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The middle section (IP System) highlights the various IP inputs farmers considers.
GREEN outlines indicates critical management decision areas, which will determine the
level(s) of inspection and special consideration.

RED outlines draw attention to areas where third party audits may be required.
The bottom section (Results) shows expected IP costs for individual operations,
section totals, and grand total comparison.

components and flows involved in a ‘ N
farm ldentity Preservation System 1 Importance

~90% Purity (Special Feed)
~98% Purity (Non-GMO)
~99.9+% Purity (PMP)

Yo
]

Time & lccmentti N vusomontorie | puamercoanaue | f EixGooranaton | f 'specton Rttea Srorsge g || i, otreroperatins | Time &
. | Gr th, Field: Level/Type Ce i of 2 rag
Labor EmE oL aEine . Fiold & Storage FED e honding o 2L °",::Tj‘;';‘.::,:"’ Labor
& Acres - K K
) Plant Rate: Pestgnt Acarionat Otner Vil Expocted Fallon st otter iea :
Production Seed ;:Ll’l Qm: ) eruﬂcgnn “From I;’Cmp Falluw Mm Rel Yield
ber Bag Tenpzee elated Costs
: o oy Other; ) PC 1P Liabili i
Segregation [ fonwpy | [ Snase | [ Sersee e sogsaon imuranca ararcs ! . Risk
& Handling e IP Handling Delivery to Mkt U Costs/A Costs Eees Mitigation
. Results )
Time & [ Puinse Sostsi oot o Plantor Cloanout Labor Casts Labor Gosts Combine Cleanout e putier Canta ot Other Managerial Othr oporational | Time &
Labor | ovemggssteet ik e, e fo Coordination cfinspectons Time & Labor COStS........c.cccrurueueenens $. foss Labor Costs Storage e Lt abor Costs Labor
Production Costs
) Extra Other t ) i
Production Exr Seed s pes ponitns Producion Yield Costs.....covvuiiiiniiiiiiiiiininieees $. s Butir =il Other 5 Yield
Costs.
Segregation & Handling Costs............$
Risk Mitigation Costs........c.....ccceeeen. $.
Segregation Extra IP ExtralP Testing Costs: Extra Shrinkage ECs iy 1P Legal Other Costs Risk
B Storage Costs Transport Costs Other IP Costs Costs . . Fees. due to IP risks P "
& Handling Total Identity Preservation Costs...$, Costs Costs Mitigation
Summary: Many factors and considerations affect Identity Preservation and Traceability (IPT) Systems.
Downstream customers influence what traits are to be tested and what processes and/or geo-origins are o
verified. This puts pressure on farmers to be more diligent and accountable. This chart helps farmers IP Costs IP Costs Participants: Members and shareholders of

and contractors (i.e. processors) calculate if a particular crop and IPT system will be profitable, given
accountability parameters and crop premium. IPT systems vary in degree and scope. The National per Bushel per Acre
Organic Program (US), EurepGAP (EU), and Can-Trace (Canada) are examples of well recognized food
quality programs that emphasize IPT Systems.
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Graphical presentation is an expanded version of the National Com Growers Association IP Calculator hitp:/lepton.marz.com/ncga/IP/|PCalc.asp.




