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concern with getting water off the land
was seen as far more important than
reducing nutrient runoff or addressing
downstream problems. Second, cost (both
direct and potential yield loss) was seen as
the number one barrier to implementing
water conservation practices. Perceived
inflexibility of techniques to adapt to
changing conditions was also noted.
Third, trust in regulatory agencies such as
the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency was considerably low, as was
willingness to change practices if regulated
to do so. Research findings suggest
farmers value field demonstrations over
web-based information as well as flexible,
voluntary conservation options with
financial incentives.
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