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Rationale Results Results

Agricultural landowners’ practices must conform to ‘ : : —
society’s standards related to acceptable environmental Proper’ management Public priorities
practices

Agricultural producers are generally considered to be good Using Principal Components  Analysis (PCA),
*Social norms and values related to agricultural practices stewards respondents’ priorities can be described by two groups:

and the environment, and water quality in particular,

- ‘There is a standard of care that should be adhered to by all  *Agri-economic priorities: value economic priorities

change over time _ _ . o . .
agricultural producers (Figure 2) such as financial incentives to agricultural producers and
The successful Implementation of a new policy social priorities that ensure strong property rights for

Beyond this standard of care, producers should be

instrument depends, in significant part, on its fit within , _
compensated for environmental improvements

the current social value system

agricultural landowners

. Socio-environmental priorities: value social and
*Those that do not achieve the standard of care should be environmental priorities that ensure good water quality for

O bjECtiVES penalized the future

The largest group of respondents felt strongly
about both priority groups, as shown by the
cluster of responses near the intersection of

To evaluate the social acceptability of the principles of
performance-based instruments by:

*Assessing the perceived rights and code of ethics payments beyond regular management rioritv aroups in Fiaure 3
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-Understanding the economic, ecological commaon sense Res"““3.'2:,!.,'5.{.53;r‘:gﬂ'laqgueaiE't';'!‘:t?dt reasonable standards
social priorities of the residents of the area wranserseri-proper, management Sandards wit financal help 2- n =59 | T 88
under study r. .
® & .0 e A
..l N TR,
é 0 : ﬁ’.i
What/are performance-based Figure 2. Phrases used to describe the standard of care expected from agricultural 5 o L!‘."y “
policy iInstriuments? producers by respondents. The larger the font, the more frequently the phrase was = . t i
expressed by respondents. é Ld Ova
Tools used to implement policies i g 2- . . o
that focus on achieving a Conclusions ¢ .
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specific water quality outcome, Based on the responses, performance-based policy < Respondent
rather than practice-based instruments could be implemented in southern Alberta 47 . _grl‘t’upls L
. gricultura
instruments (for example, cost- ‘Most respondents expect governments to be involved in Eﬁgllfeeg;on ot
sharing) that focus on inputs delivering programs that manage water quality. The type of Urban respondents
government involvement (regulatory or not) considered -6 A T 7 ! !

acceptable varied by respondent group

Socio-environmental priorities

. The policy instrument should take into account _ - | .
AI be rta Stud Sltes r ndents’ riorities: ial nd nvironmental Figure 3. Coefficients calculated using PCA for each respondent’s priorities for

esponaents priorities. SOocCla a enviro enta agri-environmental programs. Respondents that fall within the blue section of the
concerns were most prevalent; however, many also felt figure are more interested in social and environmental outcomes from programs;

that agri-economic concerns. such as financial support for respondents that fall within the red section are more interested in economic
) iIncentives and maintaining strong agricultural property rights. Respondents that

100 km PrOdUCGrS, are also important fall within the white sections either feel strongly about both sets of priorities (top
Soil Groups: ) ) ) right), or do not feel strongly about either set of priorities (bottom left).
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Figure 1. Map cou#ie

Respondents expressed concern for how water quality
would be measured; however, agricultural producers in

e 1‘ .;-f i ',:.r g 5 T E: . . . . _ _ _ .
..f-"*‘\“”' _", Who is responsible for agricultural water particular were interested in payments for incremental
"“ £ quality? improvements to water quality (Figure 5)
S ST " % " Government Responsibility - Agricultural Producer Responsibility . 33 :
-8 o/ - 5 GE, 60 7
| | § 80% 80% - g 50 -
B 2@ 0 U EE AV _ O 60% - 60% - g 40 - -
PBED! 1 ciantarm Crook Watershed | 5 § 2.
naian ar e _, ar e d""i.-.': x il % 40% 40% - % 20 l
S S 20% - 20% - =10
q) 0 I I !
image 8
L i ) g O - 1 0% — Agricultural Rural Urban
Rural and urban survey sites Agricultural Rural Urban Agricultural Rural Urban producers respondents respondents
producers respondents respondents producers respondents respondents = dent
espondaen rou
Met h Od s ‘l Not responsible at all @ Somew hat responsible O Moderately responsible @ Very responsible ‘ O Somewhat agree p- Agreegl SI:roneg agree
‘Most respondents agreed that agricultural producers have _ . . .
: : : (g : : Figure 5. Agreement with payments to agricultural producers for water quality
Interviews performed in Whelp Creek, Battersea Drain carry a lot of responsibility for water quality on their land based on the degree of improvement

and Indiantarm Creek watersheds (Figure 1) -Agricultural producers were more hesitant to give governments

*Surveys sent by mail to six communities, rural and responsibility for water quality than other groups of

urban, along the Oldman River in southern Alberta respondents; responsibility was often equated with increased ACKnOWIngementS

(Figure 1) regulation: . . . .
“The government today is not to be trusted to do anything with a Funding provided by LEARN, the Social Sciences and
*Questions asked respondents to rate statements based problem this large” (S5) it -
J f pt di i “We should not have to have a bunch of rules and regulations Hu.mam.tles Research Coqncﬂ (SSHRC)’ and the
on degree Or agreement or disagreemen telling us how to manage and operate our business or farms” University of Saskatchewan is gratefully acknowledged,
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