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1) Lines 178-181:  The first statement suggests that further

development of the PECAD/CADRE may benefit the carbon/earth/atmosphere

communities.  It is more likely, however, that PECAD/CADRE would be

the

beneficiary of developments in the carbon/earth/atmosphere

communities,

not the other way around.  The validity of the second statement is

questionable, given that USDA does not use weather/climate forecasts

in

the preparation of monthly commodity estimates.

2) Lines 183-186:  This paragraph is a good first step in the document

at highlighting the failure to transition remote  sensing assets from

research to operational uses within the land surface observing

community.

3) Lines 356-359:  PECAD/CADRE's assessment of global agricultural

production should be influenced by observations, but not by forecasts

of

climate change.  Monthly commodity estimates only consider observed

weather and climate to date.  Forecast changes in weather and climate

are not factored in.

4) Lines 502-503:  LACIE references would be helpful.

5) Lines 513-515:  Consider rewriting to state: "An example of the

application of Earth observations in agriculture can be found by

examining the activities of the Production Estimates and Crop

Assessment

Division (PECAD) of the USDA Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS)."

6) Lines 544-546:  Consider rewriting to state: "The information from

PECAD/CADRE, and that from other USDA agencies, is used to produce

official Departmental foreign crop production estimates monthly, which

are coordinated by the USDA World  Agricultural Outlook Board (WAOB)."

7) Lines 555-574:  Links between remote sensing capabilities and

operations is questionable.

8) Lines 596-602:  Same concerns as noted in 1) above.

9) Lines 603-611:  This paragraph is a good follow-up to the paragraph

discussed in 2) above.

10) Lines 649-667:  Paragraph needs to be rewritten to better describe

preparation of USDA commodity estimates.  FAS  "convergence

methodology"

is introduced.  Later in paragraph, it appears that ERS and NASS are

being rolled into this process under FAS.  FAS, ERS, and NASS are all

contributing agencies in the preparation of USDA commodity estimates,

a

process which is coordinated by WAOB monthly.

11) Lines 674-679:  These activities seem possible, and may support

USDA mandates, but do these activities support PECAD mandates?  Should

they be an ARS activity?

