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Using the 2004 Ceap-Arms for wheat data, characteristic differences between 
conservation program participants and non-participants, across three farm-size 
classes, were examined based on: (1) comparisons of univariate statistics for key 
field, farm, economic, operator, and agri-environmental variables; and (2) the 
percent distribution of acres associated with alternative land-management 
conservation practices for 2004 wheat production. The value-added of using high 
resolution, on site environmental data within producer-based behavioral models was 
examined by first integrating on-site environmental data with production practice, 
program participation, farm enterprise, resource, operator, and household economic 
data. Second, the research tested whether inferences and forecasts drawn from two 
behavioral models about producer production practice decisions and program 
participation using on-site environmental data qualitatively and quantitatively 
differed from those obtained using aggregate environmental and socio-economic 
data. 
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