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8. Ali decisions by the agency should be able to be appealed.

@ Disagree _- No Comment

9. C8P parlicipants should have a choice betwéen using the administrative review process and use of the court
system to satisfy disputes, : . ,

Agree Disagree - No Comment

10. The emphasis of the CSP practices.should be to enhance the agricultural productivity of soil and water resources
rather than for wildlife production. ' '

Disagree No Comment

11. Producers éﬁbhld not be required to sign any permanent easements on their property in order to enroll in any
portion of the CSP prograr. . '

_ Disagree * No Comment

12. CSP contracts should recognize that some practices may not be able to be implemented or maintained due to
natural disasters such as fire, flood, tornado, etc.

Disagree No Comment

13. Gther Comments:

'V'/né /9 4 /4(-7. Ih4tE -/lfm" 4 Méz@ /42 zfﬁﬁlfkgg."

(Your signature, please)

name: L e Cenrfzpbhans
ApoRESs: 2328 > e, ‘
ary: LRI Zrd state: /40 zrcooe:_SY /77 SY

Please note that UNSIGNED comments are not rated as highly as signed comments.




COMMENT‘FORM
* - This form may be helpful to you in makmg comments on the proposed ruies for the Conservat:on Security
Program (CSP). Just circle the response below. each statement that best mirrors your thought. Use the space
below each statement to add any personal commerits; or attach additional sheets of paper. This form is not
intended to comment on alil aspects of the progra ut to provide a guideline for you in ‘making comments.
. The completed form should be maifed t6: Conservation Sectirity Program Comments, A‘ITN Dawd
McKay, Operations Division, NRCS, PO Box 2890, Washington, DC 20013 BY MARCH 2, 2004, PRl
You may access the full text of the proposed rules through the NRCS home page at “www.nrcs. usda gov,” then

“'selecting “Fam Bill.” Or contact your local soi conservation district
Please feel free {0 make copies of this form for your friends and nenghbors and ask them to comment as well.

1. All CSP contracts should be limited to ﬁVe'years in length, with annual payments.

Disagree No Comment

2. Any technical assistance or monitoring should only be carried out by personnet approved by the landowner.

Disagree No Comment

3. If some of the property under CSP contract changes ownership, the buyer should have the option of continuing '
the contract, regardless of the status of the rest of the buyer's operation. ' E

@ Disagree . No Comment

+ 4, lf some of the property under CSP contract changes ownership, the seller should be liable for any charges,
penalties, etc. IF THE BUYER CHOOSES NOT to continue the contract, but such financial penaltles shali not
exceed the total CSP dollars received under the contract.

( Agree > ipisagree, . -+ . NoComment

5 If an operator with a signed CSP contract purchases or rents additional land that does not meet- CSP guidelines,
N the operator should not be penalized. ‘

Agree Disagree No Comment

O

6. If the property changes hands after the CSP contract has ended, the buyer shall not be required to maintain such
practices for their lifespan and the buyer shail not be penalized.

Disagree _No Comment

k%

7. Once the CSP contract has ended, operators should not be required to maintain such practices for their lifespan.

@

Agree Disagree No Comment




‘ - COMMENT FORM

This form may be helpful to you in making comments on the proposed rules for the Conservation Security
Program (CSP). Just circle the response below each statement that best mirrors your thought. Use the space
below each statement to add any personal comments, or attach additional sheets of paper. This form is not
intended to comment on all aspects of the program, but {o provide a guideline for you in making comments.

The completed form should be mailed to: Conservation Security Program Comments, ATTN; David
McKay, Operations Division, NRCS, PO Box 2890, Washington, DC 20013 BY MARCH 2, 2004.

You may access the full text of the proposed rules through the NRCS home page at “www.nrcs.usda.gov,” then
selecting “Farm Bill.” Or contact your local soil conservation district.

Please feel free to make copies of this form for your friends and neighbors and ask them to comment as well.

1. Al CSP contracts should be fimited to five years in length, with annual payments.

( Agree Disagree Na Comment

2. Any technical assisténce or monitoring should only be carried out by personnet approved by the landowner.

@ ‘ Disagree No Comment

3. If some of the property under CSP contract changes ownership, the buyer should have the option of continuing the
contract, regardless of the status of the rest of the buyer's operation.

o

\
{ Agree ) Disagree No Comment

——

[

4. If some of tﬁe property under CSP contract changes ownership, the seller should be liable for any charges, penaities,
etc. IF THE BUYER CHOOSES NOT to continue the contract, but such financial penalties shall not exceed the total
CSP dollars received under the contract. ' ‘

TSI
Agree ) Disagree No Comment

5. If an operator with a signed CSP contract purchases or rents additional land that does not meet CSP guidelines, the
operator should not be penalized.

@ Disagree Noc Comment

8. If the property changes hands after the CSP contract has ended, the buyer shall not be reguired to maintain such
practices for their lifespan and the buyer shall not be penalized.

;-’/ "j‘g.;ree\w Disagree No Comment
i\"ﬁ » /,/’ -
7. Once the CSP cotltract has ended. operators shoutd not he required to maintain such practices for their lifespan.
A;;;e . Disagree No Comment

e
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8. Alf decisions by the 1e agency shiould be able to be appealed.

@9 ' Disagree No Comment

9. CSP participants should have a choice between usmg the administrative review process and use of the court system to
satisfy disputes.

T
o ™,

’Agree Disagree No Comment

-

10. The emphasis of the CSP practices shouid be to enhance the agricuitural productivity of soil and water resources
rather than for w:@;,te:groductlon

@e Disagree No Comment
//'

11. Producers should not be required to sign any permanent easements on their property in order to enrolt in any portion
of the CSP program.

Agree N Disagree . No Comment

N

12. CSP contrécts shouid recognize that some practices may not be able to be implermnented or maintained due to natural
disasters such as fire, flood, tornado, etc.

"4‘_‘,..-—-'"““"‘::{
A ree ) Disagree No Comment
. . g g

13. Other Comments:

SIGNED: %%MM—” B {Your signature, piease)
NAME: yary O/VQ 4 Rerfscl

ADDRESS: 0?3 ﬁé/ ﬂ/bl AN u)
CITY: / %W&wyy\ STATEJ (_ zIpcoDE: é/é/Z/

Pleasﬂ:lote that UNSIGNED comments are not rated as highly as signed comments.




