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Since 1985, Farm Bill conservation programs
have been the best tools ever enacted (and 
funded!) by Congress for protecting, 
enhancing and restoring fish and wildlife 
habitat on PRIVATE LANDS!
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2008 Farm Bill2008 Farm Bill

• Reauthorized and expanded many conservation 
programs

• Funded at ~$23 Billion over 5 years

• Established linkage with SWAPs
“ … provides the Secretary authority to address issues raised by State, 
regional, and national conservation initiatives. Th ese “State, regional and 
national conservation initiatives” may include such things as the North 
American Waterfowl Management Plan, the National Fi sh Habitat Action 
Plan, the Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation Strategy , the State 
Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategies (als o referred to as the 
State Wildlife Action Plans), the Northern Bobwhite  Conservation 
Initiative, and State forest resource strategies.”

- 2008 Farm Bill Conference Report
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Farm Bill funding potentialFarm Bill funding potential

• States receive conservation program 
allocations ranging from $10M to >$100M 
per year (excluding CRP!)
– 10-15x state budgets of Federal funds from 

other sources for wildlife conservation

– Conservation programs fund a variety of 
practices that can be targeted to state wildlife 
priorities identified by SWAPs
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Plan Objectives Through the Use 
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For Example…



Declining Species - Pronghorn Antelope 

Problems: 

1. Antelope won’t jump fences but will crawl under o r 
through them. 

2. Brush encroachment reduces visibility and increas es 
fawn predation. Photo by Chuck Kowaleski



Pronghorn EQIP Area
Netwire fences prevent normal movement of 
antelope, causing genetic isolation, die-offs 
during drought, losses to predators that use 
fences, especially corners, to corral pronghorns. 
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Photo by Lane Sumner

Thousands of miles of 1940’s sheep era 
netwire fence occur in west Texas.



After EQIP-funded modification - corners and section s 
of fence are replaced by 4 strand barbed wire.

Bottom strand 16” from ground allows antelope to 
crawl under fence.
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Problem #2
Poor grazing management and brush encroachment on o pen 

desert grasslands reduces visibility and increases the 
likelihood of predation, especially among pronghorn  
fawns.

Photo by Laurie Meadows

Brush removed by grubbing and burning 
combined with grazing management plan 
under EQIP contract.

Brush removed by grubbing and burning 
combined with grazing management plan 
under EQIP contract.



Good example of pasture with managed grazing plan 
and brush management in place

Photo by Chuck Kowaleski



KentuckyKentucky

Working with partners to focus conservation 
projects in high priority areas identified by 
the KY SWAP 

CREP $110 million
EQIP $59.5 million
WHIP $2.6 million
GRP $1.0 million
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For example,
CREP is focusing on restoring 99,500 acres 
in the Green River Watershed, the highest 
ranking area identified by the KY SWAP and 
one of North America’s most diverse 
ecosystems.

A state wildlife grant is
supporting monitoring
grassland bird response
to habitat restoration
in this area.
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For example,
CRP and EQIP priority areas are based on 
priorities listed in the KY SWAP, due to 
biodiversity of fishes, mussels, herps, birds and 
mammals.
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The federally threatened blackside dace 
is one species benefitting by combining 
Farm Bill (WHIP) funds with other efforts 
in KY.
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North DakotaNorth Dakota

• ND SWAP priorities have been integrated 
into EQIP, WRP, WHIP and GRP 
enrollment ranking factors
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MissouriMissouri
• All Farm Bill conservation programs 

include targets for SWAP priorities
– e.g., Local EQIP workgroups target SWAP 

conservation areas in ranking factors, 
resulting in ~3,000 ac/yr of rare & declining 
habitat restoration
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MO State Action Plan GeographiesMO State Action Plan Geographies

Need to 
focus on 
highest 
geographic 
priorities
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geographic 
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Missouri SWAP defines WHIP priorities to 
make efficient use of technical assistance 
funding
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MO SAFE projects tied to SWAP 
priorities
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A few success nuggets from MO:A few success nuggets from MO:

• WRP facilitated the largest giant cane restoration 
planting (24 ac) in Missouri - in River Bends Wetland 
Conservation Area

• Over one mile of Missouri River primary levee 
removed in Manitou Bluffs Wetland COA 

• GRP facilitated protection of 10,000 acres of native 
prairie (that’s 10% of total remaining acres!)
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• SWAP priorities are being integrated with 
targets for and implementation of most 
Farm Bill conservation programs.
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Arkansas SAFEArkansas SAFE

SWAP Objective Practice $ Expended Acres

109 wetland Emergent 2,507,000 2,210
species wetland

restoration

BLH wetland 4,007,000 3,531
restoration

53 grassland Native grass 3,834,000 3,365
species restoration   

Total $10,349,000 9,106

With other programs, total Farm Bill funds directly contributing
to restoration of SWAP species exceeds $30.5 million and 
25,000 acres.
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MonitoringMonitoring

• SWAPs have monitoring requirements – to 
assess the effectiveness of conservation 
actions

• USDA is also engaged in efforts to 
document effects of USDA programs, 
known as the Conservation Effects 
Assessment Project (CEAP)

• Opportunities for SWAP-CEAP linkages!
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CEAP Contains Several 
Elements
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CEAP Wildlife Component ApproachCEAP Wildlife Component Approach

• Work collaboratively with others to conduct 
relevant assessments

• Work across the spectrum of effects measures 
(habitat use, habitat quality, population response)

• Use existing data wherever possible

• Based on regional priorities……

• Work collaboratively with others to conduct 
relevant assessments

• Work across the spectrum of effects measures 
(habitat use, habitat quality, population response)

• Use existing data wherever possible

• Based on regional priorities……



Regional FocusRegional Focus

NRCS-AFWA Partnership
Solicit input from the fish and wildlife conservation 
community
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CEAP Wildlife Component assessments
2005-2009

Birds
Fish/Aquatics
Amphibians
Multiple classes

Birds
Fish/Aquatics
Amphibians
Multiple classes

See handout at 
CEAP booth!



Principle assessment partnersPrinciple assessment partners
American Bird Conservancy
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies
Blackfoot Challenge
Ducks Unlimited
Intermountain West Joint Venture
Mississippi State University
Missouri Department of Conservation
Penn State University
Playa Lakes Joint Venture
Purdue University
Michigan State University
NatureServe
NRCS Agricultural Wildlife Conservation Center
The Nature Conservancy
The Wildlife Society 
University of Maryland
University of Massachusetts
University of Missouri
University of Nebraska
University of Northern Colorado
University of Tennessee
US Fish and Wildlife Service
USGS National Wetlands Research Center

Missouri Resource Assessment Partnership
Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center
Upper Midwest Ecological Science Center

Utah State University
Virginia Tech
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CEAP Wildlife Component Funding
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CEAP Products (see display booth)CEAP Products (see display booth)

Download:  www.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/NRI/ceapDownload:  www.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/NRI/ceap

• Literature Reviews
• CEAP Conservation Insights
• CEAP Science Notes

• Literature Reviews
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What’s next for CEAP-Wildlife?What’s next for CEAP-Wildlife?

• Continue existing projects and develop new 
partnerships to address priorities

• Work with SWAP Monitoring Components to 
document effects of conservation actions!!!

– CEAP findings can help states meet SWAP 
monitoring requirements

– SWAP Monitoring Component findings can 
help meet CEAP objectives
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What you can do:What you can do:

• Find out if your agency has someone 
working with USDA on Farm Bill programs
– If not, help establish one
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What you can do:What you can do:

• Build and strengthen partnerships  to help 
target and deliver Farm Bill programs
– Natural Resources Conservation Service
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– Soil and Water Conservation Districts

– Conservation groups
• DU, PF, QU, QF, Joint Ventures, TNC, others
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$4.3 Billion/Year$4.3 Billion/Year

Are you helping to spend it on your
state’s Wildlife Action Plan objectives?
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CEAP Wildlife Component contacts

Ray Evans
Eco Associates
573 896-4836
Rayevans24@embarqmail.com

Charlie Rewa
NRCS Resource Inventory and Assessment Division
301 504-2326
Charles.rewa@wdc.usda.gov
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