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1 The REL policy provisions brought the fann commodity
programs in line with federal conservation programs, such as the
Conservation Reserve Program, Where producers are com­
pensated through direct payments for conservation activities.
Examples of other attempts to integrate enviromnental
considerations into agricultural policy include the Swampbuster
Provisions for Wetland Conservation in the U.S. and the Cross­
Compliance Provisions of the European Common Agricultural
Policy (CAP) that tie eligibility for agricultural support payments
to producer compliance with certain enviromnentalstandards (for
a comprehensive review of the cross-compliance provisions of
CAP see the Institute for EuropeanEnviromnentalPolicy website
at www.ieep.org.uk).

While the linkofgovemmentpayments to conservation
activities purports to induce producers/owners of HEL to
adopt conservation practices when employing this land in
their production process, producer compliance with the
provisions of the HEL policy is by no means assured. The
costs associated with the adoption ofconservation practices
might provide producers with incentives to not apply an
approved conservation plan, yet claim government pay­
ments they are not entitled to. And this noncompliance is
not unknown to the government agency responsible for
HEL policy enforcement. Out of 745,000 producers
receiving governmentpayments in 1997, there were 50,000
producers audited and over 2,000 of them were found not
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Conservation Compliance on Highly Erodible Lands
The 1985 Food Security Act linked farm program

payments to the conservation ofsoil throughout the United
States by tying producereligibility for commodityprogram
payments to the adoption of certain on-farm resource
conservation activities on highly erodible lands (HEL). By
requiring producers who receive government payments to
adopt conservation practices on HEL, this policy (HEL
policy, hereafter) seeks to address the inconsistency
between commodityprograms that increase production and
environmental programs designed to decrease environmen­
tal problems from expanded production. l

!:!D.
Alfalfa, Large Square Bales,
Good to Premium, RFV 160-185
Northeast Nebraska, ton ..•........

Alfalfa, Large Rounds, Good
Platte Valley, ton .

Grass Hay, Large Rounds, Good
Northeast Nebraska, ton .

Crops,
Daily Spot Prices

Wheat, No.1, H.W.
Omaha, bu .

Corn, No.2, Yellow
Omaha, bu .

Soybeans, No.1, Yellow
Omaha, bu .

Grain Sorghum, No.2, Yellow
Columbus, cwt .

Oats, No.2, Heavy
Minneapolis, MN ,bu .

Livestock and Products,
Weekly Average

Nebraska Slaughter Steers,
35-65% Choice, Live Weight ......•.

Nebraska Feeder Steers,
Med. & Large Frame, 550-600 lb .....

Nebraska Feeder Steers,
Med. & Large Frame 750-800 Ib .....

Choice Boxed Beef,
600-750 lb. Carcass .

Westem Corn Belt Base Hog Price
Carcass, Negotiated .

Feeder Pigs, National Direct
451bs, FOB .

Pork Carcass Cutout, 185 lb. Carcass,
51-52% Lean .

.Slaughter Lambs, Ch. & Pr., 90-160 Ibs.,
Shom, Midwest .

National carcass Lamb Cutout,
FOB .
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