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Principal Data Sources include digital soil survey data, produced by the U.S. Department of Agriculture-
Natural Resources Conservation Service; with aerial imagery from the National Agricultural Imagery Program 
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Dear Land Conservation Partner: 
 
On behalf of the Department of Conservation I am pleased to present the California Farmland 
Conversion Report 2004-2006.  This analysis of agricultural land use conversion trends, based on 
detailed geographic information system mapping, is the eleventh biennial report of the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP). 
 
The FMMP was established more than 20 years ago to document the location and extent of 
California’s important farmlands, and to report on how they change over time.  The Important 
Farmland Maps are used in the planning process to gauge the impact of planning decisions on 
agricultural land throughout the State.  Population projections and today’s environmental challenges 
make this information more important than ever. 
 
Farm and grazing lands in California decreased by nearly 275 square miles (176,014 acres) between 
2004 and 2006.  The highest-quality agricultural soils, known as Prime Farmland, comprised  
46 percent of the loss (81,247 acres).  Urban land increased by 102,010 acres, nearly unchanged 
relative to the 2002-2004 reporting period, but conversions were focused in a smaller number of 
counties.  Other types of change were substantial as well:  land idling, conversion to wildlife areas, 
low-density residential uses, and confined animal agriculture facilities.  The report contains county 
and regional summaries of the dynamics that occurred beyond the urban edge, providing context for 
larger planning issues. 
 
Identifying strategic farmland resources is an important first step in maintaining California’s 
agricultural vitality.  The Department of Conservation thanks the agricultural organizations and local 
governments that work with us to produce these useful tools for conservation planning. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Bridgett Luther 
Director 
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