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Farm data issues have been abuzz in the media even before the Fieldview and Tillable
issues arising in February 2020. Substantial levels of emotion filled social media that
quickly caused the two companies to seemingly part ways. The value of farm data and
how farm data can be treated is presented through the perspective of an agricultural
economist. The litmus test of categorizing intangible goods to private versus public
goods are presented in addition to cooperative games that are driving many decisions
across the agricultural industry today and into the future. These and other farm data
issues will be presented from economic theory. Track: Policy (Session 7A)

2:15 — 3:15 pm: Session #7: Concurrent Breakouts
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Date of commercial availability

Precision soil sampling

Variable rate fertility
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How farmers use yield monitors

Source: USDA-ARMS Data, Griffin 2009
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Which are private goods?
Which are public goods?

Public vs private goods

Excludable Pencil Bridge
House Westlaw access

Food VIP hospitality suite

Fish in the ocean National defense
Air in the WFH office

Non-excludable

Where does farm data fall into this matrix?
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Cooperative games
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Future Work

Valuation of inaccessible farm data (from farmer’s perspective)

Valuation of farm data in community
- Who's the winners and losers; and can this pie get any bigger?

iestment

PPr techesicy
"“_\'g“(.\a ot s
i bea,
» ouy da
o OB e
o -
e price %
& s
%o Market
poteniiai ‘a4, lWheit‘i d L_“;.’t?“
kg states a
9.!_.25"\ W& =
O -stu dy

- sustegie: @CO N O M1 C Farmerenaciesie

-
$@O AgManager KANSAS STATE

Agricultural Economics
-info UNIVERSITY



Contact information
Terry Griffin, PhD
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