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About Provincial Premises Registries

* In 2006, Federal, Provincial and Territorial Ministers agreed to move
forward with a National Livestock Traceability System

« The operation Provincial Premises Registries (PPR) are the provincial
governments commitment to the national system

1. Premises 2. Product/Animal 3. Movement
Identification Identification Recording




Premises ldentification

« Identify all locations where agri-food

activities occur using a unigue Premises
|dentification Number (PID).
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Case Study

« 6 veterinarians opted in to our voluntary Provincial Premises Registry
cross reference and mapping exercise

« 240 samples were submitted in a verification template and were cross
referenced

— 43% of samples had a PID associated with the premises

Sample Template:

Premises Info

POSTAL PREMISES PREMISES Lot & Con (if
PHONE MUNICPALITY PROVINCE CODE TYPE ACTIVITIES PID NO911 available)
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240-samples submitted

43% of samples submitted had PIDs
\ 32% of samples submitted with general location only

\ 25% of samples insufficient data
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43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only
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43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only
25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted

43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only
25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted
\ 43% of samples submitted had PIDs
32% of samples submitted with general location only
\ 25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted
'\ 43% of samples submitted had PIDs
| 32% of samples submitted with general location only
\ 25% of samples insufficient data
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43% of samples submitted had PIDs
32% of samples submitted with general location only

25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted

43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only

\ 25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted
43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only
25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted

43% of samples submitted had PIDs

32% of samples submitted with general location only

25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted

43% of samples submitted had PIDs

""" 32% of samples submitted with general location only
\ 25% of samples insufficient data
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240-samples submitted

' 43% of samples submitted had PIDs

\ 32% of samples submitted with general location only
\ 25% of samples insufficient data




Ways to Collect Clients’ PIDs

 Ask them for them!

 Have the client phone to register or confirm their PID with the PPR call
centre (while they are at it they can confirm the information to update
the record)

» Create awareness and distribute information about the PPR at your
practice

 For Ontario - Use the new template tool:
— Provide client list in new template format

— No cost to preform the cross reference, only requirement is the
veterinarian registers their practice with the PPR

— List is verified against the PPR and PIDs are provided back

— The PPR is not updated in this process and no clients are
registered




Questions?

Alex Heim

Premises Information Management Coordinator
OMAFRA, Food Safety Programs Unit
1 Stone Road West, Guelph

Alexander.heim@ontario.ca




