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Purdue University Center for C: ial Agri e, Producer Survey, November 2025
Fi gawel | u.s. Tariff Policy Strengthen or Weaken
the U.S. Agricult-RuaP, Economy in the Long
Ap tNiolvember , 2025.
Would you say that things in the U.S. today are generally headed in the
T right direction or on the wrong track?
- ® Wrong Track ™ Right Direction
75% 72% —
60%
45%
33%
30% 28%
15% I I I
0%
07/25 08/25 09/25 10/25 11/25
Purdue Universiy Center for G , Producer Survey,Juy-November 2025
FigafAere Things in the U.S. Today Headed in the
Right Direction or- on the Wrong Track?, July
November 2025.
Wrapping Up
Farmer sentiment i mproved in November, with the
attributable tol mihex mpfr oFetmemeé i n t he
Expect &ttireemsgt hening crop prices contributed to
the i mproved outl ook for the future, as did a mo
optimistic outlook for agricultural exports. Pro
were more optimistic about farmland values in bo
short and |l ong run this mont h. Most farmers cont
to think it is Iikely that they wil/ receive sup
i ncome support from the USDA in the form of an
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