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Please turn off the ringers on your cell
phones, pagers, blackberries, et al. during
this session.

Nothing Is more important than our
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Scope of CEAP

LAND USE GROUPS

— Cropland, including CRP
— Grazing lands
— Wetlands

— Agroforestry




RESOURCE CONCERNS

o Water Quality

o Soil Quality

« Water Conservation
o Air Quality

« Wildlife Habitat

« Ecosystem Health
 Livestock Operations




Watershed Assessment
Studies

Objectives:

— Provide benefits
Information

— Develop and document of
penefits

— ldentify
to meet water quality goals

— Provide
— the National Assessment




Conservation Effects Assessment Project (CEAP):

Watershed Studies Component, 2004
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Modeling Strategy

e Scenario 1: CEAP baseline

 For CEAP sample points matched to
categories of conservation plans:

— Scenario 2: with conservation practices
— Scenario 3: without conservation practices
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Questions? Comments?

Visit the CEAP Website at:



CEAP and CSG
Integration
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Field Operations to Performance Outcomes
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