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Know Your Fertilizer Rights - The 4R Nutrient Stewardship Concept

This webinar describes a new, innovative approach to best management practices (BMPs) for fertilizer. The approach is 4R nutrient stewardship: ensuring the Right Source (or product) is applied at the Right Rate, Right Time, and Right Place. This simple concept can help farmers and the public understand how the right management practices for fertilizer contribute to sustainability for agriculture. Getting practices “right” depends on important roles played by many partners including farmers, crop advisers, scientists, policymakers, consumers, and the general public.

I would like to acknowledge, for their ideas relating to this presentation, arising from several other projects underway: 
Bill Herz, TFI; Jerry Lemunyon, USDA-NRCS; - co-authors on an educational article coming up in Crops & Soils magazine;�Paul Fixen, IPNI; Patrick Heffer, IFA; Doug Beever, Agrium  - and others, who are developing an IFA-led position paper on a Global Nutrient Stewardship Framework;
And my colleagues in an IPNI Workgroup on BMPs and NUE, who have developed a concept paper on fertilizer BMPs and are working toward new training materials based on the concept of the four rights.
� 



IPNI Mission
“to develop and promote scientific information about the responsible

management of plant nutrition for the benefit of the human family.”
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Our Institute is supported by primary producers of plant nutrients, and our mission is to develop and promote scientific information about management of plant nutrition for the benefit of the human family.



Sustainability Issues Related to 
Fertilizer Use 

• Food and nutrition security

• Employment

• Soil fertility 

• Cadmium in soil

• Eutrophication

• Non‐renewable resources

• Greenhouse gas emissions

• Stratospheric ozone depletion (N2O)

• Air quality: ammonia, smog

• Water quality: nitrate, algae

• Public perception
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Sustainability
The increasing number and importance of issues surrounding the management of crop nutrients makes it necessary to have an approach that clearly describes the practices and their impacts. On the one hand, nutrient applications increase yields of crops, nourishing the world while sparing land for other uses and increasing the return of organic carbon to the soil, thereby sequestering a greenhouse gas. On the other hand, unmanaged
nutrient applications may increase nutrient losses, potentially degrading water and air quality in a number of ways and possibly increasing greenhouse gases. Fertilizer use also has longer-term and larger-scale impacts
on soil productivity and the social and economic structure of rural areas. These issues are all part of sustainable development.
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Internationally, sustainable development is recognized to consist of three nonnegotiable elements: economic, social, and environmental. Progress in each of those three areas is essential to sustainability. How the progress will be achieved requires input from stakeholders. For fertilizer use to be sustainable, it must support cropping systems that provide economic, social, and environmental benefits.

The connection between the practices and the benefits must be understood well, not only by crop producers and their advisers, but also by those who purchase the products of cropping systems and those who live in the environment impacted by those systems. Programs involving payments to farmers for ecological goods and services—for example, carbon offsets related to greenhouse gas mitigation, loading reductions for water quality credit
trading, etc.—depend on a clear public understanding of these linkages and a common language and vocabulary relating to fertilizer management.



4R Nutrient Stewardship

• Right Source, Right Rate, Right Time & Right Place
– Linking practices to science for sustainability performance
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The fertilizer industry’s nutrient stewardship concept links management of plant nutrition to sustainability.

The 4R nutrient stewardship concept is being developed because sustainable agricultural production is important, and we need to ensure that fertilizer use contributes to it. The fertilizer rights—source, rate, time, and place—are
connected to the goals of sustainable development. 

The connection between the practices and the benefits must be understood well, not only by crop producers and their advisers, but also by those who purchase the products of cropping systems and those who live in the environment impacted by those systems. Programs involving payments to farmers for ecological goods and services—for example, carbon offsets related to greenhouse gas mitigation, loading reductions for water quality credit
trading, etc.—depend on a clear public understanding of these linkages and a common language and vocabulary relating to fertilizer management.

The 4R nutrient stewardship concept defines the right source, rate, time, and place for fertilizer application as those producing the economic, social, and environmental outcomes desired by all stakeholders to the plant ecosystem.




Who decides what’s RIGHT?

• “a team of farmers, researchers, natural resource managers, 
extension staff and agribusiness professionals.”  ‐ ???

• Input from ALL stakeholders on PERFORMANCE:
– Indicators 

– Benchmarks

– Targets 

• Farmer (land manager) selects the PRACTICE
– Dynamic  site‐specific decision on source, rate, time and place

– Decision support for highest probability of performance 
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The traditional answer to “Who decides what qualifies as a best management practice?” went something like “a team of farmers, researchers, natural resource managers, extension staff and agribusiness professionals.” Today there is still no doubt that the expertise of all these people is important to determining the right management on a practical basis. A sustainability-focused approach, however, is more comprehensive and includes input from all stakeholders in determining the indicators, measures, benchmarks and targets for performance of the management practices implemented. So what’s right is determined by how these people want the cropping system to perform. 

Stakeholders of cropping systems include the people who consume its products and the people living in the environment it impacts. The perspectives of all these stakeholders must be reflected in the economic, social and environmental goals that are set for the cropping system. Fertilizer management, to be considered “right,” must support those goals. All stakeholders have input to the goals. However, the farmer—the manager of the land—is the final decision-maker in selecting the practices suited to the local site-specific soil, weather, and crop production conditions that have the highest probability of meeting the goals. Because all these conditions can influence the decision on the practice selected, right up to and including the day of implementation, local decision-making performs better than a regulatory approach. 
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For example, a recent BMP guide for dairy-based cropping systems in the Northeast was developed using the input of farmers, agribusiness professionals, land grant university extension and staff of the USDA-NRCS. Performance goals for farm profitability and off-farm impact on water quality were the foremost considerations of this body of experts, based on input from experience with environmental agencies, public interest groups and policymakers.  The BMP guide they developed listed 20 general practices under the categories of right source, rate, time and place (Bruulsema and Ketterings, 2008). 

This Guide was prepared by Tom Bruulsema (IPNI) with reviews by Kristen Bossard (Oneida County Soil and Water Conservation District) and Michael Hunter (Cornell Cooperative Extension of Jefferson County), and Quirine Ketterings (Cornell University). 
This document reflects input received through a series of team meetings with producers, agri-business and extension staff. This project discussion team consisted, in addition to the individuals listed above, of the following individuals:
Brian Boerman, Agricultural Consulting Services, Inc. 
Shawn Bossard, Cornell Cooperative Extension of Seneca County
Tibor Horvath, USDA-NRCS-NY (joined USDA-NRCS-SC as Conservation Agronomist in January 2008)
Bill Kilcer, Wyndswept Dairy
Rick Neuman, Oneida County Soil and Water Conservation District 
Jon Patterson, Patterson Farms, Inc.
Craig Phelps, Edgewood Farms
Scott Potter, consultant & producer
Paul Salon, USDA-NRCS-NY
Bruce Tillapaugh, Cornell Cooperative Extension of Wyoming County (retired July, 2008)
Funding for this effort was provided through a Conservation Innovation Grant from the USDA-NRCS as part of Project Number 68-3A75-5-166.




What does the 4R Strategy Offer?

• Source, rate, time and place “right” for goals of sustainable 
production.

• Checklist for proper fertilization practices and opportunities to 
improve 

• Balance of effort among the 4 “rights”

• Fertilizer industry: delivery and distribution role

• Clear simple public communication.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
What does it mean to apply the “right source at right rate, right time, and right place?”
The phrase implies that each fertilizer management practice or group of practices be right—effective—in terms of the goals of sustainable production. 

Also for every fertilizer application, it provides a simple checklist to assess whether a given crop has been fertilizer properly. To ensure sound agronomy the manager asks, “Am I using every tool available to choose the right product, to predict its right rate, to apply it at the right time, and to place it where it’s most effective for my crop, my soil conditions, and my weather?” It helps farmers and advisers to identify opportunities for improvement in fertilizing each specific crop in each specific field. Grouping specific practices associated with fertilizer management under the headings of source, rate, time, and place helps ensure that no critical steps in fertilizer management are overlooked. In that way they are valuable to the farmer and the crop adviser. 

A balance of effort among the four rights is appropriate. It helps avoid too much emphasis on one at the expense of overlooking the others. Rate may sometimes be overemphasized, owing to its direct relation to cost. Source, time and place are more frequently overlooked and hold opportunity for improving return to fertilizer investment as well as helping to minimize losses that may pose risks to the environment.

The phrase also clearly describes to the fertilizer industry that farmers have specific requirements for the delivery and distribution of the right nutrient forms suited to their application equipment, in the right amounts to support the right rate, at the right time, and to the right place. Meeting these requirements is the challenge of logistics for delivery and distribution.

The four headings also help farmers, crop advisers and agronomic scientists to clearly communicate to stakeholders beyond those working directly in agriculture.




4Rs – independent or connected?

• Completely interconnected

• None can be right when one is wrong

• More than one right combination? – possible

• Example for corn:
– Controlled‐release N – pre‐plant incorporated

– Soluble N source – split application, banded and injected

• Linked to crop management
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Are the 4 “rights” independent or interconnected?

The four aspects of fertilizer management — source, rate, time, and place — are completely interconnected, and also linked to the full set of management practices for the cropping system. 
None of the four can be right when any one of them is wrong. It is possible that for a given situation there is more than one right combination of source, rate, timing, or placement, but when one of the four changes the others may as well. 

For example, it may be true for certain farms in a certain region that a single application of a controlled-release source of nitrogen (N) is equal in costs and benefits to a split application of a soluble N source. The two sources would obviously differ in the “right” time of application. They would be equally right if they achieved the same performance from the cropping system at the same cost. However, in many practical situations, one combination may be preferred over another because of a better fit with the logistics of the operation, or with the range of weather risks to which each might be susceptible.

The four “rights” must work in synchrony with each other and with the surrounding plant-soil-climate and management environment. One change of step or direction may cause the entire system of nutrient management to fall short of its intended goal.

The combination of source, rate, time, and place changes depending on the crop management system as well. For example, a broadcast fertilizer application incorporated before planting may suit a corn-soybean rotation with tillage, but a band application and injection may be needed under no-till management. So the right source, rate, time, and place are interconnected, not independent, and are linked strongly to crop management and to local site-specific soil, weather, and climate conditions.




Scientific Principles

•General
– Physics, chemistry, biology

– Soil fertility and plant nutrition

– Fundamental processes

– System performance

• Specific 
– source, rate, time and place
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What scientific principles apply?

The sciences of physics, chemistry and biology are fundamental to the mineral nutrition of plants growing in soils. The application of these sciences to practical management of plant nutrition has led to development of scientific disciplines of soil fertility and plant nutrition. Each of the four categories of source, rate, time and place has unique science describing fundamental processes. Science also studies and describes whole systems. Both levels of science are relevant, because there are gaps in the knowledge of the fundamental processes, and crop production systems or plant ecosystems are complex, and can respond in unanticipated ways to the application of nutrients. So the science backing a particular practice needs to include both that which documents how the practice works at the basic level, and that which measures the outcome in terms of changes in performance of the cropping system in which fertilizers are applied. 

Specific scientific principles guide the development of practices determining right source, rate, time and place. A few of the key principles include the following. These and other important principles of plant nutrition will be described in more detail in the next four titles in this series.




Scientific Principles: Right Source 

• Ensure a balanced supply of essential nutrients.

• Supply plant‐available forms.

• Suit soil physical and chemical properties.

• Recognize:

– synergisms among nutrient elements and sources;

– blend compatibility;

– associated nutritive or non‐nutritive elements. 
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Fertilizer Source. The following principles apply to the recommendation and selection of nutrient sources for crop production. These principles apply to composts and manures as well as to fertilizer products. 
Ensuring a balanced supply of essential nutrients. An essential element is defined as one in whose absence the plant cannot complete its life cycle. Science has demonstrated this for 17 elements for all plants, and a few more that are essential for only some species.
Supplying plant-available forms. Science has shown that mineral nutrients are taken up into plant roots in water-soluble forms. Thus the nutrient applied should either be water-soluble, or release a water-soluble form in time for plant uptake needs.
Soil physical and chemical properties. Soil properties including texture, cation exchange capacity, porosity, water-holding capacity, pH, and mineralogy have been demonstrated by science to cause different fates for nutrients in different sources. Examples of site-specific differences include losses of N when nitrate is applied to flooded soils, or when urea is left on the surface of high pH soils, etc.
Synergisms among nutrient elements and sources. Science has shown that applying P reduces zinc availability, that the ammonium form of N increases P availability, that calcium and magnesium antagonize K uptake, and that fertilizer sources can complement manure sources, etc.
Blend compatibility. Hygroscopic properties change depending on the specific fertilizer sources used in a blend. Certain combinations of sources attract moisture when mixed, limiting uniformity of application. Another property of source is  granule size, which should be consistent among sources in blends to avoid product segregation.
Associated elements. Recognize benefits and sensitivities to associated elements. Most nutrients have an accompanying ion that may be beneficial, neutral or detrimental to the crop. For example, the chloride accompanying K in muriate of potash is beneficial to corn and wheat, but can be detrimental to the quality of tobacco and some fruits. Some sources of P fertilizer may contain plant-available Ca and S, and small amounts of Mg and micronutrients. Control effects of non-nutritive elements. For example, natural deposits of phosphate rock are enriched in several metals, including cadmium. The level of addition of these elements should be kept within acceptable thresholds.
 



Scientific Principles: Right Rate 

• Assess:

– Soil nutrient supply;

– All available nutrient sources;

– Plant demand.

• Predict fertilizer use efficiency.
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Fertilizer Rate. The overall scientific principle is that the total amount of nutrient available to a crop should equal its requirement. Since there are many sources of nutrients and many factors influencing their availability and the crop’s demand for them, there are many more specific principles that govern the process of estimating the right rate. 
Assessing soil nutrient supply. The principle is that the soil serves as a reservoir for nutrients, and supplies a proportion of crop requirements. In practice, the amount the soil is capable of supplying can be estimated in many ways appropriate to site-specific factors, including soil analysis, plant analysis, and response experiments.
Assessing all available indigenous nutrient sources. The principle is that nutrients may be contained in many other materials available on or near a given farm. Local assessment of the quantity and plant availability of nutrients in manures, composts, biosolids, crop residues, and irrigation water need to be accounted for in recommended fertilizer rates.
Assessing plant demand. The law of the conservation of mass dictates that crops take up nutrients in proportion to yield. The selection of a realistic attainable yield target and its variability within and among fields and from season to season thus provides important guidance on the estimation of total crop nutrient demand.
Predicting fertilizer use efficiency. Science shows that full recovery of an applied nutrient in the year of application is rare, and that the proportion recovered can be predicted based on site-specific crop management conditions. To meet plant demand, recovery efficiency must be considered in the rate recommendation. 



Scientific Principles: Right Time

• Match timing of crop uptake.

• Assess dynamics of soil nutrient supply.

• Recognize timing of weather factors influencing nutrient loss. 

• Evaluate logistics of field operations. 
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Fertilizer Timing. A principle of plant nutrition is that the timing of nutrient supply should be matched to the timing of plant demand, to the extent practical.
Assessing timing of crop uptake. The science of plant nutrition has identified nutrient uptake patterns and period of sensitivities to deficiencies for specific crops. Fertilizer nutrients should be applied to match these seasonal patterns, which depend on site-specific factors including planting date, crop species, weather, sensitivity to deficiencies at particular growth stages, etc. For some crops this may include in-season nutrient adjustment by rapid plant diagnosis; for example, nitrogen application during rice growing stage using a chlorophyll meter or leaf color chart.
Assessing dynamics of soil nutrient supply. The science of soil biology and biochemistry has identified the factors that control the mineralization of soil organic matter and its nutrient release. These factors include temperature, moisture, and the size and C:N ratios of various fractions of soil organic matter. Complexity of these factors makes it necessary to estimate soil nutrient supply on a site-specific basis, often by measuring nutrient uptake of a specific crop in the absence of applied nutrients. 
Recognize timing of weather factors influencing nutrient loss. The sciences of soil physics and soil chemistry have developed principles of nutrient transformation and transport that govern the fate of nutrients in the soil. These principles can help identify application timing to minimize losses. For example, in temperate regions, leaching losses tend to be more frequent in the early spring and late fall. Application timing that minimizes nutrient concentrations during these periods may improve nutrient use efficiency.
Logistics of field operations. An important operational principle for management is simplicity. A management system depending on a number of nutrient applications made just-in-time may be more vulnerable to weather-induced risks than one with a single application. Combining nutrient applications with other crop protection products may improve simplicity and operational economics. Application timings that interfere less with other time-sensitive operations (such as planting) reduce risks of yield-reducing delays. These operational considerations need to be balanced with respect to the previous three principles, based on analysis of costs and benefits measured in local applied field research. 



Scientific Principles: Right Place 

• Recognize root‐soil dynamics.

• Manage spatial variability.

• Limit potential off‐field transport of nutrients. 
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Fertilizer Placement. Principles of soil fertility and plant nutrition govern the placement of nutrients for optimum plant availability.
Root-soil dynamics. The sciences of plant genetics, plant physiology and plant ecology have described how roots of different crops explore soil and how they respond to zones of nutrient enrichment and depletion. Placement needs to ensure nutrients are intercepted as needed. A specific example is the strong response of corn grown in cool, short-growing-season environments to band placement and/or seed placement of P fertilizer. Avoid detrimental effects on plant roots, leaves and seedlings. Plants have physiological limits to the concentrations of fertilizer salts and specific compounds they can tolerate. For example, amounts placed near seedlings in a band need to be kept within safe limits, recognizing ammonia and/or biuret content and overall salt index of the fertilizer source. Since the concentrations that plants are exposed to depends on site-specific factors including precipitation-evapotranspiration balance and soil water-holding capacity, recommendations should be based on local field research.
Manage spatial variability within and among fields. The science of soil formation (pedogenesis) describes how soil horizons (layers) vary with position in the landscape and how the physical properties of these layers influence their management. Soils within fields vary in nutrient supplying capacity, nutrient loss potential, and potential crop yield. Cost-effectiveness of variable-rate application of fertilizers should be considered. 
Limit potential off-field transport of nutrients. Soil and hydrological sciences have developed principles governing the transport of nutrients from farm fields. Since the transport is also controlled by unpredictable factors including precipitation, the models of such transport are complex. Nevertheless, research continues to develop and refine indexes of risk of nutrient losses, particularly for N and P. Site-specific identification of fields and field areas most prone to surface runoff or drainage discharge may be required to keep nutrient losses in surface runoff and drainage water within acceptable limits.
 



Performance

• Outcome of implementing practice

• Fertilizer performance expressed through crop or plant 
production system

• Includes yield, quality, profit and more

• Long‐term soil fertility and productivity

• Nutrient losses to water & air

• Not all measurable – may need indexes and models
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What is performance?
Performance is the outcome of implementing a practice. The impacts of fertilizer management are expressed in the performance of the cropping systems or soil–plant–air ecosystems in which they are applied. Performance includes the increase in yield, quality, and profit resulting from a fertilizer application and extends to long-term effects on soil fertility levels and on losses of nutrients to water and air. It also includes impacts on the regional economy and social conditions—for example, affordable food. Not all aspects of performance can be measured on each farm, but all should be assessed. Planning indexes and computer models may be used for these assessments but need to be acceptable to stakeholders.



Performance Assessment

• Measures and indicators

• Principles validated by research

• Practices evaluated by stakeholder‐selected indicators
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How is performance assessed in implementing the 4 Rs?

Performance is assessed through measures and indicators. It relates to all outcomes considered important to stakeholders (farmers, agribusiness, consumers, and the general public). 

Performance measures are detailed measurements of the actual outcome of the implementation of a particular management practice to a particular cropping system. They can be very expensive and difficult to do. Performance measurements are done primarily by research agronomists and are used to validate management practices, often in a controlled field context designed to extrapolate to a large number of practical farm crop situations. An example may be a field trial on an experiment station in which two or more practices are compared and where measurements include crop yields, nutrient uptake, losses of ammonia and nitrous oxide to the air, losses of nutrients in runoff and drainage water, etc. The 4R concept helps guide research and extension toward validation of practices most relevant to achieving the economic, social, and environmental outcomes that stakeholders consider important.

Performance indicators are simpler measures that can be done on actual farms. Stakeholders need to agree that they reflect their aspirations for performance and that the indicators correlate well to actual measurements. For example, where soil erosion is a major issue and a large source of nutrient loss, an indicator measuring crop residues covering the soil at critical times may be suitable.



Performance: 
Measures and Indicators for Fertilizer Management

• Adoption

• Biodiversity

• Ecosystem Services

• Energy Use Efficiency

• Farm Income

• Labor Use Efficiency

• Net Profit

• Nutrient Budget

• Nutrient Loss 

• Nutrient Use Efficiency

• Quality

• Return on Investment

• Soil Erosion

• Soil Productivity

• Yield

• Yield Stability

• Water & Air Quality

• Water Use Efficiency

• Working conditions

Stakeholder Input Required!
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Performance indicators are simpler measures that can be done on actual farms. Stakeholders need to agree that they reflect their aspirations for performance, and that the indicators correlate well to actual measurements. For example, where soil erosion is a major issue and a large source of nutrient loss, an indicator measuring crop residues covering the soil at critical times may be suitable.

Since fertilizer applications have multiple impacts, no single measure or indicator provides a complete reflection of performance. Neither can all possible impacts be measured. Stakeholders need to select the performance measures and indicators that relate to the issues of greatest concern. A partial list of indicators from which they can select follows in Table 1. It is important to recognize that none of these is affected by fertilizer management alone. All can be improved by applying 4R nutrient stewardship, but they also depend on sound management of all practices applied to the cropping system or plant ecosystem. For instance, a good fertilizer program for turfgrass will not assure erosion control if clipping management, or species selection, is inappropriate. 

Crop managers or crop advisers cannot select the most important performance indicator on their own. Stakeholder input is required to select performance indicators representing progress on the goals considered important by all. It is often assumed that nutrient use efficiency is the most important indicator of performance for fertilizer use. This is not the case. Fertilizers are applied to increase the overall performance of the cropping system. Nutrient use efficiency is only one aspect of that performance, as indicated in Table 1. Nutrient use efficiency has many definitions, reflecting nutrient recovery, nutrient balance, or yield in relation to nutrients applied. Each provide unique indications of potential for improvement of fertilizer management, but none provide a full representation of impact on overall performance. 






OUTPUT
Recommendation of right source, 
rate, time, and place (BMPs)

Regional Level
Applied 
agronomic 
scientists

Policy Level
Regulatory, Infrastructural

DECISION SUPPORT based 
on scientific principles

ACTION
Change in practice

Farm Level
Producers, crop
advisers, dealers

DECISION 
Accept, revise, or reject

EVALUATION of OUTCOME  
Cropping System 

Sustainability Performance

LOCAL SITE 
FACTORS

•Climate
•Policies
•Land tenure
•Technologies
•Financing 
•Prices
•Logistics
•Management
•Weather
•Soil
•Crop demand
•Potential losses
•Ecosystem 
vulnerability

BMP Development & Adoption
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Let’s put it all together. What a crop adviser begins with is a recommendation of the right source, rate, time and place. It’s an output of applied agronomic research, hopefully science-based. Hopefully the research agronomists have considered site-specific factors such as soil and climate, and done so thoroughly. The producer and the adviser then work together on a DECISION – accept, revise or reject the recommendation. The decision is based on even more detailed and time-specific consideration of local conditions – changing weather, equipment availability and breakdown. Hopefully, the producer and adviser evaluate the outcome: the effect of the decision on the performance of the cropping system – and here performance is assessed in terms of the indicators the stakeholders consider important. Research agronomists should also be watchful of performance at the farm level – using the same indicators of performance. It’s important to note that fertilizer decisions are related to cropping system performance. Fertilizer’s role in sustainability is expressed through its effects on cropping system performance.

Farmers, or crop managers, need to be the ones making final decisions on management practices, because practices are specific to dynamic site conditions. Research and science develop support for these decisions, integrating the local site factors as best possible. Regulations should encourage desired outcomes, rather than specify particular practices across broad regions. 

USEPA News, June 2009:  County on Long Island Enacts Nitrogen Fertilizer Law: Applying nitrogen fertilizer during winter months is now illegal in Suffolk County, New York. This 912-square mile county at the end of Long Island is home to 1.5 million people, most of whom are dependent upon local groundwater supplies for their drinking water. Mounting evidence of nitrogen pollution in groundwater water supplies as well as problems with nitrogen-fueled eutrophication in nearby estuaries prompted county legislators to pass a law in December 2007. Effective beginning January 2009, the law prohibits application of both organic and inorganic fertilizer between November 1 and April 1 throughout the county and prohibits application of nitrogen on county owned properties year-round. It also includes an educational component for consumers and businesses, helping to ensure compliance with the legislation…



Comments & Discussion



Performance Indicator Examples



Based on total N in manure as-excreted. 
Losses are significant.
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Only a few decades ago, optimum plant nutrition involved applying more P than crops removed. In recent years, applications have come much closer to balancing removals. This trend has positive implications for both crop productivity and water quality.    
Agriculture is one of the sources of P that feeds into Lake Erie. Reductions in total P loading since the 1960s have improved water quality in the lake, but in the past ten years a rebound in loading of dissolved reactive P has raised new concerns (Baker, 2008). 




Ohio – Michigan – Ontario

Based on available P in recoverable manure.
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The agricultural P balance trend is a useful performance indicator for crop management practices, since it reflects changes in crop productivity as well as surplus P potentially liable to contaminate water. On the other hand, the P balance does not indicate uniformity of distribution. It is possible that soil P levels in some areas have increased to the point of elevated
risk of water contamination, while in other areas soils receive suboptimal amounts of P. Nutrient management plans encourage the use of best management practices (BMPs) to ensure that manure nutrients are directed to soils with lower nutrient levels and with lower risk of P loss to surface waters. Surveys of soil test P are a useful complement to the nutrient balance indicator.



Change in the IROWC_P of watersheds from 1981 to 2006.
E. Van Bochove, AAFC, 2008

Very low Low Moderate         High          Very high

Indicator of Risk 
of Water 

Contamination by 
Phosphorus 
(IROWC-P)
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Mapping out the spatial aspects of the nutrient balance can also be important.

Mention NuGIS



Credit Trading Opportunities

• Greenhouse Gas offsets
• Nitrous Oxide Emission Reduction Protocol
• Water Quality Trading



Don McCabe, Ontario Federation of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Council of Canada



Don McCabe, 
Ontario Federation of 
Agriculture, 
Soil Conservation 
Council of Canada



Summary – Your Fertilizer Rights

• Crop managers select practices to apply the right source at the 
right rate at the right time in the right place, based on decision 
support provided by:

– Crop advisers, extension, agronomists, research scientists

– On‐farm, station and laboratory research

• to work toward improvements in sustainability using 
performance indicators selected by stakeholders including:

– Customers, Residents & Consumers

– Advisers, Agronomists and Resource Managers

– Producers

– i.e., all stakeholders to crop production systems

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In a nutshell, the 4R nutrient stewardship strategy  involves crop producers and their advisers selecting  the right source-rate-time-place combination from practices validated by research conducted by agronomic scientists. Goals for economic, environmental and social progress are set by—and are reflected in performance indicators chosen by—the stakeholders to crop production systems.

A question for you, and all of us, to ponder. Is our participation – ie the fertilizer industry’s 



Comments Welcome

tom.bruulsema@ipni.net
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