
 

September 29, 2006 

 

2007 FARM BILL SURVEY RESULTS 

 

As harvest proceeds at a fast pace this past week, agricultural producers want to see the next 

Federal Farm Bill address renewable energy issues, but traditional concerns such as disaster relief 

and other "safety-net" provisions remain priorities, too, according to a new national survey. 

 

The difference today compared to previous farm bills, in my opinion, is we are in a time where 

47% to 86% of net farm income is from Farm Bill payments (source: Nebraska Farm Business 

Association). 

 

The University of Nebraska-Lincoln conducted the survey of producers in 27 states in conjunction 

with the Illinois-based Farm Foundation. About 63,000 surveys were distributed, with more than 

15,000 useable responses. UNL agricultural economist Brad Lubben coordinated the survey. 

There were three fundamental policy areas as key goals for the new Farm Bill including 

renewable energy, small and beginning farm and ranch opportunities, and food security. Some 

national survey findings for the next Farm Bill include: 

 

Farmers don't want to see commodity program payments eliminated or reduced, but expressed 

some support for increased targeting to smaller farms. 

 

Producers generally support the pursuit of free-trade agreements and would like to see trade 

opportunities expanded by eliminating unilateral trade sanctions on food products, such as those 

in place with Cuba. 

 

Producers strongly support country-of-origin labeling for some food products, preferring 

mandatory rules over voluntary guidelines. 

 

Producers support testing programs for BSE, although they prefer guidelines for voluntary testing 

by industry over government-mandated testing. 

 

Producers strongly support programs focused on conservation, favoring technical or financial 

assistance for a number of environmental goals, especially water conservation and soil erosion 

prevention. More than half the respondents said they'd prefer federal funding for conservation 

programs be provided to states in the form of block grants to allow states to design and implement 

local programs, rather than the current system of federal implementation. 

 

Federal budget deficit projections and potential trade negotiations or conflicts could force 

substantial cuts or shifts in farm program spending. The deficit already has led to some delays in 

commodity payments and cuts in projected conservation, rural development and research funding. 

Maybe bio-energy could spark some new federal spending. 

 

Crop insurance programs also are near the top of the list of producer-supported programs. For 

commercial-scale producers, the other existing safety net programs of direct payments, counter- 

 



 

cyclical payments and marketing loans also were ranked highly. Lubben suggested this could 

drive the debate to focus on the role of the wider five-part safety net instead of just the traditional 

commodity programs. However, Lubben noted, not all producers have benefitted equally from the 

safety net programs. In particular, small-scale producers likely saw more benefits from 

conservation programs and ranked working land conservation programs ahead of commodity 

programs and behind only disaster assistance. 

 

The survey results indicated all of the existing farm programs were supported by producers, but it 

is clear that there are preferences if program cuts and tradeoffs are necessary. A Nebraska 

breakout report of this survey will be available later this fall. A full copy of the report is available 

at the Farm Foundation's Website, http://www.farmfoundation.org/, or on the publications page of 

the UNL Department of Agricultural Economics Website, http://www.agecon.unl.edu. 

 

Randy Pryor, Extension Educator 

University of Nebraska-Lincoln Extension in Saline County  
306 West 3rd Street, Wilber, NE  68465 

Phone (402) 821-2151 · Fax (402) 821-3398 · e-mail: randy.pryor@unl.edu 

mailto:randy.pryor@unl.edu

