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USDA and Lesser Prairie-Chickens 

ÅLesser Prairie Chicken Initiative (LPCI) 

ïShared vision 

ïTargeted approach 

ïMonitoring and evaluation 

ÅConservation Reserve Program (CRP) 

ïState Acres for Wildlife Enhancement 

(SAFE) (Targeted approach) 

ïConservation Priority Areas (CPA) 



LPC Conservation Actions 
VoluntaryMechanisms 

 

ÅLesser Prairie Chicken Initiative (LPCI) 

ïNRCS started in 2010 

ïTo provide Financial Assistance (FA) and 

Technical Assistance (TA) to improve 

working lands 

ïFA funds available through the 

Environmental Quality Incentives Program 

(EQIP)/Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program 

(WHIP)/Working Lands for Wildlife (WLFW) 



USDA and Lesser Prairie-Chickens 

ÅLPCI 

ïStrategic Watershed Action Teams (SWAT) 

ÅContribution agreements with partners to provide 

additional on the ground assistance  

 

ÅWebinar & VTC Training >200 NRCS & partners 

 

Å>220 staff were provided field training for LPCI 



USDA and Lesser Prairie-Chickens 

ÅSWAT 

ïEmployees of the partner to 

provide 

ïApplication 

assistance/assessment 

ÅContract development 

follow-up 

ÅPractice implementation 

ÅPromotion of Initiative 

ÅMonitoring/Assessment 

Å11 positions with 13 

partners 

 



USFWS Five Factor Analysis 

ÅñThe most serious threats to the LEPC are loss of 

habitat from conversion of native rangelands to 

introduced forages and cultivation, recent and anticipated 

conversion of CRP lands to cropland, cumulative habitat 

degradation caused by inappropriate livestock grazing 

practices, wind energy development, oil and gas 

development, woody plant invasion of open prairies due to 

fire suppression, inappropriate herbicide applications, and 

habitat fragmentation caused by structural and 

transportation developments. (USFWS 2008)ò 



LPC Conservation Actions 
Factor 1: Habitat  

Conversion of Native Range 

ÅNo consistent data from 2008-11 

ïAll suggest a GAIN of native range 

ÅInconclusive evidence 

ïAt a minimum NO SIGNIFICANT loss 

 



LPC Conservation Actions 
Factor 1: Habitat  

CRP Status 



LPC Conservation Actions 
Factor 1: Habitat  

CRP Status ï SAFE Acres 

ÅCRP LEPC SAFE Acres 

 State Allocation Contracts Acres 

Colorado 21,500 50 12,043 

Kansas 30,000 255 28,527 

New Mexico 2,600 3 2,600 

Oklahoma 15,100 63 6,814 

Texas 78,400 354 76,840 

TOTAL 147,600 725 126,824 



 Change in CRP Acres 
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Change in CRP 

 State d2008-11 %d2008-11 %Expired 
still in Grass 

Adjusted 
Acreage 

Adjusted % 
change 

    

Colorado -55,979 -6% 72.4%  -15,394 -2% 

Kansas -252,827 -12% 90.2% -25,283 -1% 

New Mexico -111,946 -22% 97.5%  -2,799 -1% 

Oklahoma  -71,602 -10% TBD  -71,602 -10% 

Texas  -183,072 -10% TBD  -183,072 -10% 

Totals -675,426 -11%  -298,149 -5% 



 


