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The National Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS), in cooperation with the USDA’s Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS), conducted the Conservation Effects Assessment Project (CEAP) to ascertain farmers’ and ranchers’
conservation practices across the nation’s working lands. The CEAP Survey is conducted to measure conservation
efforts related to cropland, including idle periods of summer fallow management in rotation with cropland.

About 83.7% of survey respondents reported using conservation practices. Of those survey respondents, 31.7%
reported having a written conservation plan. About 7.1% of survey respondents reported having a written
conservation plan but did not report any conservation practices.

Structural Practice Groups, 2025 (% of survey respondents utilizing)

Ofthe 53.4% of
Concentrated flow control | .46 survey respondents

who reported using

the two most
commonly used were

edborcer [ =2 grassed waterways

(24.4%) and field

Edge-of-field buffering and filtering _ 15.5% borders (18.29%).
Wind erosion control _ 8.7%

2 (o) Structural Practice Groups and Types of Practices

9. 3 /O Five structural practice groups were established based on their primary conservation objective to facilitate evaluating change
between the CEAP survey periods. The groups and practices counted within each group include:
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Pest Management Practices, 2025 (% of survey respondents utilizing)
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Fertilizer Application Decision Factors, 2025 (% of survey respondents utilizing)
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About the Survey

In 2026, approximately 11,886 producers across the nation were contacted between January and April 2026.

Selected operators were interviewed to determine their tillage and irrigation practices, application of fertilizer, manure, and pesticides, and
use of conservation practices. Results of the survey will provide data to guide the implementation of NRCS and other USDA programs in
the future.
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