State Specific Content - Sample Op-Ed
Global Fertilizer Day Resource

Title: Responsible Fertilizer Use Can Strengthen [STATE]’s Farms, Economy & Environment

Content:

Alabama
· Crops/Economy: Cotton, peanuts, poultry feed grains.
· Challenge: Soil fertility management, poultry litter runoff.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management standards + Gulf hypoxia concerns.
· Plug-In:
“In Alabama, fertilizer supports cotton, peanuts, and the grains that drive our poultry industry. Managing nutrients wisely is essential not only for farm profitability but also for protecting waterways that drain to the Gulf. Farmers here are showing how 4R practices can deliver both productivity and stewardship.”

Alaska
· Crops/Economy: Small-scale greenhouse crops, potatoes, forage.
· Challenge: Short growing season, cold soils, limited access to inputs.
· Policy Context: Focus on food security and self-sufficiency.
· Plug-In:
“In Alaska, where a short growing season and limited local production challenge food security, fertilizer helps farmers maximize every acre. Nutrient stewardship ensures that greenhouses, potato fields, and forage crops thrive while minimizing costs and inputs shipped long distances.”

Arizona
· Crops/Economy: Lettuce, alfalfa, cotton, citrus.
· Challenge: Water scarcity and salinity.
· Policy Context: Groundwater conservation rules.
· Plug-In:
“Arizona agriculture depends on precise fertilizer use to grow high-value crops like lettuce, alfalfa, and cotton in a desert climate. With water scarcity top of mind, nutrient management paired with irrigation efficiency keeps farms productive while protecting scarce groundwater.”

Arkansas
· Crops/Economy: Rice, soybeans, poultry feed.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Delta rivers.
· Policy Context: Nutrient reduction and irrigation efficiency programs.
· Plug-In:
“Arkansas is the nation’s top rice producer, and fertilizer is key to sustaining this vital crop. Farmers here are adopting precision tools to manage nitrogen and phosphorus, protecting Delta rivers while ensuring strong yields for rice, soybeans, and poultry feed.”


California
· Crops/Economy: Almonds, grapes, lettuce, strawberries, citrus.
· Challenge: Groundwater nitrate, irrigation efficiency.
· Policy Context: State groundwater regulations, climate-smart agriculture programs.
· Plug-In:
“California’s specialty crops, from almonds to grapes to lettuce, rely on fertilizer for quality and yield. With strict water and groundwater rules, growers are pioneering nutrient efficiency strategies that show how productivity and environmental goals can align.”

Colorado
· Crops/Economy: Corn, wheat, hay, cattle forage.
· Challenge: Irrigation demand, nutrient runoff to rivers.
· Policy Context: Colorado River water conservation.
· Plug-In:
“In Colorado, fertilizer supports both irrigated corn and wheat as well as forage for livestock. Farmers are balancing productivity with stewardship of limited Colorado River water supplies, adopting precision fertilizer and irrigation practices that benefit both crops and communities.”

Connecticut
· Crops/Economy: Nursery/greenhouse crops, vegetables, dairy forage.
· Challenge: Water quality in Long Island Sound.
· Policy Context: Nutrient reduction plans tied to the Sound.
· Plug-In:
“Connecticut agriculture may be small in scale, but fertilizer is vital for vegetable farms, nurseries, and dairy forage. Growers here are leading on nutrient stewardship to reduce runoff into Long Island Sound while keeping local farms competitive.”

Delaware
· Crops/Economy: Poultry feed grains, soybeans, corn.
· Challenge: Chesapeake Bay nutrient reduction.
· Policy Context: Bay watershed agreements, poultry litter management.
· Plug-In:
“Delaware’s farms supply feed for the state’s dominant poultry sector. By adopting 4R Nutrient Stewardship, growers are cutting nutrient losses into the Chesapeake Bay and showing that productivity and water quality goals can go hand-in-hand.”

Florida
· Crops/Economy: Citrus, vegetables, sugarcane, turf.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff linked to algal blooms, aquifer protection.
· Policy Context: State nutrient BMPs for Everglades and springs.
· Plug-In:
“From citrus groves to vegetable farms, Florida agriculture relies on fertilizer to deliver quality harvests. Farmers are advancing nutrient stewardship practices to protect aquifers and combat algal blooms, ensuring agriculture remains both productive and sustainable.”



Georgia
· Crops/Economy: Peanuts, cotton, poultry feed grains.
· Challenge: Soil fertility, poultry litter management.
· Policy Context: State BMP programs, export competitiveness.
· Plug-In:
“Georgia farmers lead the nation in peanut production and rely on fertilizer to grow the cotton and grains that sustain our poultry industry. Through precision nutrient management and litter recycling, growers are improving soil fertility while safeguarding natural resources.”

Hawaii
· Crops/Economy: Coffee, macadamia nuts, papaya, tropical fruits, seed crops.
· Challenge: Volcanic soils with nutrient limitations, water protection.
· Policy Context: State sustainability push, reliance on imports.
· Plug-In:
“In Hawaii, fertilizer supports unique specialty crops like coffee, macadamia nuts, and tropical fruits. With limited arable land and reliance on imports, efficient nutrient management is essential to both food security and protecting the islands’ fragile ecosystems.”

Idaho
· Crops/Economy: Potatoes, wheat, sugar beets, barley, dairy forage.
· Challenge: Nitrogen leaching to groundwater, Snake River water quality.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management and irrigation programs.
· Plug-In:
“Idaho is the nation’s top potato producer, and fertilizer is central to meeting global demand. Growers here are adopting precision nutrient and irrigation practices to protect groundwater and the Snake River Basin while keeping our potatoes, wheat, and sugar beets thriving.”

Illinois
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff to Mississippi River, hypoxia in Gulf of Mexico.
· Policy Context: Illinois Nutrient Loss Reduction Strategy.
· Plug-In:
“In Illinois, where corn and soybeans dominate the landscape, fertilizer is the backbone of productivity. Farmers are working under the state’s Nutrient Loss Reduction Strategy to cut nitrogen and phosphorus runoff, showing how stewardship can go hand-in-hand with high yields.”

Indiana
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, pork/poultry feed.
· Challenge: Nutrient loading in rivers and Lake Erie Basin.
· Policy Context: 4R certification program with ag retailers.
· Plug-In:
“Indiana farmers use fertilizer to grow corn, soybeans, and livestock feed that fuel the state’s ag economy. Through innovative 4R certification programs, retailers and growers are working together to manage nutrients responsibly and protect water resources.”
Iowa
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, pork, ethanol feedstocks.
· Challenge: Mississippi River nutrient runoff, Gulf hypoxia.
· Policy Context: Iowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy.
· Plug-In:
“Iowa leads the nation in corn and soybean production, and fertilizer is critical to that success. With Gulf water quality challenges in mind, Iowa farmers are advancing conservation tillage, cover crops, and precision nutrient practices to keep soils productive and rivers cleaner.”

Kansas
· Crops/Economy: Wheat, sorghum, beef feed.
· Challenge: Soil fertility, water quality in prairie watersheds.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management plans, Ogallala aquifer concerns.
· Plug-In:
“Wheat and sorghum put Kansas on the agricultural map, and fertilizer plays a key role in feeding both people and livestock. Farmers are taking steps to manage nutrients efficiently, protecting prairie watersheds and the vital Ogallala aquifer.”

Kentucky
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, tobacco, livestock forage.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Kentucky and Ohio Rivers.
· Policy Context: Nutrient reduction commitments in Mississippi River Basin.
· Plug-In:
“In Kentucky, fertilizer helps power both crop fields and livestock forage. Farmers are working with ag retailers and conservation groups to refine nutrient applications, safeguarding rivers that connect our farms to the Ohio and Mississippi waterways.”

Louisiana
· Crops/Economy: Sugarcane, rice, soybeans, cotton.
· Challenge: Nutrient contributions to Gulf hypoxia.
· Policy Context: Mississippi River Basin nutrient strategies, coastal protection.
· Plug-In:
“Louisiana’s sugarcane and rice crops depend on well-managed fertilizer. Farmers here are critical partners in reducing nutrient losses to the Gulf while sustaining the productivity that underpins rural communities and the state’s export economy.”

Maine
· Crops/Economy: Potatoes, blueberries, dairy forage.
· Challenge: Protecting clean water and soils in a small but specialized farm sector.
· Policy Context: Nutrient management rules for potatoes and dairy.
· Plug-In:
“Maine’s iconic potatoes and wild blueberries rely on nutrients to deliver quality harvests. Farmers are implementing nutrient management plans tailored to protect the state’s pristine waters and maintain the productivity of small family farms.”



Maryland
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, poultry feed.
· Challenge: Chesapeake Bay nutrient reduction (nitrogen & phosphorus).
· Policy Context: Chesapeake Bay TMDL, strict state nutrient regulations.
· Plug-In:
“Maryland agriculture supports both crops and poultry, and fertilizer is central to that balance. With the Chesapeake Bay in focus, farmers are using precision nutrient strategies and cover crops to cut losses and protect this vital estuary while keeping farms strong.”

Massachusetts
· Crops/Economy: Cranberries, nursery/greenhouse crops, vegetables.
· Challenge: Water quality in coastal bays and ponds.
· Policy Context: State nutrient restrictions for turf and specialty crops.
· Plug-In:
“Massachusetts farmers rely on fertilizer to grow cranberries, vegetables, and nursery crops that define the state’s agriculture. Nutrient stewardship helps protect the Cape’s waters and coastal bays while keeping specialty crop farms thriving.”

Michigan
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, sugar beets, fruit (apples, cherries, blueberries).
· Challenge: Great Lakes water quality, phosphorus in Lake Erie.
· Policy Context: State phosphorus reduction initiatives.
· Plug-In:
“In Michigan, fertilizer sustains everything from corn and soybeans to apples and cherries. Farmers are advancing nutrient stewardship to protect the Great Lakes, with a particular focus on reducing phosphorus losses to Lake Erie.”

Minnesota
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, sugar beets, dairy forage.
· Challenge: Nitrate in groundwater, phosphorus in lakes.
· Policy Context: Minnesota Nutrient Reduction Strategy, groundwater rules.
· Plug-In:
“Minnesota’s fertile fields of corn, soybeans, and sugar beets depend on fertilizer. Growers here are implementing nutrient management strategies to balance productivity with groundwater protection and phosphorus reduction in lakes and rivers.”

Mississippi
· Crops/Economy: Cotton, soybeans, rice, poultry feed.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff to Mississippi River Basin.
· Policy Context: Gulf hypoxia nutrient reduction strategies.
· Plug-In:
“Mississippi agriculture thrives on cotton, soybeans, and rice, all of which rely on fertilizer. Farmers are adopting precision nutrient management to reduce runoff to the Mississippi River while ensuring strong yields and global competitiveness.”




Missouri
· Crops/Economy: Soybeans, corn, cattle forage.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Mississippi and Missouri Rivers.
· Policy Context: State nutrient reduction programs.
· Plug-In:
“From soybeans to cattle forage, Missouri farms depend on fertilizer. Growers are refining nutrient applications to protect the Missouri and Mississippi rivers while maintaining the productivity that supports rural economies.”

Montana
· Crops/Economy: Wheat, barley, pulse crops, cattle forage.
· Challenge: Soil fertility management, dryland farming efficiency.
· Policy Context: Conservation and soil health programs.
· Plug-In:
“Montana is a top wheat and barley producer, and fertilizer plays a key role in sustaining yields on dryland acres. Farmers are advancing stewardship practices that conserve soil and water while boosting the productivity of small grains and pulse crops.”

Nebraska
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, cattle feed, ethanol feedstocks.
· Challenge: Groundwater nitrate in the Platte Valley and Ogallala aquifer.
· Policy Context: Local NRDs (Natural Resource Districts) manage nitrate.
· Plug-In:
“Nebraska farmers rely on fertilizer to power corn and livestock feed production. With groundwater quality top of mind, producers are adopting variable-rate application, split nitrogen, and irrigation efficiency to protect the Ogallala aquifer.”

Nevada
· Crops/Economy: Alfalfa, hay, cattle forage.
· Challenge: Arid soils, limited water.
· Policy Context: Water conservation initiatives.
· Plug-In:
“In Nevada, fertilizer supports alfalfa and hay production that sustain the state’s ranching industry. With limited water resources, growers are pairing nutrient efficiency with irrigation conservation to keep agriculture viable in arid conditions.”

New Hampshire
· Crops/Economy: Dairy forage, vegetables, apples, nursery crops.
· Challenge: Small farms, water quality in rivers and lakes.
· Policy Context: Nutrient management rules for manure and fertilizer.
· Plug-In:
“New Hampshire’s farms are small but diverse, ranging from dairy forage to orchards. Fertilizer helps keep these farms competitive, while nutrient stewardship ensures that rivers and lakes remain protected for communities and tourism.”




New Mexico
· Crops/Economy: Chile peppers, pecans, alfalfa, cotton.
· Challenge: Water scarcity, salinity, soil fertility.
· Policy Context: Groundwater and irrigation conservation programs.
· Plug-In:
“From chile peppers to pecans, New Mexico’s crops depend on fertilizer to thrive in arid soils. Farmers are adopting nutrient efficiency alongside irrigation conservation to safeguard scarce water supplies while keeping specialty crops strong.”

New York
· Crops/Economy: Dairy, corn silage, apples, vegetables.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Finger Lakes and Lake Champlain.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management planning requirements.
· Plug-In:
“In New York, fertilizer supports dairy forage, corn, and specialty crops like apples and vegetables. Farmers are using nutrient management plans to reduce losses into the Finger Lakes and Lake Champlain while maintaining a strong food economy.”

North Carolina
· Crops/Economy: Sweet potatoes, tobacco, corn, soybeans, poultry feed.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into coastal estuaries.
· Policy Context: Neuse and Tar-Pamlico nutrient management rules.
· Plug-In:
“North Carolina agriculture depends on fertilizer for crops from sweet potatoes to corn and soybeans. With estuarine water quality in focus, growers are adopting precision tools to manage nutrients efficiently and sustainably.”

North Dakota
· Crops/Economy: Wheat, corn, soybeans, canola.
· Challenge: Nitrogen management in northern soils, water quality.
· Policy Context: State nutrient BMPs and soil health initiatives.
· Plug-In:
“North Dakota’s wheat, corn, and canola farms depend on fertilizer to stay competitive in global markets. Farmers are advancing nutrient efficiency and soil health practices that protect water while boosting productivity across millions of acres.”

Ohio
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, dairy.
· Challenge: Phosphorus runoff to Lake Erie causing algal blooms.
· Policy Context: H2Ohio program targeting phosphorus reductions.
· Plug-In:
“Ohio agriculture is built on corn, soybeans, and dairy, all supported by fertilizer. Farmers are working with programs like H2Ohio to reduce phosphorus runoff into Lake Erie while keeping farms productive and competitive.”




Oklahoma
· Crops/Economy: Wheat, cattle forage, cotton, peanuts.
· Challenge: Soil fertility and water management.
· Policy Context: State conservation and soil health programs.
· Plug-In:
“Oklahoma’s wheat and cattle forage industries rely on fertilizer to sustain yields. With soil health and water challenges in focus, growers are adopting 4R strategies to boost efficiency and protect natural resources.”

Oregon
· Crops/Economy: Grass seed, nursery crops, wheat, vegetables, wine grapes.
· Challenge: Nutrient management in Willamette Valley waterways.
· Policy Context: State water quality and conservation programs.
· Plug-In:
“Oregon’s diverse farms — from grass seed and wheat to wine grapes — depend on fertilizer for productivity. Farmers are using nutrient stewardship to reduce impacts on rivers and maintain Oregon’s reputation for high-quality crops.”

Pennsylvania
· Crops/Economy: Dairy, corn, soybeans, mushrooms.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Chesapeake Bay.
· Policy Context: Bay watershed regulations and conservation programs.
· Plug-In:
“Pennsylvania’s dairy and crop farms rely on fertilizer to support both feed and food production. With the Chesapeake Bay in focus, farmers are implementing nutrient management plans and conservation practices that protect water while sustaining agriculture.”

Rhode Island
· Crops/Economy: Nursery/greenhouse crops, vegetables, turf.
· Challenge: Coastal water quality, small-scale farms.
· Policy Context: Nutrient rules for turf and horticulture.
· Plug-In:
“Rhode Island’s agriculture may be small in acreage but big in impact, from nurseries to vegetable farms. Fertilizer efficiency helps growers remain competitive while protecting coastal waters central to the state’s identity.”

South Carolina
· Crops/Economy: Cotton, soybeans, peanuts, poultry feed.
· Challenge: Soil fertility and runoff into coastal rivers.
· Policy Context: State BMP programs for nutrient management.
· Plug-In:
“South Carolina’s farms depend on fertilizer to grow cotton, peanuts, and poultry feed crops. Farmers are advancing nutrient management strategies to maintain yields while protecting the rivers and coasts that define the Palmetto State.”



South Dakota
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, wheat, cattle feed.
· Challenge: Soil fertility in prairie systems, water quality.
· Policy Context: State conservation and nutrient BMPs.
· Plug-In:
“South Dakota’s prairie farms depend on fertilizer to sustain corn, soybeans, and wheat, along with feed for cattle. Growers are adopting stewardship practices that protect soil and water while keeping rural communities strong.”

Tennessee
· Crops/Economy: Cotton, soybeans, corn, livestock forage.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Tennessee River systems.
· Policy Context: Mississippi River Basin nutrient reduction commitments.
· Plug-In:
“Tennessee agriculture thrives on cotton, soybeans, and corn, all supported by fertilizer. Farmers are adopting nutrient stewardship to safeguard Tennessee’s river systems while maintaining strong yields and markets.”

Texas
· Crops/Economy: Cotton, corn, sorghum, cattle feed.
· Challenge: Water scarcity, nutrient management in Gulf watersheds.
· Policy Context: State conservation and irrigation efficiency programs.
· Plug-In:
“In Texas, fertilizer powers cotton, corn, and cattle feed across vast acres. With water scarcity and Gulf water quality in mind, farmers are pairing nutrient stewardship with irrigation efficiency to sustain the state’s agriculture industry.”

Utah
· Crops/Economy: Hay, small grains, fruit, dairy forage.
· Challenge: Water conservation, soil fertility in arid systems.
· Policy Context: State water quality and conservation initiatives.
· Plug-In:
“Utah farmers rely on fertilizer to grow hay, grains, and fruit in a challenging arid climate. By combining nutrient efficiency with irrigation management, they are sustaining agriculture while protecting scarce water resources.”

Vermont
· Crops/Economy: Dairy forage, corn silage, maple byproducts.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Lake Champlain.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management regulations.
· Plug-In:
“Vermont’s dairy farms depend on fertilizer for forage and corn silage. Farmers are advancing nutrient stewardship practices to reduce runoff into Lake Champlain while maintaining the dairy industry that defines the state.”




Virginia
· Crops/Economy: Corn, soybeans, poultry feed, tobacco.
· Challenge: Chesapeake Bay nutrient reduction.
· Policy Context: Bay watershed plans, nutrient management regulations.
· Plug-In:
“In Virginia, fertilizer sustains crops from soybeans to poultry feed. Farmers are critical partners in efforts to reduce nutrient losses into the Chesapeake Bay while keeping agriculture strong across the Commonwealth.”

Washington
· Crops/Economy: Apples, wheat, potatoes, hops.
· Challenge: Irrigation efficiency, soil fertility, Columbia River water.
· Policy Context: Water quality and conservation programs.
· Plug-In:
“Washington’s apples, wheat, and potatoes are world-renowned, and fertilizer is vital to that success. Farmers are advancing nutrient and irrigation efficiency to protect water resources while keeping the state’s crops competitive globally.”

West Virginia
· Crops/Economy: Forage, poultry feed, specialty crops.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into Appalachian streams.
· Policy Context: Nutrient management programs tied to Chesapeake Bay.
· Plug-In:
“West Virginia farmers rely on fertilizer to grow forage and poultry feed. With mountain streams and the Chesapeake Bay downstream, growers are adopting stewardship practices that protect water while keeping rural agriculture viable.”

Wisconsin
· Crops/Economy: Dairy forage, corn, soybeans, cranberries.
· Challenge: Nutrient runoff into lakes and rivers.
· Policy Context: State nutrient management planning requirements.
· Plug-In:
“Wisconsin’s dairy industry depends on fertilizer to sustain feed crops and corn. Farmers are advancing nutrient stewardship to reduce losses into lakes and rivers while maintaining strong dairy and cranberry sectors.”

Wyoming
· Crops/Economy: Hay, barley, sugar beets, cattle forage.
· Challenge: Soil fertility in arid conditions, water scarcity.
· Policy Context: Conservation and irrigation programs.
· Plug-In:
“Wyoming farmers and ranchers rely on fertilizer to grow hay, barley, and forage in tough, arid conditions. Nutrient efficiency practices are helping them stretch limited water supplies while keeping agriculture strong in the West.”

