this oparation sold directly to individual consumers, or retall outlets and regional distributors that sold direcily to
individual consumers? (lnclude hay, nursery commodities, Chiisimas Irees, horses, elc.)

‘M‘I:I Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to ltem 22
1166
21. Whal was the gross value received for the (item 20) nonfood direct sales in 20137 . . .............
FARM PLANNING & SUCCESSION
22. Do you (the principal operalor) plan to retire from farm work within the next 5 years?
Ukt ] Yes 31 Ne
23. Do you have a succession plan for your farm operation?
mz‘ij Yes — Continue 3] No - Go to tem 25
24. |s the successor in your succession plan: 173
| ldentifiedy. o [ Yes - Continue 3] No - Go to ftem 25
b o tamily MBMBBIT . s eaiceim i e e e ?m‘i:l Yes — Conlinue 3] Ne — Continue
c. curently involved in the farming operation?. .. ......... i ] Yes — Continue 3] No - Continue
25. Which one of the following best describes what you plan on doing with your farm operation after you retire?
4 [] Rent the farm or ranchland to someone else.
2] sell the farm ion including the farm or hland

3 Tum management and operation of the farm over to someone else but retain some ownership.

40 omer—Speew:| “m.mom il
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FARM OPERATOR & HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

1.

Are you and your spouse of Spanish, Hispanic, or

Latino origin or background, such as Mexican, Cuban,
or Puerto Rican, regardiessofrace? . ... ..........

Whal is your and your spouse’s race? ... ..........

What is the highest level of formal education you and
your spouse have achieved?

At which occupation did you and your spouse spend
the majority (50 percent or more) of your work time

[NOTE: Please answer the following questions for yourself (the principal operator) and your spouse, if you reported one in Section L, ltem 7.

1219 Spanish, Hispanic, 1220 Spanish, Hispanic,
or Latino origin or Latino origin
10 Yes 3] Mo 1] ves 3] Ko
Mark one or more. Mark one or more.
1223 O w 1224 0
1T [ Biack or African 18 [ Black or African
American American
213 M Amedcan indian 28 M7 american indian
or Alaska Nm or Alaska Native,
1215 0] st 1216 0] st
1221 [7] Native Hawaiian 1222 [7] Native Hawailan
or Other Pacific or Other Pacific
Islander Islander

Mark one answer only.
1257

Mark one answar only.
1260

207
1] Farm or ranch work,

1] Less than h Less than high

e e

2] High school 2] High school

3] Sol I 3] some college

e L B e
degree)

4 4 FE

Mark one answer only. Mark one answer only.

208
1 [T] Farm or ranch work,
2] Work other than
farming/ranching.

3] currentty not in the
Dpaidw?r‘iduu.

i e S e 2] Werk cther than.
a rrenily not in
L i ™

Do you (the pri / f ider yoursell 1259

to be retired from farmingfranching? . ... ............... [dves 3[]No

How many persons lived in the p ion D ber 31, 20137

(Include operator, spouse, Mmandnﬂaersl’bmgin the operator's househobd ). . . . . ... .o il

In 2013, vmmmanm%dmumersﬁplmdmmsowﬂhnhﬁdwmﬂhe

persons related to you by biood, or

HNumber
227

operator) andfor
{Ownership

principal
not residing in your household?

mwiwmcummmmamuurmdwwumm Potential owners include individuals, partners,

wm
‘DYas—Conﬂm.re

3] Ne - Go fo Section O

of a Limited Liability Company. Potential owners DO NOT INCLUDE landiords, contraciors,

Office Use Only <20

21
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22

FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHOLD — INCOME, ASSETS, & DEBT
1. Which value code from the list below represents the total income the I the principal op ‘and spouse
in 3 from — (Exclude farm earfier.) = : S

\-a.-_ ; m_mmmww
b.'nett:ad'! flomoperm no&nrtaminrmnm 0955 0956 0657
(md&pﬁ%)?ﬂammﬁmw‘.
Wit | negetive Eign); . L i e
net cash income from operatil other business (net 0858 0958 0960
“ qw?-wa-mmmmm&m
a VI - e e e e
d. net cash income mwmgMWMWNMmemm e
operation? rmm farmiand not operation, inchide 1
farms or ranches owned by household members as m as smaller parcels of m&mmw
MM#anmmkMMamMmJ...;...;..”..;.'.... -
]
@. interest income?. ... ......... T e DA Yo o 3 SN A T T TR
) 0966
a. meudsiﬂn!ha mdhwmmﬁmm mmmmmm‘c 0a78
imeognlzm /ioss on Ihe sale mmmmmmf m [0681
0939
h. income from private and private disability payments?. . .. ... ...,
I MMMMMWWWWMWMMM a8
benefits. public disability, or other public assistance. ) o
3
J._other off-farm sources of income?. . ... et e e o it

HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Pisase see VALUE CODES above.)

2. -WM'MMMMMM*MM-mQMMHMB_m— P
~a. food, including food away fTom BOME? . . - . it iuiteieieiiiitiaineaareetateatiaaiass
“b. rent payments for operator's dwelling, if mod m;mm mmmﬂ 1
‘or farm business .Amtam.mﬂaq'??! W ......... Mnx ..........
1106
c. utiliies and household SUPPES?. ... .. ... ..o

d. mn-fu'mmmforme:
(i) renting o leasing of vehicles for household use,

107

119
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HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Flease see VALUE CODES on page 22

e. health and medical expenses: :
(1) health andfor dental insurance costs? (costs not covered by the farm operation or an 1108
T T g e it
(i) out of pocket expenses for health and medical needs? iz
(Include co-payments, co-insurance, deductibles, @le.). . . ... ... it s
f: ibutions to p i Iife, disabiity, and Kabiity insurance but not
Inciuding health, or vehicle and plans includi 1109
L T L e
g. contributions to individuals outside of the household, including alimony. child support, 0
gifts (ot i g and e e
h. mertgage intsnast for opsralnls who live in a dwelling owned by the household and not 120
any parts of PRGIDGL) et e s e e e 2T
i pmpenymsfnrmlnrsmnvaInamlﬁgmbymhnusaholdandnolme 1
PRI L e D s e e e e A e e et T
J. all other family living such as f
clothing and personal care products and services; hcuee ﬁ.nrmsnlnus and eguipment, Ime
education and child (or adult) care, { , and Py

OFF-FARM ASSETS — (Please see VALUE CODES on page 22
3. Which value code on pegnzzmmsanlsmaml value of each nlthafnlmlhg categories of off-farm assels
d on

owned by the operat bers of the op s housah ber 31, 2013, for — (Exclude assets
ofw.:qnmmmmﬂmhsmu
a. financial assets held in non-retirement accounts? (Include cash, checking. savings, money e
market accounts, cerificales of deposit, savings bonds, govemment securilies, cutstanding personal | Value Code |
mmwmmmwmmmwm murwm cagh sumender value of life 53
insurance, other financial assets. Exclude all farm business-relaled 8SSetS.). . . ... o..oveeeaieiiaiian.
a5
b. retirement accounts? (401k, 403b, IRA, Keogh, other ratirement BECOUNMS) . . . .o v vt eeanasrraerans
c. operator's dwelling, if not owned by the operation? (not reported in Section J, ltem Ta). .
d. real estate and other personal (second) homes?
{other farms, residential rental, commercial, and other real BSIAIB). . . . .. .. ..oue e ieio it inanenas
0985
8. businees Not part of M eIV G s T e e e e R e
[
1. all household vehicles? share of vehicles partly owned by the operafion) . ... ... ...
987
9. other assels not reporled elSEWhere? . . ... .t v uu s i reas i taniaassssssessnns

OFF-FARM DEBT - (Floase soe VALUE CODES on page 22.)

4. Which value code represents the lolal value of each of the following categories of off-farm debt (debt not associated
with this operation) owed by the and of the op 's househald on December 31, 2013, for —
(Inelude off-farm debi secured with farm assets. Exclude any debi - household debl, credit cards, efc. - reporied In Section K,
Farm Dabt.}

[NOTE: If morigage debi on the operafor dwelling was reported earfier in Section K, fem 5, then skip ltem 4a and continue with 4b.
If morigage debt on the operator dwelling was NOT reported in Section K, item 5, then continue with ltem 4a.]

a. 's dwelling, if not owned by the operation? Taea
mmmmmmmwmwmmmmwmmmmj
b. morigages on other real estate and other personal (second) homes? fmmnwmoa.
WM&&MW&MWWWMW including other farms. tagg
rantal, commercial, and other real eSIAE.) . . . . . ... ittt ias i a e
10
c. loans on businesses that are not a part of this farmoperalion? . . .. ......cooveeii e iin.s

23
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OFF-FARM DEBT — (Plsasa see VALUE CODES on page 22)

d. personal loans? (Mnclude credit cards, auto loans, unpald faxes, and medical bis.). . . . . ... cvovveua.
e. all other off-farm debl owed by the operatororhouseheld? . . .. ..... ... iiun..
5. Which value code on page 22 represents the amount of off-farm debt owed by the operator

2012 INCOME & EXPENSES

6. Which value code on page 22 represents the total farm sales last year (2012)7 (Total farm
sales includes livesiock and crop income from cash and markeling coniract sales, fees received from
livestock and crop production conlracts, the net change in CCC foans, and government payments.) . . .. ... ....

7. Which value oode on page 22 lepteeenls the net operaljng income for this operaﬂun in the
pmvbwysw 012)7 (cash income from all farm SOUMCes mMinus and depreciation;
net operating mmwﬂemmmmmm; ...............

8. Which value code on mge&rmmhwwtam income in the previous year
{2012)?|:‘mms. . tips, interest, dividends, other putWic sources, eic. before taxes, income from
operating amather Mnhmﬁwnopommgmyuurw if negative off-farm income, please
Indicate with a negative sign before the value coda). . . .. ... i vi i ot ey

" Value Code
102

17

113

2002
Office Use Only |
Eisanlel el CONCLUSION
1. To receive the complete results of this survey on the release date, go to
www.usda.goviresults/.
Would you rather have a brief summary mailed to you at a later date? ... ............... % 17 Yes 3[] No
(Thank You for Your Participation)
2. In case we have questions, please provide your contact information.
2910
( ) I

003
1-Mail
2-Tel
Hrueek-fom | ffice Uss for POID_
oTes




97

SUBMITTED FORM BY HON. RODNEY DAVIS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM
ILLINOIS

2014 TENURE, OWNERSHIP, AND TRANSITION OF AGRICULTURAL LAND (TOTAL)

DOME No 05350240

2014 TENURE, OWNERSHIP, AND TRANSITION OF AGRICULTURAL LAND (TOTAL)

ARMS Phase lll CRR
Projact Code: 504

Version 8 (10/0214)

USDA
|

AR

(‘Ou“,‘ﬁ

National Agricultural
Statistics Service

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE

LS. Department of Agricultural
South

Rm 5030, Building
1400 Independence Ave., S.W.
Washinglen, DC 20250-2000

Phone: 1-888-424-7828
Fax: 202-890-2000
E-mail: nassg@nass.usda.gov

Pigase make corrections lo label name, address, and ZIP code, if needed.

The information provide will be used for statistical purposes only, In with the Protection i nf'l‘mv.s«wuaa

Public Law 107-347 and ciher appicable Faderal laws, your Wumwwmmmmmmm' 1o anyone other than

mmwmmﬂthmmummhummmm 5 subject to a jai wafwwmﬂheawmlﬂuwmw
iabie information about you or your cperation. Rumwmwslnwwlanwludbylw t'l'nh? LS. Coda).

According 1o the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, an agency may not conduct of sponsor, and a person i nol required to respond 1o, a coliection of
information unless il displays a valid OMB contred number. The valid OMB contrel number for this information collection is 0535-0218. The Bme required to
complete this information collection is estimated to ave -Iwmwm lndwhulhoﬁmhrrm'qwﬂmdbn saarching existing data
sources, gatheding and maintaining the data needed, completing and mmﬂwoﬂﬂmm

] [ this operation is a parinership, please identify the other person(s) involved.]

Partner Name Partner Name
Address Address
City [ State | Zip | Phone Number City | State l Zip | Phone Number
:
Partner Name Partner Name
Address Address
City | State | Zip | Phone Number City | State | Zip | Phaone Number
Screaning - Total 3 Office Use | Number of
Box . Points | R-Unit Partner Stratum Only | Supplements
Hours |Minutes || ~ ~ — [ |
0006 0004 0629 9921 o022 9623 o027 9428 0009 0002

2wy [|INAINANTHAN K
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LAND IN FARM / RANCH

For 2014, please report farm/ranch land owned, rented, or used by you, your spouse, or by the partnership, corporation
or organization for which you are reporting. (include all cropland, idle land, Conservation Reserve Program (CRP), pasiureland,
woodland, wasteland, farmslead. acres used for cropilivestock production facilities, and all other building sites assoctaled with this
operation, elc.)

ACRES OPERATED None Number of Acres
1. How many acres of farm/ranch land were owned?. . .........cooeuviinieans ozo O +

2. How many acres of farm/ranch land were ne dor leased from others—
{Exelude land used on an animal unit month (AUM) or fes per head basis under

a grazing permil.)
a. for a fixed cash rent PRYMENIT. . . .. ..\ oo vr e e e ot O+
b. for a flexible rent payment? (Include hybrid rental amangements). . . . ... ....... w2z O +
c. for a share of the crop or livestock production? (Exclude hybrid rental
arangement where rent paid is based on a fixed cash payment plus some
B e oza O +
W O e e s e e e e o024 O+
3. How many acres of farm/ranch land were rented or leased lo others?
(Include land rented for cash, for a flexibie rent, for a share of crop or Ivestock
OO, OF et R e i s e b S ozs [ =

4. Then the TOTAL ACRES in this operation in 2014 were:
oM Nonis T 20+ 20+ 20 i = ) s e e T s e R T R 0028

5. Considered cropland in 20147 (include land in g ¥
acres, and land planted to hay, including wild hay, Exclude CRP acres planted fo trees). . . . . 0063
RENTED LAND
6. Including rent for land andfor buildings, what was the fotal CASH RENT PAID

in 2014 by this operation? (Include rent paid in 2014 for previous years and rent paid Mone Dollars
in advance. Exclude storage bins, fo be reporfed in SECTION I, lfem 20. Exclude grazing
of ivestock, 1o be raported in NEm 7 BEIOW.) . . . . . ..ot vt s et e e et o [ [ 8 00/

7. Report any land this cperation used {on a per head or N..IM basis) that ls admmlslumd
either by: public or private ag grazing
rented from individuals on a short term grazing arra'bgement in 2014.

a. In 2014, what were the total fees this cperation paid for the use of publicly

owned land on an AUM basis? (Include fees paid for privately owned land

administered by a public agency through exchange-of-use} . . . .. ..coooioiaoan. oss O [ § 00
b. In 2014, how much did this operation spend on pasturing or grazing of i

on privately owned land (railroads, another farm/ranch, etc.) used on a fee per

haad (AUM) or Galn Basier s TErpe o0 T S R oe O (8 00

B. Report any crop or livestock SHARE RENT payments in 2014,

a. What was the estimated tolal MARKET VALUE of your landlord’s share

of crop production from this operation In 20147 .. . ... ... ..o iiii i o O | § 00!

b. What was lha lemmd ftotal MARKET VALUE of your landlnrd 's share

of I sold or d from this op n 20147
fmmmmmummmmusmmmmu .......... ww O [§ 00

9. What was the estimated market value of the land and buildings on the acres
rented or leased FROM OTHERS on December 31, 20147 .. .. ... ... .. ...... oess O] 8 00/
10. How many different landlords did this operation rent land from in 20147, ... .... ... ooss [
a. Of the total Bandlorﬁs reported in Item 10, how many operated a farm or
TRGHT B2 20 T e e Pl RS e i A G mar O

iz (| IILLINIRTH RN
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21.

. Including rent for land and/or buildings, what was the total CASH RENT RECEIVED

. For acres SHARE-RENTED to others, what was the total value of crop or livestock

. Did this operation RENT or LEASE LAND TO OTHERS for agricultural purposes in 20147

. What was the estimated market value of the land and buildings on the acres rented
. For the acres rented or leased TO OTHERS and not fully paid for, what is the

. For the acres rented or leased TO OTHERS, what amount of expenses did you

. For the acres rented or Ilnud TO OTHERS what amount of expenses did you

incur in 2014 related to the ag that d on the owned land?
(Include inputs purchased and provided such as fertitzer or pesticides). . Lms O |8 00
. For the acres rented or leased TO OTHERS, what amount of axpenses dld yau
Incur in 2014 related to capital purchases on the owned land? (include fand
imigation PRI o O [§ 00
. For the acres rented or leased TO OTHERS in 2014, how many acres were: Nope: s
B, FUlY PAIETOIT . . oottt e e et e e e e s 7120 O
b. Not fully paid for (p under or acq under other financial
R i P nzn O
. For the acres rented or leased TO OTHERS in 2014, how many acres were:
a. Enrolled in the Envi Quality | ives Program (EQIP), the
Con 1 {CSP) or another conservation program
(excuding CRPY I 20047 i e e 7o O
b. Under conservation easement? (s g against ncn‘agdcuh‘wal' development,
draining tilling land for crop p ) e e O
How many tolal lenants did you have in 20147 . . ... ..o o iiiu it i ii i 7030

. Report the fellowing information for up to three tenants you had in 2014. If you had more than three tenants, report for

in 2014 for acres rented TO OTHERS by this operation? (Include rent received in 2014 None Doltars
for previous years, rent received in advance, and government paymenis received from those
acres. Exclude grazing of livestock, fo be reported in SECTION H, ltem 8b). . ... ........ oaz O | § 00

shares received in 2014 by this operation? fmmmwmm 2014 m;m
years and govemment commodity payments recelved from those acres.). . Looaa O $ .00

0143
[ ¥es - Continue [ Mo - Go to ftem 24

or leased TO' OTHERS on December 31, 20147 .. ..... ... ....o0iiiinnnnes oesr O] [§ 00

remaining debt owed on these acres as of December 31,20147 .. .............. e O [ 00

incur in 2014 related fo property taxes, interest and other
cogiB:of:the ownad and P i e e B N e e O (8 00

the three that rented the largest number of acres from you in 2014,
Tenant 1 Tenant 2 Tenant 3

a. How many lolal ACRES did you rent
tothislenantin 20147 .. ................ 7031 Toaz 7033
b. How many YEARS have you rented
landtothistenant?.................... 7034 7035 7038
¢. What type of rental agreement is used?
[1 = FIXED CASH, 2 = FLEXIBLE CASH (include
hybrid), 3= SHARE, 4 = FREE]. .. ... ........ 7037 7038 7039
d. Is the tenant related to you or another operator
of this operalion? [1 = YES, 3=NO] . ........ 40 TO41 T4z

e, Is the lease written? [1 = YES, 3= NO]. . ..... 7043 To44 7045
f. Did the lease allow payments to be adjusted
due fo exceplional or unusual conditions?
B NN et e 7046 TO4T Tods
g. How often is the lease renewed? [1 = annually,
2 = gvary iwo years, 3 = every three years,
4 =every fourormore years] ... .......0.00.n Toda T050 T051

zvseoss [[IINL NN
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23. Thinking of all of the tenants you rented or leased land to in 2014, which of the following codes best represents who
made the management decisions in 2014 for the fcllwdng praoﬁms listed below?

None [ Code.
a. Selection of T B L e B A S s A N R 7080 OJ
b, Cullivalion Practices. . . . .. .. ...ttt w61 OJ
. Selection of crop varieties or li DB s s s e e e sz OJ
0 Harvemling declBlons i i St s e e s s s 45 s s i e sl e e A mea [
0 Marketing agricolural products. s e e e e 7064 [
L T 706 [
g. Adoption of permanent conservation praclices (temaces, grass waterways, efc.) - . .. ..o v var s 7008 [
h. Adoption of one-season conservation practices (conservation flage, 8fc) . . .. ..o i nn s moea [
I Program Participation | and conservation programs) O
LAND USE " Acres OWNED and
24. For the acres OWNED in 2014, how many acres were? E0ETHERSS
A, OrchardsiVineVards . . oo o iy i s e
b. Cropland (include hay acres, land in government programs) . . . [ 7801 7802
¢. Pastureland fﬁlcmdouophndpestum woodiand pasfure, ar-ber
pasture and programs). . . .. .. O 7004 7003
d. Other fInclude forest, not pastured,
buildings, livestock facilities, ponds, roads, cmm wasleland, etc.) O 7008 7005
25. For the acres OWNED in 2014, how many acres were?
a. Purchased from a non-relative through a direct sale or
real estate broker?. . .........o.iiii i O eorr 077
b. Purchased from a relative through a direct sale or
roal estale brokBr?. . ... ...u i O oo 076
& Purchased inanalicion?: - s a s s e O 7om 7070
d. Inherited or received as a gift?. .. .................... O ooer 7067
26. Do you antici hip of any owned land in the next 5 years?
7074
O Yes - continue ] Neo - Go to Section B

27. ForlheaussDWHEDmZDw howmawmdnyou

through the f

methods in the next 5 years? None
a Selltoarelative .. ...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiia.s O 7081 7080
b. Selltoa lative (Include like-kind exchanges).. . ... .. O 703 To82
G B e o e b R A R A e R TS O 7085 084
d: Putorkeep in @ Trust. .. ...uyvsesissassssenrsssnns O roar 7088
e. Pul or keep in a will (even though ownership will

transfer at an unknown time in LT T L) O roe0 7o8a

ziwost [ IINHINIRTHINEN
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SlaolleL Y- ACREAGE, PRODUCTION, and CASH SALES

< Weremy wed&omm::pemﬂonorﬁdwa mmymmﬁommmmzm-z?
oo dire shie shara and crops grown under contract, crops grown on Jand to others.)
mm
O ¥es - Gonﬂhus [ No - Go to Section C

Report the of crops h d from this i In2014.Re ual hamﬂeﬁhlllau‘lll
specified, Inrm:p Furlnmmemwwdlmnmshsahshmu report the doll m&l %ﬂ
year's after r&mmmamwmmwm
5)

COM 00 OIRIN 24 s iaisiv'as e sisis oi0s 0108 8 {0107 ou |ows| § 00
Com for silage o p. .. .. |ows o110 Tons|0112| § 00
Collon, all types . ... .. o o113 o114 Lt o11s] § 00
PBAMIRT . v+ ot it onr| o118 Lbm {0110 s |120] § 00
owt| 0123 ow|oze] § 00
owt| 0127 ow o128 § 00
B jo1n auoizz| § 00
$ 00
8u | 0139 su|oeo| § 00
Los | ol § 00
Bu |01 B fores| § 00
B 0151 o |oisz| § 00
Wheal, all types, for graln or seed |p1s3 0154 B | 0155 . |0156]| § 00
Hay, dry, alfalia and alfalfa mixiures |o1s7 0158 $ 00
[ores otez $ 00
o168 o166 |t | 0167 |uon |ores) § 00
o188 o170 Lbs | 0171 Lbs f0172| § 00
o sugarbeats . .. ... . o1 o174 § .00
Dry editle P 114 oms| § 00
for s8ing. ... ... e oee| $ 00

All other vegetables and melons
glass or other W“m. o1 $ 00
Fruits, nuts, and berles. .. ...... o180 $ 00
incinge Chesimas Hose e ... s ©
All ather crops nol listed above . . (o2 o] $ 00

zvseoss I[NNI AN
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SlaeL 9 LIVESTOCK INVENTORY, NUMBER SOLD/REMOVED, and CASH SALES

Dumaanmmmeawmm«mmmws peration in 2014 (i of ship), or did this
operation receive any income from poultry, or lix k product: In2€l14‘?{h¢m¢¢mm‘sma
livestockipouttry grown for others on & conlract basis. Exclude livestockipoullry grown or fed by someone else on a custom or
contractual basis.)

el O Yes - Continue [0 Ne - Go to Section D

Report the total number of livestock, lry and livestock products, by For income received in 2014, ropoﬂlhe
fotal dollars this operation received from M cash sales after % (Exclude contract sales or
mwmmwwmmm

8

. Milk cows, including any dry cows
(Exclude any heifers not yet frashened.)

s |

c. Other catle and calves (include fod catfle,
boef and dairy cull animails, stockers and

foodars, veal calves, efc) .. ... ......... sz 0253 251 12| § 00|
d. Tolal cattle and calves jkemsa +b+c). . . . a6 0205 0260 1285 00|
o ﬂ.‘:’.."““”""’"‘””“"”ﬁ.f'?f‘. o] § o
(i) nized gainfloss on sake of
ing stock. (If & joss was incurred,
indicato wi @ negatve sign) . . . .. ... ... os3s| § 00/
e. Total milk in 2014 frepart in cwt) a0 ! $ 00|
1. AIDOGS Nd PIgS . . i ml I;! 262 1290 § 00
mmm 1, col. 5) dolars, how .
a4 ot beaading Mackit. . o) § 00
i) llzon‘gdlllmonmot 4|
ing stock. (If & foss was incumed,
indicate wi a negative signk . . . .. ... ... o) § 00|
g. Al layers, mwmmml |m| a2sh o6 § 00/
() A8 ogos. including hatching egos |
froport indozens) . ... .iioiioaies | o 206 | $ 00
e TUMRRVE, - o aoesis s Ern Ly e 26 0208 o268 osts| § 00|
i. Broilers........ S s e o2es 0207 0264 o3| § 00/
il mem_mmm
i “‘mmm ....... wrs 0200 e osie| § 00|
3 Omum;muhrnmm
shoap, goats, & their products (wool,
mohair, & goat milk); horses,
vs; aquaculiure; bees & honey.
somen & embvyo sMNes). . . . ..o iooarss @ 1213 ) os17| § 00
W) mmw{mtw s:mlm.m
...... sz .00
(i) llmﬁg&mmma'da_of
: b
mﬂ.mﬁwf...,... s | § 00|

V' Report breeding and non-breeding stock as defined on Tax form 1040F and form 4797,

zwss (| IINFINIRTHRIN
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SECTION D

OTHER OPERATIONS GROWING, FEEDING, or RAISING LIVESTOCK FOR
THIS OPERATION

1. Did OTHER operation(; feed, or raise livestock or poultry owned by this operation under a contract
qnu?g-gmmmﬂwu;]vﬁmm 2
T

] No - Go to Section E

[J Yes - Continue

wer azrs oara 0280 o281 oz

a3 284 nass 0286 287 ozes

ooes 0290 o2t 0292 | w9 a9
MARKETING CONTRACTS

1. Did this operation have marketi for any commodities defivered''in 20147
(A marketing contract is a or wiitten fore harvest of @ crop or befor
stage, setting & price or pricing formula and market for i

O Yes - Continue O No - Go to Section F
2. Report the commadities delivered in 2014 through m&)wmqmmmammmm-
mmwmmmww mangy received from
i this in SECTION J). Exclude landiord shares (report in SECTION A) and marketing Mmsecmm.mm
i ity example | o000 o000 woo| Ol lom| 1000 |, 0000
0301 0304 0305 0306 5 0307
0316 0318 0320 0321 4 0322
0331 0334 0335 0336 : 0337
0346 0349 0350 0351 v 0352
o361 0384 0365 0356 > 0367
0376 L) 0380 o381 B 0s82
13851 1354 1355 1356 3 1357
1366 1368 1370 1371 - 1372
1381 1384 1385 1386 - 1387
1396 1399 1400 1401 ! 1402
1411 1414 1415 1416 . 1417
1426 1429 1430 1431 . 1432
If more space is needed, please use a separate sheet of paper.
1 "Delivered” includes commodities for which partial payment was made even if not physically delivered by December 31, 2014

zwseors [1NNAINANI AR
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PRODUCTION CONTRACTS & CUSTOM FED LIVESTOCK

1. DJdﬂIIsnpsmlbnhawEuﬁim 1 inrﬂ'ly Ilias!l rnznu?
(A production contract is & verbal or written agreement sefting terms itions, ses I a b
operation for the production of mmmwmmwmmmmmmwmmm
0400

[ Yes - Continue [ No - Go to Saction G

2 mmhmmummmmmmmmmmmmmumr
these contracts and the final fee received. (Exclude monay received to pay for p Expanse
should be reported in the contractor column in SECTION 1)

Commodty example |mo| |aom| 100 |oow]| I |wow| 1000 || 00 |we| 1000
0401 o404 o405 0408 + 0407
0418 18 0420 0421 422
0431 44 0435 0438 - 0437
0446 o449 0450 0451 . 0452
1441 1444 1445 1448 + 1447
1456 1459 1460 1481 1462
Lia) 1474 475 1476 . 1477
1486 1489 1480 1491 . 1482

Mnmwkﬂomd.pblumsm of paper.
1 Income received for mmmmm mmmmwmmmmmmsms mmmm@

SslsL Nl ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE & DEFERRED PAYMENTS

1. For each item below, report income received or the amount owed to the operation on the dates specified.
Exclude crops in storage and not yet sold. (include cash sales, marksting contract sakes, and production contract removas.|

INOTE: Crops in storage and not sold as of the r d be reported in Section J, Item 3a.]

Nore [ s |

a. OnJanuary 1, 2014, what was the total dollar amount owed to this operation for
all commadilies praduced and sold (cash or contract) before January 1, 20147 . . naes a $ .00/
(1) How much did this operation receive from ltem 1a during 20142, , ... .....cas 1 | § .00

b. Whatmamwaoiwanwnmdnmopembnonbeoemwm 2014,

for all jities 1 i, sold {cash or
under contract in 2014 and SaMIEr YEAIST. . . . . . ...\ttt oes 1 | § 00/

iz (| IINVINIRTANIN
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GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS & OTHER FARM RELATED INCOME
1. In 2014, did this operation receive or repay any Commadity Credit Corporation (CCC) loans?

0550,

00
. In 2014, what was the amount spent to repay all CCC loans?
{EXCIUd® SI0rag8 BN SEIVICE 1865.). . + + + + v+ e s e e e ese e e ee e e enene e ose O [§ 00

[NOTE: If any of the crops or livestock products redeemed from the CCC were sold in 2014, verify that these sales are
in C

2. In 2014, did this operation receive Federal, State or local farm program payments?
{Include govemment payments received through a cooperative. Exclude CCC loan payments.)

. In 2014, how much was received in upland cotton fransition paymenis?

. In 2014, how much was received in counter-cyclical payments from the Direct

. In 2014, how much was ived in Loan Defici P (LDPs), and

. In 2014, what was the total dollar amount received from Conservation Reserve

. In 2014, what was the total dollar amount received from Environmental None Dollars

. In 2014, how much was received for all other Federal, State, or local

: The following questions pertain to the new p i under the A Itural Act of 2014 and

3. In 2014, did this operation enroll in any of the price or based i for elected base acres?
0564

O ¥es - Continue O Ne - Go to ftem 2

In 2014, how much was received for all commodities placed under CCC loans?
(Include Austrian winter peas, barfey, canola, rapeseed, com, cotfon, crambe, dry edible None Daollars:
peas, faxseed, honey, lentils, mohair, mustard seed, oats, peanuts, rice, safffower,
sesame seed, smail chi sorghum, sugar, seed, and wheat) . o518 [ | §

{SECTION E, ltem 2) or in Cash Sales (SECTIONS B and C). If the redeemed
crops were NOT sold in 2014, their value should be reported in SECTION J, ltem 3a.]

[J Yes - Continue [ No - Go to NOTE before Item 3

{Include govemment payments received through & cooperative.). . ... ... ... veenn osze O [ § 00

Counter-cyclical Payment Pragram (DCP) and in revenue payments from the
Average Crop Revenue Election Program (ACRE) for crop year 20137 (Include
government payments recefved through & cooPeraive.) . . . ... vo v ce i s es s oszs O [ 8 00

Marketing Loan Gains (MLGSs)? (Include government payments received through

B O DTN o e e Ry sz2e O [ § 00
Program (CRP) and Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP)

BT wrr O |8 00

{i} In 2014, how many total acres were enrolled

in the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) None Acres
and the Conservation Reserve Enhancement

Quality Incentives Program (EQIP), Conservation Security Program (CSP),
and Conservation Stewardship Program (CSIP) payments?. ................ ome O | § 00

(i} In 2014, how many acres were enrolled
in the Envil i Quality | i

Program (EQIP), Conservation Security None Acres
Program (CSP), and the Conservation

In 2014, how much was ived for Agricultural disaster 7
(Include all disaster assistance and market loss payments, Exclude Milk Income None Doliars
Loss Contract (MILC) payments, Federal crop insurance and other indemnity
PRGNS DO RION] s s s aie b e o e ah S A T s R T ST wer O |8 .00

program paymenis? (Include Milk Income Loss Contract {MILC) payments;
tobaceo buyout payments, including lump sum payments: and other Federal, State

crop insurance. In order o anﬂym the Impad 01 mssa new programs, we need to oblain information on current
base acre [ and crop p p

[ Yes - Continue ] Mo - Go to tem 5
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4. For the total acres operated in 2014, mmwmndewammMmebreeehmmm
aﬂmlladhdl'l‘amm under the # Act of 2014, and whether or not you updated base

Com 1500 1501 1502 1503 1504 1505
| Soybeans 1520 1521 1622 1523 1524 1525
Wheat 1530 1531 1532 1533 1534 1535
Cofton/Generic | 1540 1541 1542 1843 1544 1545
Rice 1570 1571 1572 1573 1574 1575
Al other 1580 1581 1592 1583 1504 1585

CROP INSURANCE

5 Foru'uamalaaaeoperamhzou please indicale the number of acres insured with buy-up policies, the average
mmmmmmmummlmmmmmmmmUammPoﬂcy‘
or a (2) Revenue Policy?. Only report acres insured under a yield or revenue policy for one of the commodities listed. Exclude
-acres insured undar the Mm mmamwmmmmn

Com 1300 1301 1302 1303 1304 1305 1306
Com silage | 1310 1311 1312 1313, 1314 1315 1316
1320 1321 1322 1323 1324 1325 1326
Wheat 1330 1331 1332 133 1334 1335 1336
Catton 1340 1341 1342 1343 1344 1345 1346 |
Rice 1360 1361 1362 1363 1374 1375 1376
"mwmmmmaw ar GRE),
2 Ravenue Prolection (RP), R with Harvast Price Exclusion ), Area Revenue Protection Insurance (ARFI, or
mwmmmemmmm or GRIP),
OTHER FARM RELATED INCOME
6. In 2014, what was the total income rece by you (the op ) and all for: s
a. mmmum.wmwmummmw
operation for farmers and others? (Exclude if this is a separale business) . .. .....os6 [ | § 00
b. gmmmmmmmmwmmmmmapmm
per-mornth basis, AUM basis, etc. Exclude contract arangements previously reported.), . . 0541 [ | § 00
c. sales of all forest products?
(Include frewood, timber, otc. Exclude mapie syrup and ChiSImas (rees). . . ... .. ... osee O |8 00
d. sales of farm machinery and vehicles? {Include farm shars only). . . . . . . . s oo O | $ 00
e. Federal crop and 3 - . Lo O |8 00
1. other and ' Federal
et Bl U1 AN ey A o PSR ot o S e Bl o1 O |8 00
g. cooperative p age dividends and refunds?. . ... ........ gl Yy ossa O |8 00

zwwros || IIVLINTINET AR




107

h. income from or leases i with energy p ion (e.g. natural
9ac, Oll, and WINd tUBINESI 7 0, ot i s s e A wss O | § 00
I. proceeds from sales of farmiand and other farm real estate owned by this
P i i B e e e S e e we O [ 8 00
(i} What was the recognized gainfloss on the (item 6i) sales of farmland and other
farm real estate? (If a foss was incurred, please indicate with a negative sign). . 0ssa [ | § 00/
T
(i) How many acreswere sold?. . . ... ... ..ooviinnann 0851
. all other farm related suuroea of income? (Include: aliotment or quola leases, animal
boaldhg'aal’ssuf liter and manure, income from recreational activities such as
hanling and fishing, .m.muwmmwums.:wsmm
rebates for land preservation; refunds of expenses; renting or leasing of
livestock, or machinery, sabsal'm-addod cheese, cidar, . elc, i
these are not part of a separate business. mmmsmsand a loss was O |s 00
incurred, piease indicate with a negative sign.l . ... ................c.000un 0556 g
T In 2014\ did the Iagem Enﬂon of this ope:aﬁon s total qmss value of sales come from crops or livestock?
choose crops if the value of cropland on the operalion excesds the value of any
mm on maopmmnm 2014, mnmsa_ chaose livestock).
0562
O crop O wuvestock
SECTION | OPERATING & CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
Report total prod P paid by this operation in 2014, .'mudoomy related fo this operation. Exclude
expenses NOT refated fo this aof custom work FOR others, if this is a separate business; and expenses
on land rented fo others.)
In 2014, how much was spent for (item) by [column] - O :' ATOR( Ild 2 mmm
OPERATING EXPENSES in 2014 W"
1. seeds, sets, plants, seed cl None (Dollars) _ {Dollars)
mansplams lrees and nulsaqv M‘? fmmw 0600 0601
prikiieq S oclng B o
WIthOUL BGHIONA! GROWIRY. . . . . o v eve e veeees a | "
2. nutrients, fertilizer, lime, and soil conditioners? L s
{Include cost of custom application and organic materials.
Exclude potting mixes, vermiculite, and steriized soi). . . .. [ | "
3. bi Is and hemicals for crops, 0612 0613
livestock, poultry, and general farm use? (include
biological pest cantrols and custom application coss.). . . . . m] | "
a. Of the (ltem 3) dollars, how much was only for 0618 0619
custom application? (Include cost of chemicals "_
used for custom applcation.). . . . .. ... ...eaiaien [m]
4. livestock purchases of — 0621 0622
a. breeding stock for beef callle, dairy cattle,
hopsand sheep? . o e m]
0624 0828
b. other catfle, calves, hogs and pigs?
[Report other sheep in ltem 4d] . .. .. ......... O
0627 0628
. chickens and turkeys?
[Report ducks and game birds in ltem 4d). . .. ... [m]
0830 0631
d. other livestock and poultry, including other sheep,
lambs, bees, brooder fish, fingeriings, goats, etc.? [
0833 0634
5. leasing of livestock? (Include leasing of bees for | |
TIORNEION, ) e e R S D O
0638 (=0
6. purchased feed for livestock and poultry? (Include
grain, hay, silage, mixed feeds, concentrates, etc.) . . . . . . . [m]
0639 D640
7. bedding and litter for livestock? .. ............... a | "

zovass [ IVLINTINEN 1N
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In 2014, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —
8. medical es, velerinary and custom services for

livestock? i manure disposal Include artificial None
Insemination (Al), h{mﬂ.‘m. breeding fees, caponizing,
:Maﬂm. o e NHNH ......... O I_
9 for the farm of -
a. all fuels, oils and lubricants?
(total of Sa(i) through Safvi) must equal ltem 9a). . . . . . O
(i) diesel fuel? (Include biodiesel). . . . .. ....... O |

(i) gasoline and gasohol? (Include athanal biends.. . ] |

(iv) LP gas (propane, butane)?. .. ............ 0O
(v) oils and lubricants? (Inciude grease, hydraufic |
fluids, motor oils, transmission fluids, et} . . . . . . . O
(vi) all other fuel?
{Include coa, fuel ofl, kerosane, wood, etc). . . ... [] I_
10. icity for the farm business?. . . . .. .......... 0 I

11. purchased water for imigation from off-farm suppliers?
irigation assessments and 665} . . .. ........

12. all other utilities, such as the farm share of

rvice, water puehased other than for i ion, and
!rwumni ACORBR T i e e e Wﬁ‘ ....... O |

13, Eann suhgglles. marketing containers, hand wols&nd
arm shop power equipment OXPENSES
temparary for bedding/litter and
POFMBNGIN TGN + < v vssss v omssivnie sinnins s dins O |
14. repairs, parts and accessories for motor vehicles,
y and farm (Include repairs to d«m
oequipment, tune-ups, overhauls, repairs fo lvestock equipment, oro8 oroa or1o

parts for machinery,

tubes, fires, and
such as air conditioners, CB's, radios and hydraulic cylinders.
Exclude imigation equigment and pump repairs,) . . . . . . . O | ” "

15. malmenanoa and ﬁalr for the upkeep of all farm
barrana. and il oo t/ach raprovements?
imj rmmmen 4
E consenvation

, coals, feeding floors, o714 o718 0718

(Include Wﬁs
el Eraon oo mm’m"”“’”m“ I 2 g
Exclude any new construction or ramodeling ) . . . ... ... |J || "

16. maintenance and repair of the operator’s house
Hnmsm.dbymooaoﬂﬂon?rmmdbym i

operation” means the house
» recorded as an mmmmmm.hw
+ deaded a5 part Of the BIM.) . . . v oo vsoeseeisons 0O

17. i for the farm busi (Inciude ail

. Include insurance on s cwelling, if owned o728 o070 T3

PaYrO INSUFANCE MBMS.). . . .. vveseinaaaaananns

?ﬁf‘m mm%?’%&mm o |_ | |L
ors

ors2 0733

a, Of the (ltem 17) dollars how much was for
Federal Crop iNSUrance? . . .................. ]

zwwerze || IINLINTINNIN NN
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In 2014, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

18

21

24,

26,

interest and fees paid on debls —

a. secured by real estate? mwmdemmtwm
the operator's dweiling, if owned by the o

b. not secured by real estate? (Include sonice foas
on CCC loan redemplions.) . .. ....oevaiunninan a

property taxes paid on —
a. real estate (land and bulldings)? (Include real e

sstate taxes on the operalor's dwelling, if owned by
NG OPORANOM) . . . . . oovearanneeesensann [m)

o747

b. livestock, machinery, and other farm production
items?

renting or leasing of tractors, vehicles, equipment
or go?‘ags sh'uge-lms? (includs farm nscmary i

Echide cistom piolebial s st e a

vehicle rogmmbn and licensing fees?. ., ......... a |

depreciation e; claimed by this upeml]on in
2014 for all caphal assels? (If partnership, include T
amounts claimed by all partners in this operation.

Estimate from 2013 if e a

arsy
a. Of the (item 22) dollars how much was claimed
for breeding livestock?, . ... ................ @]

CASH WAGES paid to hired farm and ranch labor?
(Include cash wages, incentives and syments

‘cusfom
paid for housswork, Soclal Security on the owner-operor,

withdrawals for EXPENSES, 's share of Social
Souuiyandwmo,vmmw:mnmcﬁb il
insurance, pensions or retirement plans, Worker's

e e e sl S O |

Ofgw(lnem 23) dollars, how much salary or wage was
lo_

o o764
{total 24a + 24b + 24c + 240 + 248 must equal e 23)
a. you (the principal 0peraton? . . ............... m] |

L1}
b. your {the principal operator’s) spouse? (Even if your I—
spouse is an oparator, Include hisiher wages hers) . ., [

¢. other members of your (the operator's) household? s S L
other household members are operators,
fmmmmam.j ......... et . 0 I\ " |L
d. olher operators (outside the gperator’s /) i S e
this R e ] | " ||
0773 0774 0775
@. all other paid farm and ranch labor? . ... ....... [m] | " “
mymnmhrhlmdhmﬁ[mmmmm
of Social ont taxes, Inelude any oros aros aror
mmmwwmw:meof | " “
your (the operalors) household) . . . . ... ..........oes [m]

0788

a. What percent of the (Item 25) dollars was for
household members? . ........ ... ... i ]

sz [|INTITINERRINN
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In 2014, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —

26, beneﬁlsforhlred labor? [Mcmdownplb,vnmof
Owwamﬂwl.orcﬂlem mnasmem id
Tor farm workers that are pa:‘gmrf
household.).

a. What percent of the (Item 26) dollars was for
household members? .. ............ ...,

27. contract Iabnﬂmmumwfarm such as
of fru,

farm and o ather
fediraized [ivestock under confract FOR this operation.) . . . .
28. cuslom work such as —
(Custom work is work performed by machines & labor
hired as a unit.)
a. hauling? (include al custom grain, Ivestock, milk,
manure, and other custom hawling), . . .. .. ...

b. all other custom work done on this operation?

29. The cash value of all commodities and NON-CASH
PAYMENTS for farm work provided

None L

o783 784

]

b. workers who were NOT members of your uhs
operaw’sl household? (Include foed, fusl, housing,
ulilities, vehicles

praviousty. Exclude pariner payments or draws.). .
30. The market value of commodities produced and ussd

on this op for home any oree
commodities wmmdwmmrwhwmm
for farm work reported in Hem 288.) . .. . ... ... ..ot

a. Whal pemenl of Ihe msm 30) dollars was for
and liy

31. or farm such
as record keeping, accounting, tax and busoneaa
planning, farm prnductedviee conservation
practices, etc.

32. general business expenses?. . .. ...... ...
Specify General Busin p & Amounts:

33. ing and storage exp by this
operation? (Include check-off, commissions,
iz, Include marketing expenses for
ryrl; (e T N S SR

O
0801
O
0804 0805 0806
o L I
o8es 0868 0870
D I I

zwwereo || IIVLNTINETRI N
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In 2014, how much was spent for (item) by [column] —
CAPITAL EXPENSES in 2014

34, improvements on Iand such as land preparation,

well drilling,
ponds. drainage, roads ditching, tiling, fnodlning oL od L
suos. Iagoom new fences, ele.? | " ||
sqw-mq ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, m]
a5, ling of dwelli 2
{ Mm‘&m ‘ m w g 0810 0811 082
e | | |
pairs and e T O

0816
37. Cars — (Include new and USeoLl. . . . .. ... ii i e a
0818 o818
38. Trucks — (Include new and used trucks, pickups, sport utilily vehicles, vans,
COTIPARE BB )| s S e e A L e O
0820
39. Tractors — (Include new and used.). . . .. .. ...o.on S e e O
o821
40, Self-propelled equipment — (Include implements and self-propelied equipment for livesiock,
dairy, or poury Proguction. EXCIUGE IBEIOMS.). . . . . ..o e ot e e te st et st e e e e e e o
Oeaz
41, Other farm machinery, non-self-propelied farm equipment pumps, and capital equipment
for crop or livestock production. (Include frm SHare only.) . . . . .. ... v ern s e e O
0823
42, Office equip furniture, and p that were placed on a depreciati
0803
43 Farmland and other farm real estate for expanding this operation. . . . .. . . a
&4

44, All other capital expenditures. (include all other capital expenditures that were placed on a
dapreciation schedule.

Specify Other Capital Expenditures & Amounts:

45. What other expenses did this operation have in 2014
that have not been recorded? (include potting sail.). . . [

Specify Other Exp & Amounts;

s [|INLITIHERRIN
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1. What was the MARKET VALUE of the following assets OWNED by this operation on December 31, 2014;
(Include owned assels on renfed land.)

None Dollars
a. farm operator's dwelling, if owned by the aperaliun" (Owned by the operation means
the house Is recorded as an assef in farm record books or deeded as part of the farm.). . . . . . osso [
b. all Other dWeIINGS? . . . . ..ottt e e oas1 [
C. ail other farm buildings and structures? ;m:m bams, m Ql'am an. mmses,
silos, storage sheds, fences, comals, eic). |
d. orchard trees and vines, nursery trees, and trees grown for woody crops?. .. .. .... ossy [
ool aaxs and-mineml rig IR e e S A S 71 [
f. land? (Include land rented to others. Exclude houses, bemms, ommwm
and lrees grown for woody £rops.). . ...os O]
2. What was the ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE of the following on December 31, 2014:
a. lrucks and cars owned by the operation? (Include farm share only) . . . . ..o ..o oo oeez [
b. tractors, machinery, tools, equi and Imph owned by the operation?. . . . . osss [
c. stock in farm cooperatives and the Farm Credit System? . .. ... oo i, oaas [
For each item below, rvar the mm(sr VALUE(S) of the assets owned
by the ion on the dales sp
3. What was the ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE for the farm
share of [item] on —

a. crops owned and stored on or off this operation?

b. breeding livestock owned by and located on or off this operation?

(Include aquaculture, bees, caltie, equine, hogs, mink, poultry, shoep, e o
stc,, kept for breeding purpases. Exclude lvestock being produced under
coniract on anather operation (reported in Section D). . . ... ........ L] | ||

©. non-breeding livestock owned by and located on or off this
operation? (Include aquaculture, beas cattig, mmm. hogs, mink, poullry, 0ETE 0877

sheep, elc., kept for non-breeding pu livestock being
mwwwmrmmwmmnnmmsmou = O

d. Fnodt.mlm inputs owned by this i L L) il
'sed, fertilizer, chemicals, fuels, parts, purehasad seecl and other

R prodwu n inputs already used by this operation for cover crops
or crops planted but not yet mature for harvest (also known as oas0 oest

sunk costs), or the value of inputs used for production contracts
that have yet 1o be deliVered?. . . ... .. ......owesnnunenennns a

LIQUID ASSETS
4. What was the ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE of all other farm assels not previously

listed on December 31, 20147 {include money owed to this operation (except money owed

from commodity sales), cash certificates of deposit, savings and checking accounts, hedging mm.am
account bala due, due, balance of Naone {Doltars)
land conlract sales, and any other farm assets not reported earer. Exclude any personal

T L s o oser [J

zwwres || IIVLINTINETHRI
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FARM DEBT

1. Was debt used in funding the operation of this farm/ranch in 2014, mmmmmmmmmm
mmmmmmmmwmmm :
199 1) | Yeu - Gantinio O No-Gotoltem 7 _

‘2. What was the total amount repaid on I‘annbudmbensmmmmia? None
{Hnmduwmwndblg balances of loans taken out in 2014 in ltem 3.) =

(include only seasoral production and other short term fam foans.) . ... ... ... ...... o0 ] |§ 00/

3. To estimate the fina nﬁmﬂmdmmﬂunﬂﬁﬂr mmmbuﬂwwhsdm types, we
~ need lo list loans this operation had on December mhg mmtgammm
the mn‘mwn mmmmmmmm
commodily loans and any loans used exclusively

1001 1002 1003 1004 1008 1008 1006 1007 1009
;

1010 011 012 1018 614 617 015 076 078
i

1019 1020 1021 0E2 023 1026 024 1025 1027
!
1

Toza___[wzs 1030 1031 0z 1035 1058 105 1038
|

L.

1057|1038 1039 1040 1041 1044 1042 1043 1045
1
1
|

If more space is needed, please use a separate shesl of paper,

201 Wm@'l Hone
w%a%"ﬁwmm o |-s. .

o |||| | |||| (| |||||
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i

2.

Did you make any of the following adjustments to existing loans for agricultural purposes in 20147

1088
a. Re-negotiate a lower interest rate or re-finance ata lowerrate . . ... .......... O Yes

1089
b. Consolidate multiple loans or convert short-term debt to longer ferm debl. . .. ... O ¥Yes

Did you apply for any new loans or line of credil for agricultural purposes in 20147
1083
[0 Yes - continue [0 No -Goto item 8
a. Was a reques! for credit or loan either turned down or
were you not given as much credit as you appllad forin 2014?
1086

[ Yes - Go to Section L [ No - Go to Section L

1 Had sufficient funds without these loans.
‘What was the MAIN reason you did not 2 Expecied to be unable to obtain new or additional credit
apply for any new loans or line of credit 3 High costs associated wilh loan applications

for agricullural purposes in 20147 ... .. ... |4 Risk withdebt |...ia.. 1087

O Ne
O Ne

FARM LABOR AND MANAGEMENT

In 2014, how many owners of this tion were thera? landiord:
and lending institutions hoiding farm debt. Include yourself if you have an ownership inferest) . . ... .. .. .. 1248

a. What percent of the ownership interest did you (the operator) and your household hold?

(Exclude relatives nof iving in your household) . . .. ... vuvetiere s inrarnann 1248

In 2014, what was this operation’s legal status for tax purposes?

1240
1 [ Family or individual i and )

2 [ Legal partnership operation {Include family partnerships.)
b a. s this parinership registered under State law? . .. ... .. .. O Yes

O Ne

Numbser

b b. How many partners are there in this operation?. . .. ............... 1232

3 [ c-Corporation
4 [ s-corporation
5 [ Other (Include estates, frusts, cooperatives, grazing assoctaiions, efc.)

‘Was this operation organized as a Limited Liability Company (LLC) under Stale law? i Yes

O Ne

In 2014, did any households, other than your (the pl’!l’lﬂp@l operator's) household, share in the nal farm lncume of this

business? (Sharing can occur by receiving a share of p or, If o recaiving corp
1226
[ Yes - Continue [ No-Gotoltems
a. How many other households shared in the net income of the farm business?. . ... .........09%

Numbser

zwwror [ IINLINTINERNNN
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5.

Is this operation a C-Corporation or an LLC that chose to file as a C-Corporation in 20147

1226
[ Yes - Continue [ Mo - Go to item 5b

a. How much did you (the principal op and your hold receive in
corporale deanﬂs!'rathlsl‘armlng opamtbn in 2014? m‘ynwnpmh

an LLC that elecled to fie for tax purposes as a C-Corporalion, consider this

income hore.) [SKIp 50 and PROCeed FO HBM B . .. . ..o v e v s e s nserannerenshaeeans oa7s | § 00

b. What parcent of net income (whether profit or loss) were you (the operator) and
your household entitled to receive from this farming operation in 20147 .‘:N’ymr

|

operation is an LLC that elected fo report income for fax purposes as a
Conioer iy 85 Icamic e, )< S s L L i S S T S S e 74

In 2014, how many op ivi were in the day-to-day decisions for

mmmmn?(&wrmwawmmmmmmmmmam

and family members if they are also Exclude family unless they make
mmmmmmwmmnmawm.j .......... 1200

3

Did you (the principal operator) have a spouse at any point during 20147
1205

[ Yes - Continue [0 No - Go to ltem 9
Did your spouse make day-to-day decisions for this farmiranch at any point during 20147
(If yos, the principal operator’s spouse should be included in lem & above.}
1208
[ Yes O Ne
Answer the following questions for up to three primary op: of this operation as of 31, 2014,
(If ane of the operalors is the principal operaior's spouse and makes day-fo-day decisions, record hisiher information under
operator 2.) _

a. Full name of i .
1243 1263 1283
b. Sex of operator?. . .. ... .. 1 [0 Male 2 [] Female 1 [ Male 2 [J Female 1 [0 Male 2 [ Female
c. What was the Operator's 1242 1262 1282
e on December 31, |
e e Age Age Age
d. In what year did the 1241 1261 1281
operator begin to operate
ANW@ M Er ity

uOn a}v:lr:ge for each of the three-month periods during 2014, about how many hours per week (work and management
mie i

a. principal operator) work for this
g’rrfrand'ﬁ {Include both paid and
Unpald Hotms): v o s R )
b. ‘s]mrk
mramrancf"? ? o8 e oeM 0
an operator, include
mmmmmmwwdhuum ...... O | | | |
c. all other rs and household members
work for sfa nm?r&c.mdeme L nest o= L2
pafdmdmpmn ;m ...... O
both
0840 0841 0842 0843
d. all other unpaid not previous!
mwle:’clwmtcr:anms1rarmm:r|u*|?..,r’.'r ...... ] l [ [ |
0859 0860 0861 0862
a. all other pald workers not praulwsly
reported work for this farm/ranch?. . e (1
{Example: If the operation had 2 hired farm workers who were not who ged 40 paid hours per

week during Jan-Mar‘ report 80 for column 1 of ltem 10e.)

s [ IVLITINRRIRN
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DIRECT SALES
11. During 2014, did you produce, raise, or grow any commadities for human consumption that this operation sold
directly to

a. Individual consumers? (Include sales from roadside slands, farmers markets; pick
your own, door to door, Community Supported Agriculiure (CSAs). Exclude non-edible

Pproducts such as Christmas trees and flowers, nursery products, craft llems, and 151

processed products such as jelies, SAUSAgEs, and BAMS.), . . .. .. voeerareennnns O Yes O No
b. Retail outiets and regional distributors that sold directly to individual consumers? 1152

(Include restaurants, grocers, food hubs, and other focal food aggregetors.) . ... ...... O Yes O Ne
c. Institutions sueh as schools and hospitals that provide dining services to 1153

OIS, e e b e e e e O Yes O No

[If you answered YES to 11a, 11b, or 11c, continue; otherwise go to ltem 13.]

CEammatos” | o Commio
12. In 2014, what was the gross value of the direct sales of [column] sold: {Dioklars) (Dolliars)
1154 1158
a, diractly to consumers al farmers markels?. . .. .. ....coie i | ”
1158 1180
b. directly to consumers from on-farm store, u-pick, road-side stands, CSA's?. . . |
11568 1161
¢. to local retail outlets such as restaurants or grocery stores?. ............. | ||
1157 1162
d. 1o a regional distributor such as a food hub or an internet aggregator? . . .. . .
1158 1163

€. o a local institutional outlet such as a school, college, or hospital?. .. ...... |

13. During 2014 did you produce, raise, or grow any commadities NOT USED FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION that this
operation sold directly to individual consumers, or retail outlets and regional distributors that sold directly to individual
consumers? (Include hay, nursery commodities, Christmas trees, horses, efc.)

1185
O Yes - continue O No-Goto ltem 15

14. What was the gross value received for the (item 13) nonfood direct sales in 20147 .. ... . 16| $ .00

15. For all the acres OWNED, including acres rented to others,
how many acres have: None

a. The oil and gas rights been SOLD?, . .. ... .vvevreeren e aianennes m]

w7 7018

b. Other rights Been SOLD? . .. ... ..ottt eee e eaaeen [m]

¢. The oil and gas rights been LEASED? ( Exclude acres in Item 15a), . ... ... ... a

7026 7027

d. Other rights been LEASED? ( Include leases for hunting and wind turbines) . . . ., . ||

16. Do you (the principal operator) plan to retire from farm work within the next 5 years?

1M
[ Yes [ No

17. Do you have a succession plan for your farm operation?

N O fves O Ne e
Office Use Only

zwwzor || INLINTHETRRIN
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FARM OPERATOR & HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

[NOTE: Please answer the following questions for yourself (the principal operator) and your spouse, if you reported one in Section L, ltem 7.

1219 Spanhh thnnlr-. 1220  Spanish, Hispanic,
Are you and your spouse of Spanish, Hispanic, or or Latino origin or Latino origin
Latino origin or background, such as Mexican, Cuban,
or Puerto Rican, regardlessof race? . ... ............... O ves O No 0 ves O No
Mark one or more. Mark one or more.
1223 1224
What is your and your SPOUSE's Mace? . . . .. ....u.enes s O white OO wnite
217 [ Black or African 1218 ) Black or African
American American
1213 American Indian 1214 American Indian
C1 or Alaska Natve. O or Alaska Native.
Specify triba:
1215 1216
O Asian [ Asian
1221 Native Hawailan 122 Mative Hawailan
[ or Other Pacific [ or Other Pacific
Islander Islander
Mark one answer only. Mark one answer only.
What is the highest level of formal education you and 1257 1260
your spouse have achieved? . . .. .................... 10 mm:;m al O m"z‘,m
2 [ High school 2 [J High school
Saol I Some colleg
3 O e 3 O [ Gode
associntes degrea) associales degree)
4.year college 4-year college
4 [ mmm and 4 [J graduate and
nd gayond
Al which occupation did you and your spouse spend Mark one answor only. Mark one answer only.
the majority (50 percent or more) of your work time 1207 1208
Ini20fa R E s e 1 [ Fam or ranch work. 1 [0 Farm or ranch work.
2 O Work other Il;u|. 2 O Work other than
3 0O :h;;ml!y r!:ln:l the 3 O pc:d not in the
Do you (the p ) yourself ]
to be retired from farming/ranching?. . . . ...\ coneino.n, O ves 0O No
Number
How many persons lived in the princi 's hi hold cn D ber 31, 20147
{Include operator, spouse, children, and w.lm living in the cperator's household) . . . .. ...ovvvnonnns 1227
Are you generally a person willing o take risks or do you fry to avoid taking risks? Please mark one box on the scale
below where the value 0 maﬂns‘mﬂ&faﬂmﬂhgl'orakengs “and the value “10" means Jully wiling fo take risks™
Not at all willing Fully wiling
wdln!m risks. h"":'u. risks. Code
a 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 L} a9 10

ofofofofofofocicfofolio i

In 2014, was more than 50% of the ownershlp interest in this nperalion held by you (the principal operator) andfor
ms related to you by biood, including not residing in your household? Ownsrsz
is defined as iuw.ng ownsrshp of ai fass\r some of the farm business assets. Polential owners include ind 3

of a Limited Liability Company. Potential ownsrs DO NOT INCLUDE landiords, conl

and lenders.)
1248
O Yes - Continue O Mo - Go to Section O

008
Office Use Only

zwsezss || INNINAAEETTEN
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FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHOLD - INCOME, ASSETS, & DEBT
1. mma#ﬁwemmwumwmmmzwmmr sehold, the principal op and spouse

0950 0851 0852
a. all off-farm wages, salaries, and tips before taxes and
b. net cash income from operating another farm or ranch 0955 0658 [o857
mafdopmnnmj?wam“:mnmm
e R Y
c mmmmwmmmtm 0ase 0959 0960
dupmuw]?wsmmmummm
Anegalive SigN), . . ...l
d. netcaah;‘}:umnun g m&zm excluding land rented to others from this
ar ranches owned uwwmm« | Include cash or
mnmmmmmmhmm;”.,‘.‘.,..,.,..‘w

BB T O T, L e T o Ty UL, (N

f. “'_" B Y A A A S A B P R s 0966
g. total mmmdrsmmmmmum?
operalor household's sham only.). . ..o o ianaaains R e 0578
nfloss on the sale of mﬁpumahma? 1,
e orinec losos ixatats wal & Toga g e o e e 1D e ot
h. hcmml'unmh ns and private disability payments?. . . ... ........... ) . 0238

HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Please see VALUE CODES above.)

2. wmmﬁm-mm:r-mtmmmmmmu household spent in 2014 on— m
‘a. food, including food away from BOMBT .. . .. ... ieiian i areserinasrans e . 1105
b. rent payments for principal operator's dwelling, if not owned Ifsehmhoid
mﬂnummmwmnmngn mmm?mm? ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 104
c. utilities and household sUpPHEs?. . .. ....ovvuerininini.. S e e 1106
d. Qon-&nnhnmppmnfqrm
(i) renting or leasing of vehicles for h hold use, public p C e 1107
{ii) fuel, maintenance and repairs, vehicle insurance, parking and license fees for non-farm
share of vehicles? . . ... R e e T 1119

cvsezzs (1IN
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HOUSEHOLD SPENDING - (Please see VALUE CODES on page 22.)

e. health and medical expenses of: Value Code
(i neam andfor dental insurance cosls? (costs not covered by the farm operafion or an
CHFENII ONIONBIY. 5o h ws sin b e 34 8 A e Biw 6w vh e W A e e e e 1108
(ii) out of pocket expenses for health and medical needs?
{include co-payments, co-insurance, deductibies, elc.). . . ... ..ovci e et i 1112
1. i to p i mmmmmmymmmm
including health, or vehicle and retir plans.
T B T e e e S e e 1108
g. conftributions to individuals ouu;lde of the hausehold, including alimony, child support,
gifts {not e v R e e R 1110
h. morigage !nnensst for cperalols who live in a dwelling owned by the household and not
the 7 any parts of Morgage principal). . . .. oo vvie e 1120
B mper!ytawsfnrupamlnrsmllvu in a dwelling owned by the household and not the

J. all other family living such as fz by hold i
clothing and personal care products and ser\deas. house fumishlngs and equlpmeni
education and child (or adult) care, [ , and E A 1118

OFF-FARM ASSETS — (Please see VALUE CODES on page 22.)
3. Which value code on page 22 represents the Inlal\value of each olﬂ'seiulmhg categories of off-farm assets
of

owned by the and the d on ber 31, 2014, for — (Exclude assets

of this operation, reported in Section J.)

a. financial assets held in non-retirement accounts?
{Include cash, checking, savings, money market accounts, certificales of deposit, savings bonds, ek D&h
government secunilies, outstanding personal loans due fo the operator or househald, corporate )
stock, mutual funds, cash surender value of ife insurance, other financial assets. Exclude all
DT e T e e S e L R e e 0953

b. retirement accounts? (401k, 403b, IRA, Keogh, ofher relirement SCCOUNS). . . . o oo v v s wnson . . D054

c. operator's dwelling, if not owned by the operation? (not reported in Section J, flem fa). . . ... ... . 0884

d. real estale and other pereanai{seoom:l homes?
(other farms, residential rental, commercial, and other real @S1818). . ... ......ioiieeiaiio s 0885

e, businessnot part of this famM? . . . . .. ... . 0ot i e e 0986

f. all hicl share of vehicles partly owned by the operation). . . . . . . oea2

Q. other assels not reported elSeWhere? . .. .. ..uv v ivnvairiarvariariariaransnns oeT

OFF-FARM DEBT - (Fleass see VALUE CODES on page 22)
4. Which value code on page 22 represents the total value of each unheloluwm calngones ofuﬁ!arm debt (debt not
of the

associated with this operation) owed by the op and on December 31, 2014,
for — (Include off-farm debt secured with farm assets. Exclude any debt — household debr, cvmwde.m reported In Section K,
Farm Debt.)

[NOTE: If mortgage debt on the operator dwelling was reported eariier in Section K, tem 5, then skip ltem 4a and continue with 4b.
If morigage debt on the cperator dwelling was NOT reported in Section K, ftem 5, then continue with ltem 4a.]

's dwelling, if not owned by the cperation?
[Mﬂuﬁohumsmoﬁwsmwuw and Knes of credit secured by the operator's dweling.). . . . 0988

b. mortgages on other real estate and other personal homes such as second homes?

(Include mongages, equity loans, and lines of credit secured by other real estate, ncluding other
farms, residential rental, commercial, and other real BStAIE.). . . . .. .o o i e (it

c. loans on businesses that are not a part of this farmoperation? . . ... ... .o i 1101

zvzss | INITHERHNE
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OFF-FARM DEBT — (Fiease soe VALUE CODES on page 22)

or that was byfammassels? .. ............

2013 INCOME & EXPENSES

ﬂawmmmmmmmmmpmenunmmmamw

government payrmenis.)

(cash income from ail farm sources minus production costs and

mmms.m.rmmmmwmhvcmm e, before taxes,
please indicate with a negative sign before the value code). .

d. personal loans? (Include credit cards, auto foans, unpaid faxes, and medical bifs.) . . ... ....... ... 1102

e, all other off-farm debt owed by the operator or household?. . ... ... ...
5. Which value code on page 22 represents the amount of off-farm debt owed by the operator

6. Which value code on page 22 represents the total farm sales last year (2013)7

................ 0983
................ 117
fe Value Code

fees received from livestock and crop production conlracts, the net change in CCC loans, and

7. Which value code on page 22 represents the net operating income for this operaﬂon last year (2013)?
depreciation: if negative nel

oparating income, please indicale with a negative sign before the value codal. . . . .

8. Which value code on page 22 represents the total off-farm income last year (2013)7

income from
operating another famm, income from operating any other business; if negative off-farm income, .
11

1. To receive the complete results of this survey on the release date, go to
www.usda.goviresults/.

{Thank You for Your Participation)

2. In case we have questions, please provide your contact information.

Would you rather have a brief summary mailed to you at a later date?. .. .. .

A R o o ]
Offics Uso.
Ending Time (Military)| OR | Time in Hours
0005 0008

R . R dont.
01 9802

1-Comp 1-0p [ Mgr 1-Mail

2R 25p 2-Tel

Jelnac 3-Acct | Bkpr 3-Face-to-Face | Gifice Use for FOID
4-Pariner o08o
9-Other

Name

zwwezes || VLRI
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SUBMITTED MEMORANDUM BY HON. SuzAN K. DELBENE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM WASHINGTON

USDA-CENSUS-0003500
USDA United States Department of Agriculture
National Agricultural Statistics Service

Tenure, Ownership, and Transition of Agricultural Land (TOTAL) Survey
March 19, 2014—DRAFT

Background

The TOTAL Survey has been funded $4.5 million ($2.0 million from ERS in FY14
and $2.5 million in NASS’ FY15 Census budget). Unlike the Agricultural Economics
and Land Ownership Survey (AELOS) conducted for 1999, we are decoupling the
request for names and addresses from the operators and expanding the scope of the
Agricultural Resources Management Survey (ARMS), Phase III to collect data from
the owners/operators. We are building a frame of landlords only from the June Area
Frame (2014, rotated out segments from 2013, and rotated out segments from 2012)
matched against administrative sources. The two administrative sources will be tax
records purchased from CoreLogic and owners identified to Farm Services Agency
(FSA). When those two sources do not provide information, NASS will utilize
NASDA staff to visit the county tax assessor office to identify the land owners. Data
from the landlords only will be collected on a questionnaire separate from the ARMS
Phase Ill but during the same data collection window. It is a requirement that data
be turned over to ERS no later than the end of July 2015 so products can be devel-
oped and shared with USDA by the end of September 2015.

Issue

NASS and ERS both desire to use the mandatory authority of the Census of
Agriculture to increase response rates. The current ARMS docket will be sus-
pended and a new docket submitted so we can carry the mandatory reporting
statement on the questionnaires.

One issue is the access to ARMS records by sworn data users via the ERS data
lab and through the data enclave. NASS has prohibited access to Census of Agri-
culture data and without approval, this combined effort under the Census authority
would limit record level access. Should ERS and the data enclave be given ac-
cess to the data file?

A second issue is the NASS publication. Due to the narrow window of time be-
tween clean data file and data dissemination, should NASS agree to data dis-
semination via only on-line methods?

In regards to the publication, should NASS utilize the new ERS farm ty-
pology definitions? The revised farm typology is summarized on page 2 and page
3. Note that the categories size breaks are different and that they use gross cash
farm income instead of gross farm sales.

Proposal *

*Editor’s note: this is an excerpt of the Memorandum.
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SUBMITTED ARTICLE BY HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS
FROM MINNESOTA

Scrooged by the survey: Farmers miss out on ARC payments

MAKING HERE SEAT PAYMENTS COULD

Video hyperlink: https:/ [ content.jwplatform.com [videos | zZXmgQ62z-
hWqsCqCS.mp4.

By Mikkel Pates/Agweek on Dec. 7, 2015 at 9:34 a.m.

JUD, N.D.—Jeremy Nitschke says he fills out a lot of Federal agricultural surveys
and responds to government surveys, but says a National Agricultural Statistics
Survey that failed in his county shouldn’t have cost him $30,000.

At age 38, Nitschke is a farming partner with his younger brother, Nathan. The
two farm in both Logan and LaMoure counties in North Dakota. They work in a
loose association with an older Nitschke partnership that includes their father, Jon
Nitschke, and their uncle, Jeff Nitschke.

Jeremy Nitschke (right) and his uncle, Jeff Nitschke, are partners in sep-
arate family farming ventures. They farm primarily in North Dakota’s
LaMoure and Logan counties—the only two counties in North Dakota that
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are not eligible for corn payments in the Agriculture Risk Coverage-County
program for the 2014 crop year. (Mikkel Pates/Agweek).

LaMoure and Logan counties were the only counties in North Dakota
that didn’t get payments for corn in the Agriculture Risk Coverage-County
program for the 2014 crop year. Farmers had budgeted $20 to $67 per acre
but got nothing, largely because they didn’t fill out a voluntary yield sur-
vey. (Mikkel Pates/Agweek).

Farmers in North Dakota’s LaMoure and Logan counties, including the
Nitschke families who farm in Jud, N.D., didn’t get the expected payments
from the Agriculture Risk Coverage-County program for the 2014 crop year.
(Mikkel Pates/Agweek).

When only one out of five farmers who received NASS corn yield returned those
surveys last fall, it affected whether farmers in the two counties would get a pay-
ment in the Agriculture Risk Coverage-County, also called ARC-CO.

Jeremy and Nathan’s partnership is typical and easy to calculate. The younger
partners together have 1,000 acres of corn base on their FSA farm. With help from
their loan officer, they calculated that, depending on yield, they might expect a net
ACR-CO ranging from $20 to $67 per acre, or roughly $20,000 to $67,000.
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Instead, they got nothing. Jeremy says he might have made different program de-
cisions if he’'d known how ARC-CO could go wrong.

“How can you take $30,000 away just because people didn’t fill out a survey?” he
says.

How could it be?

The Federal Agricultural Act of 2014, signed into law Feb. 7, 2014, is adminis-
tered by the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service Agency. Corn farmers
who wanted to participate were offered a choice of two FSA farm programs on a
farm-by-farm basis—the Price Loss Coverage program or the Agriculture Risk Cov-
erage-County program.

The PLC program has a reference price of $3.70 per bushel. Corn farmers would
need to see the 2014 marketing year average fall below that to get a PLC payment.

Few predicted prices would fall below that level.

The final 2014 marketing year average national price came in right at $3.70 per
bushel, so farmers did not receive a PLC payment on corn.

Most corn farmers chose ARC-CO, which allows participants to receive revenue
coverage when the current year revenue falls below a guarantee.

Under ARC-CO, the benchmark price for corn is $5.29 per bushel. Software pro-
grams largely predlcted that if farmers received normal yields and decreased prices
the next 2 or 3 years, they’d likely get a payment in ARC-CO.

In North Dakota, farmers typically relied on spreadsheets provided by North Da-
kota State University Extension Service. NDSU farm management specialists esti-
mated 140 to 150 bushel per acre yields for LaMoure County and 90 to 100 bushel
per acre yields for Logan County.

Farmers wanting to participate in ARC—CO for the 2014 crop year had until April
7 to make program elections. By Sept. 30, they had to sign up a second time, to
enroll into a contract. The same deadline was used for both the 2014 and 2015 crop
contract.

Olympic Averages

ARC-CO guarantees were based on 5 years of county average yields and mar-
keting year average prices—2009 to 2013.

The benchmark revenue figure to determine whether payment should be made is
the combination of yield and price—the Olympic average yield for those years multi-
plied by the Olympic average price for the same years.

The ARC-CO payment guarantee was based on 86 percent of benchmark revenue,
calculated with a formula based on Federal budgetary limits. It is further reduced
by a factor of 0.932 (another seven percent reduction) for Congressional sequestra-
tion, another budget cut passed in 2011.

In educating farmers about their options, the FSA and Extension Service rou-
tinely noted payments would be made on county yields generated by a hierarchy of
sources: National Agricultural Statistics Service county yield surveys, if available;
FSA data-mined yields from the Risk Management Agency, or crop insurance; crop
reporting district; and a yield set by the FSA state committee, using neighboring
counties with similar production.

Everybody heard how it worked, but no one imagined the first option wouldn’t be
available because of a NASS survey. No one expected the second option would have
such a negative impact.

Survey Failure

Darin Jantzi, NASS state statistician in Fargo, says there are roughly 282 corn
producers in LaMoure County, according to the 2012 Census of Agriculture.

Yield surveys for the 2014 crop year were sent to 125 county producers in mid-
October 2014. NASS waited for mailed responses for 3 weeks. NASS surveyors then
attempted to phone recipients, giving up only if the farmer refused, or at the end
of the survey period.

Only 27 of the surveys came back—three shy of the 30 producer minimum re-
quired. Further, the responses represented only 9.5 percent of the production acres
in the county—far short of the 25 percent needed for a valid NASS yield.

The next option was the RMA figure, which was 165 bushels per acre.

Jeremy wasn’t aware this was a problem until October.

He got word from AgCountry Farm Credit Services officials in Jamestown. It sunk
in when he wanted to pay a farm loan bill with his ARC-CO payment, and a clerk
in the office said it would be impossible.

“She said I got paid on 270 acres of wheat,” he says. “Nothing on the corn.”

Jeremy’s uncle, Jeff, 59, thinks he failed to fill out the survey. But he also says
if it were critical to paying farmers what theyre owed, NASS should have done
something to redo the surveys “if it was this important for our payments.”
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RMA, FSA Differ

Dale Ihry is a former FSA state specialist in Fargo and part of the ARC-CO farm
bill team. He left that post in October to take a job as executive director of the
North Dakota Corn Utilization Council. Thry says FSA and RMA matches best in
years when almost everyone in a county reports losses and RMA adjusts them.

In years of no loss, RMA corn yields often run roughly 10 bushels per acre higher
than the NASS yield.

Ihry says the most reliable yield average for administering ARC—CO is the NASS
County average yield. The FSA found that for corn counties in North Dakota, RMA
yields would run roughly 10 bushels per acre higher than the county NASS yield.
Yields certified to RMA during non-loss years might not reflect moisture content,
test weight or damage.

Aaron Krauter, North Dakota FSA state executive director, says he can vividly
remember telling farmers about the NASS survey basis for ARC-CO, and the “seed
corn caps going up and down.”

He says farmers need to understand the surveys are more important today. Farm
programs have become more of a safety net and aren’t simply direct payments.

“The reality is that farmers say they just throw these in the basket,” Krauter
says. “I tell them, you can’t.”

Farmers right now are in the middle of filling out surveys for the 2015 crops.

In October, the FSA state committee requested the FSA in Washington, D.C.,
allow them to skip the RMA yield step for Logan and LaMoure counties, because
it is “obvious the yield is an outlier.”

The national officials declined.

Krauter says the 165 bushel per acre yield for LaMoure County is a record yield
for any county in the state. The FSA state committee requested to use NASS yields
for counties with similar productivity.

Corn council and grower association boards have asked for the situation to be re-
visited. Krauter says he will keep asking Washington to “consider the anomaly” and
allow the state committee to make a “reasonable yield decision.”

Sen. John Hoeven, R—N.D., has requested that FSA Administrator Val Dolcini re-
visit the issue and consider making things right in LaMoure, Logan and other coun-
ties with similar situations, such as Ransom and Steele.

County Rules

Some counties in southeast North Dakota received $40 to $60 per acre payments
on their corn base acres.

“A lot of corn producers in LaMoure and Logan counties think that is what they
should be getting,” Thry says.

Most realize LaMoure County was unlikely to have gotten a payment that high.
He says if the state committee had been allowed to adjust the yields properly,
LaMoure County would have received about $30 per base acre on their corn.

But Ihry says it makes no sense that LaMoure County—a predominantly non-irri-
gated county—could exceed the state’s record average corn yield by 10 bushels an
acre. Next door, Dickey County, which completed its NASS surveys, had a yield of
150—a difference of 15 bushels per acre.

“How, statistically, would that ever happen?” Ihry asks.

The FSA did change the rules for farmers in multiple counties. Farmers like Jer-
emy who declare LaMoure County their “control” county for FSA payments, can be
paid for acres they farm in nearby counties, such as Stutsman County.

About 90 percent of the Nitschkes’ land is in LaMoure County, within 5 miles of
the Stutsman County border.

Meanwhile, some farmers who live in LaMoure County, but declare Stutsman
County as their control county, receive the Stutsman County payment rate, before
lcéudget—reduction factors, of $61.36 per acre, even for land they farm in LaMoure

ounty.

Jeremy doesn’t indicate his operation is jeopardized by the ARC-CO snafu, but
it did hurt.

He came back to the farm in 2004 and holds an associate’s degree in agricultural
finance from North Dakota State College of Science in Wahpeton. He is the Chair-
man of the CHS-Dakota Prairie Ag elevator board in Edgeley, N.D., and is con-
cerned about the dozens of farmers have been hit with the problem.

“It’s a lot of money,” Jeremy says, estimating it is a multi-million-dollar difference
from what was anticipated. “It’s going to make a huge impact in LaMoure County.”

O



