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Opinion Summary Report

» Reports were developed for maximum flexibility while
requiring a minimum number of selections.

» This report shows a rolled up view of Opinions by OSP,
commodity, inspector; and factor.

» Choice of Opinions sent to BAR (National - N) or to QAS
(Local - L)



Opinion Summary Report

Grader To QAS
Crriginal Date Range: 6/11/2011 to 6/11/2012

# of # of Mew

Commodity Factor Samples Crriginal FPlus Minus Result Picks Mew Pick
OSP # 1
SSP# 1
Sorghum (S} inspector#1
ODOR 1 Musty 1 musty
White Corn (WH) NSPecters2 _
HT 1 5.00 0.20 0.00 520 1 5.30
OSP #2
SSP# 2
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRWW) nspector # 3
WOoCL 1 5.40 0.00 0.00 1 4.60
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRVY) . Inspector# 4
WoCL 1 7.10 0.00 0.00 1 5.10
SSP# 3 .
nspector # 5
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRWW]
CCL 1 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 0.00
WOCL 1 3.40 0.00 0.00 1 5.80
OSSP &3
SSP # 4
FPinto Beans (PIMNT) nspector & 8
CCL 1 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 0.00
DEF 1 2.50 0.00 0.00 1 2.50
DT 1 1.20 0.00 0.00 1 1.20
FMT 1 0.30 0.00 0.00 1 0.30
M 1 1480 0.00 0.00 1 14.80
ODOR 1 ok 1 ok

*Opinion to QAS. Samples may have also been sent to BAR for Verification.
*Shown are the Commodity, Factor, number of opinion samples, Original result, Plus, Minus,

QAS Opinion result, number of QAS New Picks, and New Picks.
*Report is sorted by OSP, service point,commodity, inspector, and factor.



Opinion Summary Report

Grader To BAR
Opinion Date Range: 6/11/2011 to 6/11/2012

. # of . # of Bar Bar # of Bar Bar Mew
Commodity Factor Samples Crriginal Results Bar Plus Minus Bar Result Mew Picks Pick
OSSP &1
SSP#1
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRWW) nspector#1
WOCL 2 10.25 2 1.75 5.30 6.70
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRWW) . Inspector# 2
WOCL 4 11.10 4 1.68 4.53 8.25
Mixed VWheat XWHT) nspector# 2
HRS 1 23.40 1 5.20 3.50 2510
“ellow Corn (v C) nspector # 1
DT 1 24 .00 0.00 0.00 1 19.00
SSP# 2
Hard Red Winter Wheat (HRWVW) nspector # 3
FsUB 1 0.00 1 0.00 0.00 0.00
OSPp# 2
SSP#3
Hard Red Spring Wheat (HRS) nspector # 4
FDK 1 4.80 1 0.40 3.10 210
WOCL 2 10_40 2 0.00 1040 0.00
Hard Red Spring Wheat (HRS) nspector # 5
WOCL 1 22.00 1 0.00 22.00 0.00
Hard Red Spring Wheat (HRS) nspector # 7
QODOR 1 ok 1 ok

*Opinion to BAR.

*Shown are the Commaodity, Factor, number of opinion samples, Original result, number of
BAR Results, Plus, Minus, BAR Opinion result, number of BAR New Picks, and New Picks.
*Report is sorted by OSP, service point,commodity, inspector, and factor.



Opinion Report - parameters

*At least one search criteria must be entered.*

RepurtTypeIOpinion Summary Repert d Buckwheat [BUCK) =il
Buckwheat Hulls [BUHL)
e Confectionary Sunflower Seed [CSF)
. N Crambe [CRAM)
~, Opinion 5 y Report Type: Hops (H)
- r L Kharasan (KHOR)

Millet (MILLET)
. Mustard Seed (M5)
E Date Range: To I Commodity: |popeom (PS) !
Rapeseed (RAPE)
Safflower Seed [SAF)

FGIS - Anzlytical Services Group - Wheat (WHEAT) )
FGIS - Cadar Rapids Fizld Office EEEIA; :'CII\L}I:“HT(J; —
theat ts
FGIS - Crowley Suboffice Wil; :ic:c::wxﬂ}ea roats | ] j

FGIS - Domestic Inspection Operations Office

FGIS - Field Management Division [FOSS) Select == | <= Remove |

FGIS - Grading Services Lab
FGIS - Grand Farks Field Office Refresh | Select one or more commaodities and click 'Refresh’
FGIS - League City Field Office

OSP: |FGIS - Moscow Suboffice

FGIS - New Orlzans Field Office

FGIS - NIR Group

FGIS - Portland Field Office

FGIS - Stuttgart Field Office

FGIS - Subjective Analysis and Baard Appeals Group

FGIS - Toledo Field Office j

Select =» << Remove |

Service Point: Refresh | Select one or mors 0SPs and click 'Refresh’

Inspector: Refresh | Select one or more O5Ps and click 'Refresh’

Factors:

Select == | << Remove |

Search I Return I

Review Inspector: Refresh |Select ane or marz OSPs and click 'Refresh’

Lots of flexibility.

For Local Opinions (to the QAS) - The Opinion Report Type should be “L” and the Opinion Date
range refers to the Original Inspection Date.

For National Opinions (to the BAR) - The Opinion Report Type should be “N” and the Opinion
Date range refers to the BAR Review Date.



Choosing parameters

» The only mandatory fields are the Opinion Type and the Date Range.
» Additional filtering choices are:

OSP — If you have rights to more than one OSP you can limit your selections to one
or more OSP.

Service Point — if you want to limit your report to one or several service points

Inspector — one or more individuals

Review Inspector — one or more individuals

Commodity — one or more grains/classes

Factor — one or more factors

* if you want a particular factor {example DKT} over several commodities then
you’ll need to:

Pick one commodity

Press Refresh for the Factor list

Choose one or more factors {DKT}

Back in the commodity box, remove all commodities

Your report will now be for that factor {DKT} in all commodities
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The next icon will allow you to save this report as either an Excel  [=t=] =

spreadsheet, a PDF file, or Word document. Z=t

The round icon is a refresh button.

The printer icon allows you to print the report.



Contacts

Comments and Questions can be directed to:
QAC Project Manager
Anita Heckenbach
USDA-FGIS-QACS
Ken Critchfield {Retired}
QAC Team members
David Ayers
Jim Brown {Retired}
Larry Freese {Retired}
Dale Phetteplace {Retired}

816-659-8402


mailto:anita.d.heckenbach@usda.gov
mailto:cdgid@aol.com
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