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INTRODUCTIONINTRODUCTION

As environment awareness increases, management of animal waste has
become a crucial issue in northwest Arkansas. Federal and state water
quality policy standards have been proposed to reduce pollution from
sediments, nutrients and pesticides runoff (U.S. EPA, 2008). Fortunately,
there are several best management practices (BMPs) that when used alone
or in combination, may help producers to minimize runoff from their fields.

RESULTS & DISCUSSIONRESULTS & DISCUSSION

Scenario selection differs when environmental and economic impacts are analyzed
separately. Results show the most preferred scenarios to reduce TP runoff generate
lower or even negative NR when compared to the common practice employed by
producers in the watershed (table 1). In other words, results suggested that producers
would not implement scenarios based only on their potential to reduce TP runoff.

When scenarios are ranked in terms of NR first nine scenarios reduced TP runoff and

Table 1. TopTable 1. Top--ten scenario rankings, total phosphorous and net returns ten scenario rankings, total phosphorous and net returns 

However, producers are reluctant to voluntarily implement expensive
practices that diminish their net returns (NR), even if they are effective in
improving water quality (Intarapapong et al., 2005). Consequently, before
settling on a particular BMP that might improve water quality, policymakers
need to know what impacts each BMP could have on producer’s income
(Westra et al., 2002).

The Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) has reported
the Illinois River in the Clean Water Act 303(d) list as an impaired water
body in the state of Arkansas Total phosphorous (TP) is recognized as the

When scenarios are ranked in terms of NR first, nine scenarios reduced TP runoff and
increased NR simultaneously (figure 1). These results highlight the importance of
evaluating the effectiveness of scenarios not only on their potential to reduce TP runoff
but also in their positive or negative economic impact to producers.

Additionally, the model reveals that producers’ risk preferences matter (figure 2). For
instance, slightly risk averse producers would prefer S4 (ARAC < 0.006) while
producers who were slightly more risk averse would prefer S29. Similarly, producers
who were slightly more risk averse to very risk averse would prefer S9 over S4 (ARAC
> 0.012). Since S29 had greater CEs than S9, it would be preferred over S9 regardless

d ’ i k f C tl i i d ’ i k f ldbody in the state of Arkansas. Total phosphorous (TP) is recognized as the
nutrient of concern in this watershed (ADEQ, 2008). Although several
studies have provided evidence of the effectiveness of BMPs in reducing
sediments, nutrients and pesticides runoff in Arkansas (Chaubey et al.,
1995; Maringanti et al., 2009; Moore and Edwards, 2005; Rodriguez et al.,
2007), an economic evaluation of management alternatives that includes
producers’ attitudes when implementing BMPs to control water pollution in
nutrient surplus areas is scarce.

OBJECTIVEOBJECTIVE

producers’ risk preferences. Consequently, ignoring producers’ risk preferences could
lead to inappropriate policy choices.

CONCLUSIONSCONCLUSIONS

Ranking BMPs solely in terms of their effectiveness to reduce nutrient runoff can lead
to cost-prohibited recommendations since producers’ risk aversion levels matter. These
research results can be seen as policy choices that take into consideration
environmental benefits and economic costs of various BMP alternatives. Consequently,
producers could address nutrient pollution more effectively if water quality management

Figure 1. Total phosphorous vs. Net returns  Figure 1. Total phosphorous vs. Net returns  

To develop a procedure to economically and environmentally evaluate a
range of BMP alternatives under uncertain production conditions using
stochastic dominance techniques. This study compares different scenarios
(i.e., BMP combinations) in terms of net return risk (NRR) reduction for
bermuda grass-hay producers in the Lincoln Lake watershed. It was
expected that producers’ water conservation decisions (TP reduction)
change based on environmental or economic goals.

RESEARCH METHODSRESEARCH METHODS

producers could address nutrient pollution more effectively if water quality management
practices are linked to producers’ NR variability.
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risk attitudes on scenario preferences.

Each scenario was ranked in terms of TP runoff and NR reduction and
compared with a baseline (scenario 41). Then, the top-ten scenarios of
each ranking (i.e., TP and NR) were evaluated assuming that decision
makers were risk neutral and risk averse regarding their environmental and
economical attitudes, respectively.
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