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Five Options for CRP Land  

  When times get tough in the farming and ranching community, producers start seeking out 

additional resources to help them pull through. One of those resources in the past have been to 

put portions of land into the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP), which is accost-share and 

rental payment program under the United State Department of Agriculture and is administered 

by the USDA Farm Service Agency. Unfortunately, a very small percentage of requests were 

granted this year with regards to CRP. With the current markets, this might have been a resource 

that producers have been using in the past that is no longer available to them. With that said, 

what options do producers have for the land that has been forced out of CRP? This topic was 

covered well by Mykel Taylor, KSU Agriculture Economics Specialist, at a local Tuttle Creek 

WRAPS meeting.  

  If you find yourself in a situation where you have lost your CRP ground or it was not renewed, 

it is important to think through your options. The options for producers comes down to these five 

production practices: pasture, hay ground, non-irrigated cropland, non-ag revenue streams, or 

selling.  

  The first option is to turn your CRP acres into pasture ground. The first advantage to this 

production practice is that you pay lower property taxes for pasture land than cropland. The 

second advantage is that it is likely to be a fixed cash rent. With a fixed cash rent scenario, the 

producer knows what the expected income will be on a year to year basis. For the first few years 

of production, that pasture will not be able to be able to handle the average stocking rate. With 

time and a good range management plan, the pasture will slowly become more productive. Some 

of the disadvantages to putting CRP land into pasture grazing is the lack of fencing and water 

supply. Those are large expenses that must be calculated into the budget. An example can be 

discussed on this option by stopping in the Washington office.  

  The second option is to turn your CRP ground into hay ground. Hay is currently relatively 

inexpensive as these past couple of years have been good to us with regards to adequate 

moisture. The hay market tends to vary with regional supply and transportation costs in order to 

get the hay into areas of demand that are usually experiencing drought. However, just because 

the hay market is down this year does not mean that haying is not the best economical option. 

The expected costs are lower with haying than for pasture because the investment has not been 

made for fencing and a water source. An example has also been done for this scenario and is 

based off of approximate yields from the field.  

  The third option is to turn your CRP into cropland. As producers might expect, CRP ground is 

typically not the best ground which is usually why it has previously been in CRP. The expected 

returns for leasing this cropland will be discounted as it is typically lower quality ground. It will 

be of upmost importance that farmers get a soil test done if this option is the one that is chosen. 

Some of the factors in breaking CRP into cropland include: cash flow to pay for inputs, decrease 

in yields, resisting the urge to till as it could be highly erodible land, and crop rotation could be 



modified for the first few years to get a no till system in place. With all of this said, the 

economics of breaking CRP land into cropland looks unfavorable at this point. Once again, an 

example can be provided for this scenario.  

  The fourth option is to consider non-agricultural revenue streams such as governmental 

assistance programs, conservation easements, or recreational leases. If the producer decides to 

break CRP land into pasture, then look for governmental programs for providing assistance with 

capital for fencing and establishing watering systems. Another option is to look into conservation 

easements. However, these types of programs can typically have a negative impact on land value 

for future landowners due to limitations on use. Walk in hunting through Kansas Wildlife and 

Parks is a viable option; however, typically this arrangement can be low dollars per acre rents. 

The positive to this arrangement is there is no liability concerns for the landowner. Another 

option is to rent privately if there is a history of good hunting on the ground. It is important in 

this situation to consider liability costs. This rent can be negotiated based off of the amount of 

services offered.  

  The last option available is to sell the land. The current land values across the state is softening, 

but it still has value at this point. When evaluating land values in the area, high quality ground is 

remaining steady as the lower quality ground is slowly beginning to soften. This is a viable 

option at this point if this option best fits the landowner. 

  As one can see, there is no perfect answer for this situation. Every producer and landowner has 

different needs, resources, and abilities. The most important thing to remember is to consider all 

options. Some might not be viable for one landowner, but it might work perfectly for the next. 

Be sure to utilize the resources available through K-State Research and Extension as we are more 

than willing to discuss options and go through examples in order for the producer to make an 

informed decision. Feel free to call or email Katelyn Brockus, kbrockus@ksu.edu 785-325-2121, 

with additional questions.   
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