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ABSTRACT 

This study focused on the role of the Governor's Ad-Hoc 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The purpose of this study is to determine the percep¬ 
tions of selected individuals and groups about the role of 
the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in deter¬ 
mining agriculture policy in Montana. 

One-hundred-seventy-five questionnaires were mailed to 
the study population with one-hundred-nineteen or 68% being 
returned. 

The following major conclusions were drawn from the 
study; 

Montana Farm organizations and commodity groups have a 
more harmonious relationship in 1980 as compared to 1971 
due to the establishment of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 
on Agriculture. 

The Montana Agriculture Coalition formed in 1978 was 
a direct result of the interaction at the Governor's Ad-Hoc 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Controversial issues should not be discussed and voted 
upon at the Ad-Hoc meetings. 

The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee is not the only public 
forum for the agriculture community. 

Press coverage of the meetings and activities of the 
Governor * s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is not adequate. 

Goals and objectives of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 
are not clearly defined or understood. 

The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is a 
sounding board for new proposals and ideas. 

A good understanding of the role and scope of Montana 
State University and its contributions to the agriculture 
community is understood by the farm organizations and 
commodity groups. 

Montana legislators do not present proposed legislation 
to the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

The Governor's office consults the farm organizations 
and commodity groups for advice and counsel. 



CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM AND ITS SETTING 

Introduction 

Montana farm organizations and commodity groups have 

historically maintained a distant relationship between 

their groups. This has brought about a watering-down of 

the political influence and power of agriculture in Montana. 

Agricultural Group Unity Advised by Senator McGowan 

On May 19, 1961, Senator Gordon McGowan, Democrat from 

Choteau County, suggested unifying the agriculture groups 

of Montana for a mutual conference on the state agricultural 

problems. 

The Highwood area rancher called upon Governor Donald 

G, Nutter to arrange for such a conference for agriculture 

people "to take a good look at the agricultural situation." 

McGowan further stated that, "The challenge that is 

placed today before Montana agriculture is the greatest 

one that it has ever been confronted with. The time is 

urgent and the need is great,” 

Senator McGowan (Majority Whip of the Montana State 

Senate) explained that agriculture is drifting further 

apart while the rest of business and industry throughout 
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the nation is consolidating and merging to strengthen its 

position, 

"It seems now that the governor should use his office 

to set up such a conference," Senator McGowan said. "With 

all agriculture organizations participating the governor 

could then ask them in the interest of Montana, to come 

forth with recommendations for the Department of Agriculture 

which will be in the interest of the greatest number of 

people." 

Senator McGowan sharply criticized Governor Nutter and 

some Chambers of Commerce in Montana for objections to the 

Secretary of Agriculture proposals. "Neither of the two 

can be classed as official representatives of Agriculture," 

McGowan said. 

"Unless agriculture arises to meet the occasion, we 

will be taken.over by organized business groups, who in 

many instances do not have the knowledge or background to 

speak for agriculture in any way," McGowan said. 

"In all too many cases they are not aware of agricul¬ 

ture's importance in Montana and never give it a passing 

thought until the cash registers fail to ring. Montana.has 

no official representation and will get little, if any, 

recognition although it is our biggest business in Montana." 
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The outspoken senator also criticized the farm organ¬ 

izations themselves for "the road blocks and interferences 

that are being thrown between farm organizations in 

Montana." He said, "Such practices in the eyes of many are 

becoming ridiculous." 

"Agriculture organizations are supposed to be repre¬ 

sentative of agriculture but in all too many cases they 

seem to be more interested in opposing one another," 

McGowan said. 

He explained, "Montana people have everything in 

common and are interested in the same things but have not 

at this time or will not sit down together to see what 

they can agree on for a better farm program for themselves." 

("Agriculture Group Unity advised by Senator McGowan,1961") 

What Does Agriculture Mean to the State 

A display board prepared by Sam Rosen and Fred Sanford 

of the Montana Cooperative Extension Service and Office of 

Information, respectively, at Montana State University in 

1979 showed these facts about Montana agriculture. 

Agriculture in the Big Sky stands tall. It*s 
the undisputed king of Montana enterprises. It 
rings the loudest cash register in the state." 

Montana income is derived from the following 
sources; 
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1st Agriculture $1,405 billion 
2nd Manufacturing 546 million 
3rd Travel Industry 383 million 
4th Mining (Metals & Coal) 376 million 
5th Oil and Gas 311 million 
6th Lumber & Wood Products 225 million 

Montana also ranks nationally in several sectors 
of agriculture production. 

Wheat 3rd Sheep and Lambs 8th 
Barley 2nd Wood 9th 
Sugar Beets 10th Beef and Cows 7th 
Honey 7th Calves 10th 

What Does Agriculture Mean to You 

American agriculture has always had a vital role in 

enabling the United States to develop as a free nation by 

producing abundant high-quality food and fiber and by 

freeing its many other citizens to follow other pursuits 

of their own and in the national interest. ("Rosen, 

Sanford, 1979.") 

Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture^ History 

In 1971, Governor Forest H. Anderson appointed 

Douglas G. Smith as Montana’s first Agriculture Coordinator 

in the Governor’s office to act as a liaison between the 

Governor's office, Montana Department of Agriculture, 

Montana farm organizations and commodity groups as well as 

other agriculture constituents. 
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It became evident it was impossible to coordinate and 

maintain an effective, two-way communication between the 

Governor *s office and Montana*s number one industry without 

a vehicle such as a council or committee. Out of this need 

was born the idea of a Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture which could serve as a forum for agricultural prob¬ 

lems and policies affecting agriculture. 

It was decided during the early meetings of the Gover¬ 

nor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture that in order to build 

and maintain a viable organization, the following concepts 
/ 

would be adhered to in subsequent meetings. 

These concepts were: 

1. An interesting, fast-moving agenda had to be 

prepared with would be of interest to all 

agricultural leaders and organizations. 

2. Regular meetings at the same time every other 

month were to be adhered to in order to have 

continuity and keep interest high. 

3. Agenda items were to be suggested by the members 

and not necessarily by the bureaucrats or 

chairman. 

All leaders, no matter what size organization they 

represented, were to have the same power in the 

4. 
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forum. • 

5. Press coverage would be necessary in order to 

communicate discussions to the general agriculture 

population and key decision makers in Montana. 

6. Up-to-date rosters of presidents and executive 

secretaries were to be composed for mailing of 

meeting notices, agendas, minutes and other 

relevant material. 

7. Meetings were to be held in the Governor's Conf¬ 

erence Room in order to instill the importance 

of the Ad-Hoc Committee to the Executive Branch of 

State Government. 

8. The agriculture coordinators were to serve as 

chairmen but only to facilitate discussion and 

not to speak for Montana farm organizations and 

commodity groups. 

To this point in Montana history, there was only 

limited communication between farm organizations and the 

Governor’s Office. Agriculture organizations and groups 

in Montana were speaking separately and differently. As 

a result, it was difficult for policy makers to ascertain 

who was speaking for agriculture and to know what agri¬ 

culture really wanted or needed. 
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This situation can be summarized by a knowledgeable 

individual who said, "I*m now eighty-one years of age. 

The world is in awful shape. If ever in the world the 

people ought to organize in a body (and in unity there is 

strength) it is today." (Edwards, 1951). 

Out of this problem grew the purpose and objective of 

this study. 

Purpose of Study 

The purpose of this study is first to determine the 

perceptions of selected individuals and groups about the 

role of the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in 

Determining Agriculture Policy in Montana and secondly, to 

assess the effectiveness of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture to-represent the agriculture industry in 

Montana. 

Need for the Study 

There are about 20,000 farmers and ranchers in Montana 

who belong to several farm organizations and commodity 

groups who represent diverse interests and political philos 

ophies. 

Full-time farmers and ranchers have a difficult time 

keeping up with agriculture policy and its ramifications; 
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therefore, they depend on their leadership and national 

officers to keep them informed of legislation or admin¬ 

istrative decisions which affect their individual commodity 

industry. Because agriculturalists are rugged individual¬ 

ists, they find it difficult to organize and work together. 

Great Plains in Transition 

Kraenzel, (1966:225) wrote, 

"the situation in the communities along with great 
distances involved makes the plainsman an individ¬ 
ualist not highly social and not prone to act through 
groups. The people have fragmented personalities. 
There is a kind of anarchy of individualism faced 
with the prospect of no group solution to difficulties 
within this region. People attach their loyalty to 
special interests outside the region and destroy their 
own chances of solidarity among themselves. They dev¬ 
elop personality traits which exhibit withdrawal or 
extreme agression," 

They often practice individuality and maintain their 

independence even if it affects their economic well-being 

aversely. 

In the past, some farm organizations have found it 

profitable to maintain their membership by being diametri¬ 

cally opposed to other farm organizations because they 

represented a different commodity or political philosophy 

and they could not see the interdependence of one commodity 

or philosophy upon another. 
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Effective political lobbying is new to agricultural 

interests and they have had to learn how, when, and who 

must be influenced to protect their industry. 

The Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture when 

formed, offered a possibility for unity among agricultural¬ 

ists in Montana. It was envisioned as a mechanism for 

effecting and determining agricultural policy in Montana. 

In order to ascertain its effectiveness, the following 

objectives were established to guide the study. 

Objectives of the Study 

The objectives used to study the role of the Governor's 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in determining agriculture 

policy and assessing its effectiveness to represent the 

agriculture industry in Montana are as follows?- 

1. To determine if there is a harmonious relationship 

between farm organizations and commodity groups 

as a result of establishment of the Governor's 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

2. To determine if the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture has a reputation in Montana for 

speaking on behalf of and for Montana farmers and 

ranchers on controversial policy issues. 
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3. To determine if the Governors Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture acts as a sounding board for the 

executive branch, legislative branch, state and 

university department heads and the Montana con¬ 

gressional delegation. 

Assumptions 

The assumptions of the study of The Role of the 

Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in determining 

agriculture policy in Montana are as follows: 

1. Cooperation with Montana*s farm organizations 

and commodity groups for the study will be 

obtained even though they have different 

perceptions, goals and objectives. 

2* The Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

has gained stability and will continue to act 

as a liaison between the Governor's office and 

Montana farm organizations and commodity groups. 

, The presidents and executive secretaries of 

Montana's farm organization and commodity groups 

represent and speak for their organization's 

viewpoint. 

3 
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Limitations 

Certain limitations are necessary to conduct the study 

on the role of the Governor^ Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture. They are. as follows: 

1. Only Montana farm organizations and commodity 

groups were asked to respond to, and instructed 

as to their role in determining agriculture policy 

in Montana. They were also asked to assess the 

effectiveness of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture to represent the agriculture in¬ 

dustry in Montana. 

2. The attitudes 3nd perceptions of the population 

are for this point in time and will not neces¬ 

sarily be indicative of the past or future. 

3. The use of a written opinionnaire to collect data 

is subject to the following inherent weaknesses 

which may have had an effect on the results. 

A. All respondents may not have interpreted the 

statements in the same way. 

B, The views of non-respondents may or may not 

h^ve been consistent with those of the 

respondents, 
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Definitions 

The following terms have been defined as their use 

pertains to this study. 

1. Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

A voluntary group of the executive secretaries and 

presidents of Montana farm organizations and commodity 

groups. They meet every other month in Helena at the Gov¬ 

ernor's Reception Room at the state capitol to discuss 

mutual problems affecting the industry. They serve without 

by-laws in an Ad-Hoc capacity, the agriculture coordinator 

serves as chairman and prepares agenda items in consulta¬ 

tion with the membership, ! 

2. Farm Organization 

An organization to which farmers and ranchers belong 

such as the Montana Farmers Union, Montana Farm Bureau, 

Montana State Grange and the Montana National Farmers 

Organization which they feel represents their values and 

philosophies. 

3. Commodity Groups 

The specific one-purpose commodity group such as Mon¬ 

tana Grain Growers, Montana Wool Growers, Montana Stock 

Growers, Montana Cattleman's Association and others which 



13 

serve a specific segment of Montana^ agriculture industry. 

4. Legislative Branch 

Montana’s elected members of the Montana House of 

Representatives (100) and elected members of the Montana 

Senate (50). 

5. Executive Branch of State Government 

The Governor and Lieutenant Governor for the state of 

Montana and all departments under the direction and super¬ 

vision of the Governor. 

6. Montana State Government Department Heads 

The chief administrative officers of each agency or 

department of state government who serve at the pleasure 

of the Governor. ! 

7. Agriculture Media 

Radio, television, newspaper, and magazine representa¬ 

tives who serve as specific spokesman representing farm 

ogranizations etc,, who provide information about by and' 

for agriculture. 

8. Montana State University Department Head-Agricul¬ 

ture. 

Heads of departments in the college of Agriculture 

serving under the Dean of Agriculture. 
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9. Government Agency Heads 

Persons who head U.S.D.A. agencies in Montana. 

10, Congressional Delegation 

Montana’s two United States Senators and two members 

of the United States House of Representatives. 

11, State Legislature 

Montana’s Senate and House of Representatives which 

are of the legislative branch of state government in 

Montana. 

12, Coalition 

One or more farm organizations or commodity groups 

taking the same position on an issue or problem, thereby 

giving strength in numbers, 

13, Plainsman 

An inhabitant of the great plains region of the 

United States, 

14, Montana Media 

Mass media who represent wire services, radio sta¬ 

tions, television stations, newspapers and magazines. 
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Methodology and Procedure 

This is a professional paper aimed at evaluating the 

effectiveness of the Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture through the use of an opinionnaire. 

Through consultation with Dr. Max Amberson, Dr. Doug 

Bishop, Dr. Charles Rust, Dr. Dick McConnen, Verne House, 

Dr. Leroy Luft and others, a rationale and the purpose 

for the study was formulated, the population for study 

was determined and a preliminary instrument was developed. 

Population and Sampling Procedure 

The population to be studied consisted of the follow¬ 

ing : 

, General Farm Organizations 

Commodity Groups 

M.S.U. Department Heads (Agriculture) 

U.S.D.A. Agencies 

Montana Media 

Montana State Government Executive Branch 

Congressional Delegation 

State Legislature 

A complete up-to-date mailing list was obtained 

from the Governor^ Office, Legislative Directory, M.S.U. 
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Directory, State Government Directory and Mountain Bell 

phone books. 

An opinionnaire was sent to the president and/or 

executive secretary of each farm organization and commodity 

group plus the other groups in the study population. 

Instrument Design and Development 

It was decided a mailed opinionnaire would be the most 

practical approach and an instrument was developed for use 

in systematically gathering information from members of 

the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. Informa¬ 

tion was also obtained from Montana State University 

Department Heads within the College of Agriculture, , . 

U.S.D.A. agency heads, Montana Media representatives. 

Agriculture Media representatives, Montana State Executive 

branch of state government, Montana’s Congressional dele¬ 

gation, and members of the Senate and House agriculture 

committee members, which could provide a data base 

for evaluating the effectiveness of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture, 

The first section, part one of the opinionnaire, 

dealt with demographic data including: name, address, 

telephone number, position, title, and organization 
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represented, statewide membership, unity clause and group 

represented. The remainder of the opinionnaire pertained 

to the stated objectives of the study. 

Several criterion statements were developed for each 

of the objectives. The statements were designed to indi¬ 

cate the degree to which the objectives as stated in this 

study were being met. 

Respondents were asked to rate each statement on a 

scale from 0-5 with 0 meaning (does not apply), 1 meaning 

(strongly disagree), to 5 meaning (strongly agree), Space 

was also provided for subjective comments as to how the 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture could be 

improved. , 

Validation of the Instrument 

The instrument was pre-tested using ten faculty mem¬ 

bers of the College of Agriculture who reside in Bozeman 

and who were familiar with the Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture. 

These individuals were asked to complete a draft copy 

of the opinionnaire and make any comments or suggestions 

for improvement, or indicate any ambiguities or problems 

they encountered in filling out the .opinionnaire. The 
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opinionnaire was modified and then mailed to the study 

population. 

Gathering and Compilation of Data 

A pre-introductory letter from Governor Thomas Judge 

(see appendix) was mailed to the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee on Agriculture and to the entire population (see 

appendix) included in the study. The introductory letter 

encouraged the respondents to help in evaluating the com¬ 

mittee's effectiveness and to find ways to improve the 

committee. The letter was mailed on March 7, 1980. 

On March 10, 1980, an introductory cover letter from 

the researcher (see appendix) with an opinionnaire, (see 

appendix) and a self-addressed, stamped, return envelope 

were mailed to the population of the study. 

March 28, 1980, a follow-up of the second mailing 

(see appendix) was sent to all of the non-respondents of 

the first introductory letter. This mailing included an 

opinionnaire and a self-addressed return envelope sent 

to the 90 non-respondents. 

The first mailing netted 80 returns (46 percent). 

The researcher called non-respondents encouraging 

they return the opinionnaire. 
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On Monday, March 21, 1980, the pre-determined cut-off 

date, a total of 119 opinionnaires had been returned (68 

percent). 

The results of the opinionnaire were compiled as 

follows: 

1. Table 1 is a response to the mailed opinionnaire 

showing the number mailed, number returned and per¬ 

centage of return, 

2. Table 2 breaks down the membership of the study 

population represented in 0^-100, 100^200, 200-300, 

300-400, 400-500 and over 500. 

3. Table 3 shows the survey population reporting a 

unity pledge of cooperation in By-laws, Constitu¬ 

tion or resolutions adopted and was ranked yes or no 

and totaled. 

4. The data were compiled on Montana State Univer¬ 

sity 80 column data forms by category such as farm 

organizations and commodity groups, organizations/ 

associations, Montana State University Department 

Heads, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads, Montana Media, Agri¬ 

cultural Media, Montana Executive Branch, Congres¬ 

sional Delegation, Senate Agriculture Committee and 

House Agriculture Committee, Each respondent was 
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listed by name and coded number and their individual 

responses to the 32 statements were entered. 

The aggregate mean score was computed, also the mean 

was computed for each statement in the study popula¬ 

tion. The findings from the data chapter, Chapter III, 

were the basis for conclusions, recommendations, and 

implications found in Chapter IV. 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF SELECTED LITERATURE 

Literature on the specific subject of the organization 

and use of a Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is 

limited. By necessity, the investigator had to rely 

primarily on a review of magazines and newspapers, 

speeches by bureaucrats, minutes of meetings, and resolu¬ 

tions by organizations and/or statements of policy of farm 

organizations and commodity groups. 

In order to get at the issue and problems of agricul¬ 

tural unity, the researcher first refers to discussion 

about agriculture in the early 1900*s. 

American Farm Bureau Federation 

The American Farm Bureau Federation recognized the 

early problems of organizing farm organizations and some 

of the specific areas which were unique to rural areas. 

Hill (1921:246) stated. 

Because of the physical limitations ~ long 
distances, scattered neighbors and infrequent 
meetings - farmer organizations labor under a 
peculiar handicap in the matter of maintaining 
active local interest. The average farmer 
attends a central or local meeting and then 
drives off miles to himself, perhaps not 
talking to another member about organization 
affairs until the next meeting a full month 
later, * * 
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But this simply means that extraordinary 
effort must be made to provide the means for 
local activity and the close, personal, ever 
apparent incentive for loyalty to the organi¬ 
zation. Improved transportation is doing much 
to eliminate distance and most farmers today 
have somewhat more time to give to such mat¬ 
ters than formerly. 

The history of trade unions discloses many 
significant lessons of value to the farmer 
leader interested in organization affairs. 

President Franklin D, Roosevelt 

In 1932, President Franklin D. Roosevelt assumed the 

presidency as our nation was just emerging from the great 

depression of 1929. He realized the plight of the Ameri¬ 

can farmer had to be improved if our nation was going to 

recover. As he addressed the American Farm Bureau Federa¬ 

tion^ National Convention, Roosevelt (1932:14) noted: 

We who strive to dispel the bitterness and 
the littleness of the few who still think and 
talk in terms of the old and utter selfishness, 
we are working towards the destruction of sec¬ 
tionalism, of class antagonism and of malice, v 
We who strive for cooperation among all parts 
of our great population in every part of the 
nation, we intend to win through to a better 
day. We strive for America and if we shall 
succeed, as by God's help we will, America will 
point the way towards a better world. 

National Farmers1 Union 

The National Farmers* Union was'beginning to challenge 
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American Farmers to stand up and be counted, to be proud 

and to take charge of their destiny. The Farmers* Union 

began to urge rural people to work together in unity and, 

therefore, they would be stronger as one if they consid¬ 

ered the industry and not just their own individual cir¬ 

cumstances. Simpson C1934:4) sounded the theme: 

Oh the farmer: sleeping giant awake; throw off 
the unnecessary economic burden from thy back. 
Unloose the fetters that bind thy feet. Tear 
the political collar from thy neck. Pluck sel¬ 
fishness from thy heart, prejudice from thy mind, 
and let the lamp of truth guide thy thoughts and 
control thy deeds. Be a man instead of a slave. 
Be a leader instead of a blind follower. Be a 
thinker instead of a mere animal. Be a reader, 
a student, a teacher, a preacher, a doer of 
everything that is good. 

He went on to say: 

Tip your hat back instead of pulling it down 
over your face and walk erect in just pride of 
the importance of your work. Pull, push and 
lift together as one man in the interest of the 
common good. Forget self and think only of the 
welfare of your class. 

California Agriculture Council 

in order to determine if the problems of unity in 

agriculture are just problems in the sparsely populated 

sections of the country, it is appropriate to examine the 

most productive agricultural state in the nation, Cali¬ 

fornia. In California, there is tremendous variation in 
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the size of the farms and the variety of farm products 

produced. Also, there is an added complication of a 

large labor force involved in ethnic and cultural differ¬ 

ences. Realizing the prestige of the present-day Cali¬ 

fornia Agriculture Council as a potent political force, the 

researcher examined the trials and tribulations of the 

beginning year of the Council. Chambers (1952:196) com¬ 

mented: 

The attitudes and actions, of California's farm 
organizations from 1929-1941 were determined by 
economic depression and the peculiar structure of 
agriculture in the state. During the depression 
years farmers were caught between falling prices 
and relatively high and stable cash costs. The pro¬ 
longed depression was attended by a myriad of new 
problems that had to be solved if the farmers of 
the state were to survive and continue production. 

Xn view of the complex, economic and social 
structure of California's agriculture it is not 
surprising that various farm groups arrived at 
different answers and took divergent actions. 

Because of the multiplicity of contradictory 
economic interests, California farmers did not 
constitute a homogenous group. 

One factor that made for disunity was the great 
variation in the size of farms and the type of 
farm operation. A social pyramid existed, at the 
apex were a few large industrial farmers, culti¬ 
vating thousands of acres and employing thousands 
of transient workers. At the next level was a 
larger group composed of substantial commer¬ 
cial farmers, who had heavy investment in land, 
buildings and equipment and who hired many migra¬ 
tory workers during the harvest season. The third 
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and by far the largest single group was made up of 
small and part-time farmers who farmed on too small 
a scale to permit an adequate return on capital in¬ 
vestment or to provide a decent family income. 
Forming the base of the pyramid were the thousands 
of farm laborers often of alien race and culture 
who could never hope to become an established part 
of the communities through which they drifted. 

Chambers concluded. 

Although these groups had many grievances in 
common, each had its own peculiar economic 
problems, social views, and political prejudices 
which were often in conflict with those of the 
other groups. 

The California Agriculture Council had the same dif¬ 

ferences as farm organizations and commodity groups 

throughout the nation. Therefore, it is relevant to'note 

that unity has been and still is a very serious problem in 

the agriculture community. 

American Farm Bureau Federation 

One could assume if an individual industry such as 

agriculture does not speak with a unified voice, then many 

other organizations such as Agri-business or Agri-related 

industries would seize the opportunity to wield clout by 

claiming to speak for agriculture. Sturgis (1958:7) 

Many non-farm groups claim to speak for them 
but their voices are not authentic. Actually 
farmers can and do speak for themselves. 

noted 
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State Senator-Montana 

Farm organizations and commodity groups competed for 

membership in the same nucleus rural population and in 

order to maintain and increase their membership, they tend¬ 

ed to divide themselves on the basis of political philoso¬ 

phies, commodities produced, and different goals and ob¬ 

jectives. The leadership styles of different organizations 

tended to polarize them. McGowan (1961:12) said: 

Agriculture organizations are supposed to be 
representative of agriculture, but in all too 
many cases they seem to be more interested in 
opposing one another. 

National Farmers1 Union 

The National Farmersf Union recognized that everyone 

was organized except the producer of food and fiber. This 

is relevant today when determining the effectiveness of 

the Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in repre¬ 

senting the agriculture industry in Montana. Crampton 

C1965:10) said: 

The union’s first constitution adopted in 
1902 declared in its preface that every line 
of business from the bootblack to the money 
king of the new and the old world are organized, 
save the man who raises the raw material for our 
food and raiment. It closed with the appeal, 
May the supreme ruler of the universe help 
us to lift the burdens from our people by 
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causing them to unite in one solid phalanx 
for the betterment of our condition and that 
of our posterity. 

As is evident, the idea of farm unity is not a new 

concept but was preached in the early formative years of 

most national farm organizations. In Montana, there was 

little evidence of a move towards unity at the state level 

until 1971. 

Montana Farmers* Union-Unity Resolution 

Many farm organizations and commodity groups have 

given lip service to the concept of unity in agriculture. 

Some former leaders of farm organizations referred to the 

first meetings of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture as ulove ins" and "mutual admiration societies" in 

a derogatory manner. 

The leadership of the Montana Farmers' Union took the 

first bold step in putting their money where their mouth 

was by adopting the following unity resolution at their 

1971 state convention. 

Whereas, the problems of low income in agri¬ 
culture have not been solved by farm and ranch 
organizations going their separate ways and 

Whereas the farm coalition composed of a 
large number of major farm organizations and 
commodity groups that supported the coalition 
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farm bill proves that agriculture can work to¬ 
gether towards a common goal and 

Whereas the Restructuring Conference of 
June 1971, at Highwood indicated a strong mem¬ 
ber interest concerning unity, and 

Whereas, much ground work has been done by 
members, the President and the Board and 

Whereas labor and industry have demonstrated 
the effectiveness of organizations and 

Whereas, neither Farmers* Union nor any 
other organization will forfeit its identity, 
principles, nor its goals to achieve unity, and 

Whereas unity can result in higher farm and 
ranch income, stronger communities bring new 
vitality to rural America, and reverse the 
migration of rural to city life. 

Therefore be it resolved that the Board be 
instructed to cooperate with other organizations 
in the formation of a farm federation and 

Be it further resolved that we authorize the 
Board to use the full resources of the Montana 
Farmer's Union to bring about unity among farm, 
ranch and commodity organizations. 

The preamble went on to state: 

1. Unity is a simple word but is probably the 
most needed and hardest to obtain goal of 
the entire platform. Problems of agricul¬ 
ture are nationwide and unity through coor¬ 
dination of farm and ranch organizations 
and commodity groups is the first step in 
a long road to farm financial security. 
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Agriculture Coordinator Brings New Hope to State Farms 

Dick Hansen, Jr., of Joplin, Montana, a dryland wheat 

farmer and journalist for many agricultural newspapers and 

magazines, has long been an advocate of unity for agricul¬ 

ture in many of his articles. He has always advocated 

that agriculture can never be a strong political force un¬ 

less farmers unite and speak with one effective voice. 

Otherwise, decision-makers cannot understand who represents 

whom and what they really want. 

Shortly after the position of the first Agriculture 

Coordinator was created in the Office of the Governor, the 

following constructive suggestions were put forth in his 

weekly column in the Great; Falls Tribune. Hansen (1971: 

32) commented: 

It might be suggested that one of the new 
agriculture coordinator^ most important jobs 
should be to make sure that all Montanans know 
and appreciate the great impact and many contri¬ 
butions that farmers and ranchers make to the 
state economy. 

Equally important Doug Smith (first coordin¬ 
ator) could contribute considerably in helping 
to bring about farm unity in our state farm and 
ranch community. This could be achieved by 
regular meetings, perhaps bi-monthly, of all 
heads of the farm and ranch groups in the state. 
A point of agreement would be stressed at these 
meetings, and united effort among all to aid in 
solving problems should result. 
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Another thought these meetings could be 
held in different parts of the state, and be 
well-publicized so that farmers and ranchers 
of the different areas could attend and speak 
their piece. 

Unity Movement Brightest Light 
On State*s Agriculture Horizon 

In order to point out the implications of unity and 

the result that could be obtained, the agriculture coordin¬ 

ator outlined some results at a meeting of the Montana 

Council of Cooperatives in Lewistown, Montana. Smith (1971: 

12) stated: 

The brightest light on Montana’s agriculture 
hroizon is the unity movement. For the first time 
in the history of farm organizations, the unity 
movement is beginning to bear fruit. The 77-4 vote 
by which the Constitutional Convention adopted the 
article on the Department of Agriculture is indicative 
of what concentrated unity on behalf of farm organ¬ 
izations can accomplish. If farm organizations could 
agree rather than agree to disagree, we could establish 
as our goal increased farm income and then forget 
about the bickering on philosophies. Farmers are at 
the crossroads and can hang separately or hang to¬ 
gether for the survival in the price squeeze. Through 
our efforts in the area of unification we sincerely 
believe that family farms are better than large cor¬ 
porate farms. Agriculture should strive to work with 
labor which is our consumer and client and therefore 
we need for them to have a good standard of living. 

State Groups Quietly Making History in 
Moves Towards Farm Unity 

As the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 
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progressed into its first year, there was a realization 

that accomplishments were being made and progress was 

evident but in a log-key profile. Hansen (1972:27) noted: 

Farm unity has long been the dream of many 
agriculture leaders and current efforts towards 
this now taking place in Montana could well lead 
to further efforts on the national level. There 
is hope that something in the nature of a National 
Federation of Farm Organizations could materialize ... 

...The plain facts are that the time was ripe. 
Montana farm leaders were tired of fighting one 
another and increasingly recognized the old adage 
"United we stand, divided we fall",.. 

Certainly all of this shows that there is 
real concern over the future of agriculture, and the 
growing realization that, despite the -individuals of 
each organization, there are many common problems that 
can be overcome by consorted effort. It can only be 
hoped by all of us whose living comes from farming 
and ranching that this beginning toward farm unity 
continues to grow and that it can spread throughout 
the nation... 

National Farm Unity Too Fractured For 
Effectiveness at Local Levels 

Individuals close to but not necessarily in agricul¬ 

ture are sometimes able to view agricultural problems with 

clear vision more so than agriculturalists who cannot see 

the forest for the trees. Chatlin (1973) : 

... I should^t be talking about a subject as com¬ 
plex as agriculture, especially since I am not a 
farmer. But I am just a curious individual trying 
to figure out the mystery of dying communities in 
the midst of plenty. 
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He said that he had long held the view that farmers 

made the mistake of their lives, when they embraced the 

national farm’ organizations concept. 

Once you become a member of a state or national 
organization, you have a tencency to rely too much 
on the people hired to lead your organization. 
In doing this, you tend to view your local community 
farm group as a token organization without any real 
clout in policy making. In fact, the deterioration 
of the farm community has come about as a result of 
national farm leaders being experts on good grammar 
and poor on getting results... 

This means drafting up your own bill of farm 
rights to fit the conditions peculiar to your own 
area. On the local level the people are more con¬ 
cerned about things of common interest than upon 
which political party or philosophy one might belong 
to. 

Another bad thing develops when you become a 
member of a state or national organization and you 
tend to believe the caliber of person you elect to 
head your organization frees you from problem solving 
In short, you quit thinking on your feet where the 
real action used to take place, and let your Pre¬ 
sident do it for you; then the home front problem 
that used to be solved at the local level is put on 
the back burner for the farm organization President 
to solve in Washington. 

Montana Grain Growers 

The executive secretary of the Montana Grain Growers* 

Association expressed his beliefs as to his group*s posi¬ 

tion as well as his own personal observation on how com¬ 

modity groups can work effectively together. 
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Templeton (1979:1) 

As a practical matter, I believe most of our 
people agree with the idea of a united approach 
on as many agricultural issues as possible with 
other farm groups, but we have to recognize 
there will.be a difference at times. In most 
cases the idea is not to get in a public dispute 
on the differences when they do arise. I believe 
our people feel we should air our areas of agree¬ 
ment—not our differences. 

As a result of the interaction of farm organizations 

and commodity groups in the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture, there emerged a new phenomenon during the 

1978-1979 legislator's session of the Montana State Legis¬ 

lature. The president of the Montana Grain Grower's 

Association made the following notation in his newsletter. 

Keil (1979:3) wrote: 

For the first time, Montana agriculture is speaking 
with one strong voice on many vital issues coming 
before the state legislature. In assessing the bills 
being introduced into the legislature that concern 
M.G.G.A., I was gratified to learn that there is an 
all out effort by the major farm organizations to 
speak with one voice on several bills and issues. 
M.G.G.A., Farmers* Union, National Farmers' Organiza¬ 
tion and Farm Bureau are in accord on the water 
adjucation bill, and are unanimous in their support 
for the Montana State University agricultural budget 
for research, extension education, experiment station, 
etc. With all farm groups working together, agricul¬ 
ture has an effective power block that represents over 
11 percent of Montana's population on over 80,000 
persons. 
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Farm Coalition is Keeping Eye on Agriculture's 
Political Future 

A former legislator, former lobbyist for the National 

Farmers1 Organization, and presently, President of the 

Montana Farmers1 Union, summarized the reason for the 

evolvement of the Farm Coalition and how it is organized. 

Murphy (1980:7E) commented: 

•..The powerful youngster is a tool to help all 
farmers and ranchers - and to discourage politicians 
from talking out of different sides of their mouths 
at different times... 

Members of the coalition discussed policy 
differences, and when they were not compatible 
they agreed that they would disagree peace¬ 
fully. In such cases the lobbyists testified* 
individually, each in behalf of his own organi¬ 
zation. 

Members of both the N.F.O. and Farmers* 
Union determined in the first few weeks of the 
1979 session that there were many more areas of 
common interest than where they differed. But 
at no time did any of the representative farm 
related organizations have their individuality 
or autonomy threatened by the coalition. 

The legislature is now recessed but the coali¬ 
tion is not. During the legislative interim mem¬ 
bers are telling the story of the coalition, what 
it accomplished and what it thinks it can accom¬ 
plish to anyone who will listen.... 
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Conclusion 

In reviewing aforementioned literature about farm 

organizations and commodity groups in the early 1900's 

until the present, we see many problems which point up 

needs and opportunities. As is evident, it has taken a 

long time for agricultural organizations to move closer 

to a farm block but it appears a small step has been made 

and we must crawl before we walk. The effort has been 

worth the time and the challenge is tremendous. 

Through history farmers and ranchers in Montana have 

moved from a point of being completely independent to 

relying on diverse and competitive farm organizations and 

commodity groups to a time where they have begun conscious 

cooperation in order to solve many of their long-standing 

common problems. 

All of the steps described here played an important 

role and have been necessary. Fortunately for the welfare 

of agriculture, these steps are behind us. The future 

through cooperation offers many opportunities. 



CHAPTER III 

ANALYSIS OF DATA 

Introduction 

An analysis of the study data will be presented in 

seven parts. Part 1 is an introduction to this chapter. 

Part 2 contains general information about the Governor's 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture and the study population. 

This is followed by Part 3 through 5 which deals with 

data pertaining respectively to each of the three objec¬ 

tives of this study of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture being evaluated. Part 6 consists of ad¬ 

ditional comments and suggestions for improving the 

Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture as recorded on 

the opinionnaire of the respondents of the study population 

The comments are verbatim except for the removal of names 

of specific individuals and organizations to protect the 

identity of the respondents and the confidentiality of the 

remarks or comments. Part 7 includes summary information 

taken from the survey instrument. 

The data analysis was based on responses obtained 

from 119 returned opinionnaires from the 175 members of 

the survey population which represents a 68 percent return. 
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Table 1. Response to Mailed Opinionnaire 

Study Population Mailed Returned %Returned 

Farm Organizations & 

Commodity Groups 46 30 65 

Organizations/Asso- 

ciations 30 20 67 

M.S.U. Department Heads 12 11 92 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 7 6 86 

Montana Media 5 3 60 

Agricultural Media 20 12 60 

Montana Executive Branch 22 19 86 

Congressional Delegation 8 2 25 

Senate Agriculture Committee 8 5 63 

House Agriculture Committee 17 11 65 

Total 175 119 68% 

Of the study population respondents, the Department 

Heads within the Montana State University College of Agri¬ 

culture had the highest percentage of returned opinion- 

naires (92 percent). This was followed by an 86 percent 

response respectively from the U.S.D.A. Agency Heads and the 

Montana Executive Branch Agency Heads. The Montana Congres¬ 

sional Delegation had the lowest percentage returned, 25 

percent. 

Opinionnaires were mailed to a population of 175 
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persons. They were members of, or in some way involved 

with, the Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. These 

members represented Montana farm organizations and commodity 

groups, agriculture producers or agri-business organizations 

and associations, Montana State University Department Heads 

within the College of Agriculture, United States Department 

of Agriculture Agency Heads, Montana mass news media repre¬ 

sentatives, agriculture mass news media representatives, 

department heads within the Executive Branch of state gov¬ 

ernment, members of Montana's Congressional Delegation and/ 

or field office representatives, members of the Montana 

Senate and House Agriculture Committees. 

Each member of the population was sent an opinionnaire 

which was designed to ascertain his knowledge and/or atti¬ 

tudes about the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

The opinionnaire was designed to quantify the specific 

objectives of the study. 

The researcher urged the respondents to answer state¬ 

ments posed on a five-point rating scale of 0-5. 0 means 

(does not apply), 1 means (strongly disagree), and 5 means 

(strongly agree). The numbers from which these mean res¬ 

ponses were derived appear in Table 1. The raw data from 

which the means were derived appear in Appendix C. These 
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raw data are the responses from each individual and each 

category within the study population as well as the mean 

response from each statement. Each individual is numeri¬ 

cally coded to assure the confidentiality of the respon¬ 

dents. 

The study was specifically designed to determine the 

perception of selected individuals and groups about the 

role of the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture in 

determining agriculture policy in Montana and to assess the 

effectiveness of the Governor^ Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture to represent the agriculture industry in Montana. 

General Information 

State-Wide Membership 

The state-wide membership of each individual respon¬ 

dent's organization varied from 0 to over 500 members. 

These data appear in Table 2. 

As it can be noted, thirty-three respondents belong to 

or represent an organization with over 500 members, fifteen 

with 0-100 members, eight with 100-200 members, six with 

300-400 members, four with 200-300 members and three with 

400-500 members, respectively. 
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Table 2* Membership of Study Population 

Study Population 
0- 
100 

100- 
200 

200- 
300 

300- 
400 

400- 
500 

500+ 

Farm Organizations & 

Commodity Groups 2 2 2 4 1 15 

Organizations/Asso- 

ciations 5 1 1 1 2 4 

M.S.U. Department Heads 2 1 1 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 1 1 1 

Montana media na 

Agricultural Media 1 2 

Montana Executive Branch 1 2 1 7 

Congressional Delegation na 

Senate Agriculture Com- 

mittee 2 

House Agriculture Com- 

mittee 2 1 3 

Total 15 8 4 6 3 33 

Unity or Pledge of Cooperation 

In order to determine if there was a planned effort 

to provide for unity between farm organizations and com¬ 

modity groups the following question was asked regarding 

a unity pledge: "Does the agriculture organization which 

you represent have a unity or a pledge of cooperation 
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with other farm organizations plank in its by-laws, con¬ 

stitution or resolutions?" The response to this question 

appears in Table 3. 

Table 3. Survey Population Reporting a Unity Pledge of 

Cooperation in By-Laws, Constitution or Resolution 

Survey Population 

Farm Organizations & 

Commodity Groups 

Organizations/Asso¬ 

ciations 

M.S.U. Department Heads 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 

Montana Media 

Agricultural Media 

Montana Executive Branch 

Congressional Delegation 

Senate Agriculture Committee 

House Agriculture Committee 

Total 

Yes No 

14 12 

6 

2 

1 

0 

3 

2 

na 

9 

3 

1 

1 

0 

4 

na 

1 1 

3 2 

Total 

26 

15 

5 

2 

2 

3 

na 

2 

5 

65 

The data in Table 3 reveal that of the 65 respondents, 

32 have a unity resolution in their organizations and 33 

do not. It should be noted, however, the opinionnaire was 

answered by respondents in all categories within the 
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population and not just agriculturally-oriented organiza¬ 

tions. 

Harmonious Relationships Between Farm Organizations 

This part reports the perceptions of study population 

on the statement of harmony between the several organiza¬ 

tions studied. The objective was: "To determine if there 

is a harmonious relationship between farm organizations as 

a result of the establishment of the Governor's Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture." 

These data can be used to examine the perception of 

the study population in meeting the first objective of the 

study. 

Data in Table 4 indicates the perception of the study 

population regarding whether or not a harmonious relation¬ 

ship exists between farm organizations as a result of the 

establishment of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture in response to statements 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 11, 15, 

19, 24, 25, 27, 30 and 31. 

In order to determine if farm organizations worked 

together prior to the time the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

was formed, the statement was used: "In 1971, Montana's 

farm organizations and commodity groups worked 
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cooperatively with each other." It can be noted the aggre¬ 

gate mean score for all respondents was 2, which indicates 

the study population mildly disagreed with the statement. 

Montana State University Department Heads, U.S.D.A. Agency 

Heads and the Montana Executive Branch noted less coopera¬ 

tion than the mean score by rating, 1.4, 1.8 and 1.9, re¬ 

spectively. The organizations and associations, Montana 

Media, Agriculture Media, Senate Agriculture Committee and 

House Agriculture Committee responded above the mean with 

1, 2.4, 4, 2.2, 2.6, and 2.1, respectively, (see Table 4, 

statement 1). 
✓ 

To determine if the existing condition had changed 

since 1971 a second statement was made, "Since 1971 to 

the present time, Montana's farm organizations and com¬ 

modity groups have maintained a harmonious relationship 

as a result of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture." As indicated in Table 4, the aggregate mean score 

for all respondents in the study population was 3.3. All 

groups within the study population agreed there is a more 

harmonious relationship as a result of the Governors Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture except the Department Heads 

within the Executive Branch of government. The mean scores 

were Farm Organizations 3.2, organizations/associations 3.4, 
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Montana State University Department Heads 3.1, U.S.D.A. 

Agency Heads 3, Montana Media 4, Agriculture Media 3.3, 

Montana Executive Branch 2.8, Senate Agriculture Committee 

4, and House Agriculture Committee 3. The Montana Execu- ' 

tive Branch indicated the lowest rating as a 2.8 (see 

Table 4, Statement 2). 

To determine if respondents perceived the Governor's 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture as a forerunner to the 

newly-formed agriculture coalition, the statement was posed 

"The Montana Coalition on Agricultue formed prior to the 

1978-1979 legislative session was a direct result of the 

interaction at the Governorr s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture." An aggregate mean score of 3.1 for all respondents 

within the study population is noted in Table 4. The mean 

rating of each individual category within the study pop¬ 

ulation indicates all groups agree the Montana Coalition on 

Agriculture is a direct result of the interaction at the 

Governor *s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture except the 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads who responded with a mean score of 

2.2. Farm Organizations, organizations/associations, 

Montana State University Department Heads, Montana Media, ’ 

Agriculture Media, Montana Executive Branch,.Senate Agri¬ 

culture Committee and House Agriculture Committee members 
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had mean scores of 3.2, 3,3, 3.1, 5, 3.2,4.1, 3.2 and 

3.4, respectively. It should be noted the individuals 

attending the Ad-Hoc meetings such as the Farm Organizations 

and agriculture related or agri-business organizations/ 

associations, on a regular bi-monthly basis may be more 

cognizant of the interaction than those organizations or 

representatives who are not members of the Governor1s Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture, as was the case for U.S.D.A. 

agencies (see Table 4, Statement 3). 

In order to determine if the farm organizations are 

cooperating more now than in 1971 the following statement 

was used: "There is greater cooperation among Montana’s 

farm organizations and commodity groups in 1980 than there 

was in 1971." The aggregate mean score for all respondents 

in the study population was 4.3 which approached the point 

on the scale indicative of strong agreement. Organizations 

exceeding or equaling the aggregate mean score were Farm 

Organizations 4.3, Montana State University Department Heads 

4.3, Montana Media 5, Agriculture Media 4.4, Montana Execu¬ 

tive Branch 4.3, Senate Agriculture Committee 4.8, and 

House Agriculture Committee 4.4. Rating the statement 

below the aggregate group mean were organizations/associa¬ 

tions 4.2, and U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 3.8. The Montana 
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Media rated this statement with a 5 indicating that they 

strongly agreed with this statement (see Table 4, Statement 

4) • 

To determine if there is a pipeline between farm 

organizations the statement was given, "The Governor's Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture encourages an informal com¬ 

munication network between Montana*s farm organizations and 

commodity groups*" The aggregate mean score for all res¬ 

pondents in the study population was a 4 which meant they 

agreed with the statement. Three groups had a mean score 

lower than the aggregate mean; they were U.S.D.A, Agency 

Heads 3*7, Agriculture Media 3,9, and House Agriculture 

Media 3.6, Rating or ranking above or the same as the 

aggregate mean were Farm Organizations, organizations/asso¬ 

ciations, Montana State University Department Heads, 

Montana Media, Montana Executive Branch, Congressional 

Delegation and Senate Agriculture Committees with mean 

scores of 4.0, 4.2, 4.4, 4.0, 4.0, 4.0, and 4.2, respec¬ 

tively. The Congressional Delegation strongly agreed with 

the statement with a mean score rating of 5 (see Table 4, 

Statement 10). 

In order to determine if there was- informal communica¬ 

tion between Montana *s.agriculture sector and the 
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Governor’s office, it was stated, "The Governor's Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture facilitates an informal communica¬ 

tion network between Montana farm organizations and com¬ 

modity groups and the Governor's office," The aggregate 

score for all respondents of the study population was 3.9 

which meant they agreed with the statement. Individual 

groups with a mean score less than the aggregate mean score 

of the population were U.S.D.A, Agency Heads with a mean 

score of 3.2. Farm Organizations 4.3, organizations/asso¬ 

ciations 3.9, Montana State University Department Heads 

4.2, Montana Media 4.0, Agriculture Media 4.3, Montana 

Executive Branch 4.4, Congressional Delegation 5, Senate 

Agriculture Committee 4.0, and House Agriculture Committee 

4.2, had mean scores above or the same as the aggregate 

mean score for the statement. The Congressional Delega¬ 

tion strongly agreed with a mean score of 5 to the state¬ 

ment, CSee Table 4, Statement 11). 

To determine if the Agriculture Coalition and the 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee have similar objectives, the 

statement was made: "The purpose and objectives of the 

farm coalition complement the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture." Respondents in the study population 

agree the purpose and objectives of the farm coalition 
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complement the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

with an aggregate mean score of 3.7. Organizations/asso¬ 

ciations, Montana State University Department Heads, 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads and Agriculture Media had mean scores 

below the aggregate mean. They were 3.2, 3.4, 3.6, and 

3.5, respectively. Mean scores above the aggregate mean 

were Farm Organizations 3.9, Montana Media 5, Montana 

Executive Branch 4.2, Senate Agriculture Committee 4.4 and 

House xAgriculture Committee 4.1, (see Table 4, Statement 

15) . 

To ascertain whether or not there is a need for both 

the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee and the coalition, it was 

stated, "There is need for both the Governor's Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee on Agriculture and the Agriculture Coalition 

because of their different goals and objectives," The ag¬ 

gregate mean score of all respondents in the study popula¬ 

tion was 4, or that they agree. Individual mean scores 

equal to or greater than were Farm Organizations, Montana 

State University Department Heads, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads, 

Montana Media, Agriculture Media, and Senate Agriculture 

Committee with mean scores of 4.2, 4.2, 4.5, 4.2 and 4.8, 

respectively. Groups who reported scores less than the 

aggregate mean score were organizations/associations 3.5, 
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Montana Executive Branch 3.5 and House Agriculture Com¬ 

mittee 3.7. Montana Media strongly agreed as indicated 

by a mean score of 5 that they feel there is need for both 

the agriculture coalition and the Governor*s Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee suggested by the membership of individual farm or¬ 

ganizations and commodity groups," Farm Organizations and 

organizations/associations admit they help suggest agenda 

items, they responded with an aggregate mean score of 3.7 

and 2.9 respectively. (See Table 4, Statement 27), 

In determining if controversial issues should be 

discussed and voted upon the researcher stated, "Controver¬ 

sial issues should be discussed and voted upon to get a 

consensus of public opinion at the Governor's Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee meetings." Farm Organizations and organizations/ 

associations disagreed that controversial issues should be 

discussed and voted upon at Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture meetings with an aggregate mean score of 2.9. 

The researcher wishes to note that the results of the 

statement could have been different if two questions had 

been asked rather than one. (See Table 4, Statement 30). 

To determine attendance and participation in the 

activities of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture the researcher stated, "The Farm Organizations and 
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Commodity Groups to which I belong attend 50 percent or 

more of the Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

(See Table 4, Statement 19). 

The Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee members were asked 

to react to the following statement: "The farm organiza¬ 

tions and commodity group to which I belong consult on a 

regular basis with fellow farm organizations and commodity 

groups." Farm organizations and organizations and asso¬ 

ciations agree only slightly with an aggregate mean score 

of 3.3 that their organization consults on a regular basis. 

Farm Organizations had a mean score of 3,1 and organiza¬ 

tions/associations had a mean of 3.8. (See Table 4, State¬ 

ment 24) . 

To determine if the farm organizations attend meetings 

regularly, the statement, ’’The farm organization or com¬ 

modity group to which I belong attends the Governor * s Ad- 

Hoc Committee meetings on a regular basis" was posed. The 

aggregate mean score for all respondents within the study 

population was 3,9. Farm Organizations and organizations/ 

associations had a mean score of 4 and 3.9, respectively. 

(See Table 4, Statement 25). 

In order to determine if the Governor*s Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee chairman lets the membership help in the preparation 
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of agenda items, the statement was made, ’’The agenda for 

the Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is sug¬ 

gested by the membership of individual farm organizations 

and commodity groups." Farm Organizations and organiza¬ 

tions/associations admit they help suggest agenda items, 

they responded with an aggregate mean score of 3.7 and 2,9 

respectively. (See Table 4, Statement 27), 

In determining if controversial issues should be dis¬ 

cussed and voted upon the researcher stated, "Controversial 

issues should be discussed and voted upon to get a consen¬ 

sus of public opinion at the Governorfs Ad-Hoc Committee 

meetings." Farm Organizations and organizations/associa¬ 

tions disagreed that controversial issues should be dis¬ 

cussed and voted upon at Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture meetings with an aggregate mean score of 2,9. 

The researcher wishes to note that the results of the 

statement could have been different if two questions had 

been asked rather than one. (See Table 4, Statement 30). 

To determine attendance and participation in the 

activities of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture the researcher stated, "The Farm Organizations and 

Commodity Groups to which I belong attend 50 percent or 

more of the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 



55 

Ht/5 
<os 
J U4 

D.U 
oz 

a a 
=DZ 

W 
to 

U, Di 
o w 

3: 
too: 
z< 
O u. 

H< 
&,z 
w < 
U {- 
osz 
w o 
&-2: 

C V) 
nj 
bo< 

u o 
•H V* 
P 3 • 
W4-* CTJ 
< -H C 

3 « 
C U -M 
o c 

>-« o 
O OOS 
03 (0 
4-» C 
4-i *r4 
•H O 
e ^ v> 
e *-» 
o e in 
U 3*^ 

*- X 
U O 43 
0 '+* 
K . X 
1 u u 

*0 ‘H **H 
< 

^ 3t 
v> 3 
- D- in 

4> m 
>- 4) £ 
<« > O 

C 4) 4> 
tfl 4) > ** 
4-» > O 3 
C •'H U 4-* 
O 4-» *-H 
X 4> 3 

O -C U 
♦-» CL4-* 
tn D- v* 
O 3 ^ W 
2 m o< 

o) e 
-c o 

u 

V- 4> 
03 m 4-* 
> - CTJ 
0^3 
U O O' 

C 4) 
<n v- 'U 
tn a> aj 
4) > 
»-< o in 

CU t3 *H 

in 43 
43 43 T3 
»- 4J QJ 
p.4-» in 

O * 43 
x) <n x: 

m < en o 
• c H5 
C m 43 
o - ^ l* 
U ^ 43 

o o m 
XJ c e»^ 
c 
cQ 4) 43 <n 

> J- 3 
in O 3 in 
- O 4J c 
O f-H 43 
u 43 3 <n 
ax: u c 
43 V* U 

4-» OO 
«fl «< rt 

43 3 
43 in 
4-» m 
4-» -H 
•H 
e x 
e 43 ‘ 
o ^ 

»-« 3 tJO 
o o 
cx: 43 
C m x: 
03 4-* 
> 43 
O ^ 43 
0 3 3- 

4-* O 

•^4 O <0 
V» V* C 
G04J CTJ 
< C 4J 

o c 
coo 
O S 

c 
43 O OO 
4) C 

6 3-4) 
e O^M 
OX^-I 
U 4-* OS 

3 
U 03 in 
O 43 
xx: 3 

• 4^ in 
X3 ‘H in 
< ^ -H 

in m X 
-.XU 
JM Cd *r4 • 
O 43 ^-l 43 
c a o >- 
*- in a 3 
43 4-» 
> 4) r-l rH 
O »- «0 3 
U 3 -r-l O 

4-* in .^4 
43 t-i M ^ 
x: 3 43 00 
H U > M 

- f- 
I- rt 
O 43 
C i-H 
^ o 

•^6X3 
wee 
u o cd 
43 U 

x: >- 
O 43 
c e 
cd 3 
M m m 

c - 
’0 0 3- 
C U O • 
cd C 43 

43 >- 3- 
3- X 43 3 
43 4-* > ♦-* 
E O f~l 
3- U- CJ3 3 
cd O U 

43 *«H 
in > 3- 

m 43 'H DO 
- >sW< 
cd 43 U 
c id C 
cd 4) o 
4- » X C 
C 4-* cd 4) 
O 43 

O XJ 4-» 6 
43 fc 

43 > 3 O 
DO O <n CJ 
«d *- 43 
E a *- U 
•t-« E O 

cd X 
4) i 

CM 
C^4 } 



T
A
B
L
E
 
5 

C
o
n
t
i
n
u
e
d
 

56 

e i> 
02: 
X 

c > 
<0 *»H 

c 
C 3 

-e «/> efl 
60< 

> <u e 
o >- 0 
U 3 E 

O «-* rH 
X 3 «9 
4-» U »-• 

tH a> 
+> 1- c «3 M OJ 
< M 

T3 
4) C W. 
COD 

o 

CEO 
O E *■> 
••H o « 

<J C 
rt 
E O E 
*-•00 
O X in 
^ » in 
C *0 
<*3 

' tn 
00 

w c 
(Q 

4-» U 
T3 O 3 
OOO 
w E 
in l+-i 
3 O O 
O O 
in w cu 

4-» -H 
*3 

E in 
in E M 
OOO 
3 CJ 
in E 

O - ^ • 
»- c 

m o *3 o 
♦J C o -H 
PH 4-» 4-* 
3 o ^ ca 
m > o w 
O O CL—4 

o c 
u « 

o o 
iss.: 

00 

3 • 
o 4-> Li 
X c o 
m o M 

*3 3 
o 'fi in 
O tn aj 
•MOO 
M L. L. 

•M CLM 

CJ -c c 
MM • 

U -rH O Cu 
o J L- 
x ux: 
«ooin 
*3 L> <n 
<3 O 
M -XJ 

m o M E 
- 3 C O 
Li L. o E 
O M *3 
C in ^ *3 
Li th O 
O r-1 O M 
> 3 >- O 
o E a-** 
O L. M 

O O M 
O<M o m 
x: o 
H rt > M 

O U JD 
0 0 3 
M Li M 
M m 
•|H *3 o 
EC 
E 3 *3 
O C • CJ 0, 3 m 
O M 

u o m C 
0 MS 2 O 
X 3 E 
1 *3 «-4 O 
*3 f*H I Li 
< 3 >N-M 

O JD 3 
m ,c o' 
• moo 
Li > LI 
0 0 3 
c L x; CL 
L* 3 -M 
O M #43 
> «-i in m 
O 3 O Li 
C3 O M o 

•H 3 X5 
O Li C E 
X O 
H*< E E 



T
A
3
L
E
 
5 
C
o
n
t
i
n
u
e
d
 

57 

oo n 
v o 
^2: 

rt C 
C O 
o »H 
•H 4J 
tn 
t/i bo 0) a> 

V u 
x c 
w co 

►O rH JNI 



58 

meetings." Farm Organizations and commodity groups agree 

quite strongly their organizations attend over 50 percent 

of the meetings of the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee with 

an aggregate mean score of 4.4. Mean scores were Farm Or¬ 

ganizations 4.4 and organizations/associations 4.6.(See 

Table 4, Statement 31). 

Speaking for Montana Farmers and Ranchers 

This part of the study reports the perceptions of the 

study population on the statement of who speaks for 

Montana farmers and ranchers. The objective, "To determine 

if the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a 

reputation in Montana for speaking on behalf of and for 

Montana farmers and ranchers on controversial policy 

issues", was made to ascertain ratings from respondents. 

The data collected were used to examine the percep¬ 

tion of the study population in meeting the second objec¬ 

tive of the study. 

The data in Table 5.indicate the perception of the 

study population as to whether or not the Governor * s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture speaks for Montana farmers and 

ranchers in response to statements 5, 8, 9, 17, 18, 20, 

21, 22, 23, 26, 28 and 29. 
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To determine if the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture is the only forum for agriculture the state¬ 

ment was made, "The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture is the only public forum for agriculture and agri¬ 

business which exists in Montana." The aggregate mean 

score for all respondents in the study population was 3. 

Categories of the study population who rated the statement 

below the aggregate mean score were Farm Organizations 2.9, 

Montana State University Department Heads 2.8, U.S.D.A. 

Agency Heads 2.5, and Montana Executive Branch 2,9, who did 

not agree that the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture is the only public forum for agriculture. Organiza¬ 

tions/associations 3.2, Montana Media 3, Agriculture Media 

3, Senate Agriculture Committee 3, and House Agriculture 

Committee 3.1, indicate they agree with the statement. 

(See Table 5, Statement 5}. 

To determine if the rank and file of farmers and 

ranchers support the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture, the researcher stated, "Most Montana Agriculture 

producers are supportive of the goals and objectives of 

the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture." The 

aggregate mean score for all respondents in the study 

population was 3.6 to the statement which indicates 
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agreement. The only two groups whose mean scores fall 

below the aggregate mean scores are the organizations/ 

associations 3.4 and U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 3.3. Organi¬ 

zations whose mean scores equaled or were greater than the 

aggregate mean scores are Farm Organizations 3.6, Montana 

State University Department Heads 3,8, Montana Media 5, 

Agriculture Media 4, Montana Executive Branch 3.8, Senate 

Agriculture Committee 3,8 and House Agriculture Committee 

3.6, indicating agriculture producer support for the goals 

of the Ad-Hoc Committee, Montana Media strongly agreed 

that the Montana agriculture producers are supportive of 

the goals and objectives of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture. CSee Table 5, Statement 8). 

To determine if the publicity regarding the Governor*s 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is noteworthy, the 

following statement was used: "Press coverage of the meet¬ 

ings of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is 

adequate." The aggregate mean score for all respondents 

was that the study population was 2.8 which indicates they 

disagree as to the adequacy of press coverage of the Ad- 

Hoc meetings. The Agriculture Media and Senate Agriculture 

Committee mean scores were below the aggregate mean score 

with a 2.5 and a 2.2, respectively. Organizations 3.1, 
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Montana State University Department Heads 2.9, U.S.D.A. 

Agency Heads 3, Montana Media 3, Montana Executive Branch 

2.-9, Congressional Delegation 4, and House Agriculture 

Committee 2.9, indicated mean scores equal to or greater 

than the aggregate mean score. Organizations/associations 

and Montana's Congressional Delegation were the only two 

groups who agreed press coverage was adequate. The state¬ 

ment caused several respondents to make suggestions for 

improving the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

press coverage of the meetings and other activities of the 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture, These comments 

are reported in Chapter III, (See Table 5, Statement 9). 

To determine if discussion on both sides of an issue 

is presented until agreement is reached, the researcher 

stated, "The pro's and con's of issues presented at the 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture meetings is dis¬ 

cussed until a consensus is reached." The aggregate mean 

score of 2.8 indicates the respondents disagree with the 

statement that the pro's and con's of issues are presented 

at the Governor's Ad-Hoc meetings until a consensus is 

reached. Farm Organizations, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads, 

Agriculture Media and Senate Agriculture Committee ranked 

their opinion below the aggregate mean with an individual 
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mean of 2.7, 2.2, 2.6, and 2.6, respectively. Categories 

with a higher individual mean score than the aggregate are 

organizations/associations 2.9, Montana State University 

Department Heads 3, Montana Media 4, Montana Executive 

Branch 2.9, Congressional Delegation 3, and Senate Agri¬ 

culture Committee 3. (See Table 5, Statement 17). 

In order to determine if votes should be taken, a 

statement was made. "The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture should vote on key issues brought before the 

group. The aggregate mean score for all respondents in the 

study population was 3.6 which indicates the respondents 

agree votes should be taken on key issues brought before 

the Ad-Hoc Committee. Organizations agreeing to a lesser 

extent were Farm Organizations with a mean score of 3.3, 

and Montana Executive Branch with a mean of 3.3. Respon¬ 

dents with a mean score equal to or greater than the ag¬ 

gregate mean score were organizations/associations 4, 

Montana State University Department Heads 4, Montana’ Media 

4, Agriculture Media 3.6, Senate Agriculture Committee 4.4, 

and House Agriculture Committee 3.8. U.S.D,A. Agency Heads 

with a mean score of 2.3 disagreed regarding voting on key 

issues. (See Table 5, Statement 13). 

To determine if the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 
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Agriculture speaks from a position of power, the state¬ 

ment was presented, "The Governors Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture speaks with authority on controversial policy 

issues affecting Montana Agriculture." The aggregate mean 

score of 2.9 indicates the respondents in the study popu¬ 

lation disagree that the Governor*s Ad-Hoc Committee speaks 

with authority on controversial policy issues affecting 

Montana's agriculture. Disagreeing with the statement 

were Farm Organizations 2.7, organizations/association 2.8, 

Montana State University Department Heads 2.7, U.S.D.A. 

Agency Heads 2.6, Montana Executive Branch 2.9 and House 

Agriculture Committee 2.9. Montana Media 4, Agriculture 

Media 3.3, and Senate Agriculture Committee 3.2, agree that 

the committee speaks with authority on controversial policy 

issues. (See Table 5, Statement 20). 

In order to determine if the goals of the Governor’s 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture are understood the state¬ 

ment was made, "The objectives and goals of the Governor’s 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture are clearly defined and 

understood." With an aggregate mean score of 2.7 from all 

respondents in the study population, it means they disagree 

as to an understanding of the objectives. Individual 

groups disagreeing with the statement were Farm 
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Organizations 2.6, organizations/associations 2.6, Montana 

State University Department Heads 2.1, Montana Executive 

Branch 2.8, Senate Agriculture Committee 2.8, and House 

Agriculture Committee 2.8, The only group agreeing that 

the goals are clearly defined and understood was Agri¬ 

culture Media. CSee Table 5, Statement 21). 

In order to determine how the consumer eyes agricul¬ 

ture f the following statement was made: "The image of 

Montana farmers and ranchers is improved in the eyes of 

the consumer as a result of an active Governor^ Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture." Respondents in the study popu¬ 

lation agreed the image has been improved as a result of 

the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture with an 

aggregate mean score of 3.4. Organizations/associations 

and Montana State University Department Heads disagreed 

with the statement with mean scores of 2.9 and 2.8, re¬ 

spectively. In agreement were Farm Organizations, (x = 3) 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads (x = 3.5), Montana Executive Branch 

(x = 3.5), Senate Agriculture Committee (x = 3.4), and 

House Agriculture Committee (x = 3.4). (See Table 5, State 

ment 22). 

To determine how information from the Governor's Ad- 

Hoc Committee is utilized, the following statements were 
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presented, "information obtained at the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 
» 

Committee on Agriculture is disseminated to our general 

membership." The aggregate mean score of the respondents 

to this statement in the study population was 3. Individ¬ 

ual groups who equaled or exceeded the aggregate mean score 

were Farm Organizations 3, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 3.5, 

Montana Executive Branch 3.7, Congressional Delegation 5, 

and House Agriculture Committee 3.3. These groups all 

agreed with the statement. In disagreement were organiza¬ 

tions/associations 2,9, Montana State University Department 

Heads 2.3Agriculture Media 2.5, and Senate Agriculture 

Committee, 2.8. The Congressional Delegation strongly 

agreed that information is being disseminated to general 

memberships. (See Table 5, Statement 23). 

To determine within the Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee 

if results are reported, this statement was posed: "The 

results of key issues discussed at the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee meetings is reported to the membership of our 

organization," The aggregate mean score for Farm Organi¬ 

zations and commodity groups and organizations/associations 

was 3.5, which indicates agreement with the statement. The 

individual mean scores for Farm Organizations was 3.7 and 
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organizations/associations was 3.2. (See Table 5, State¬ 

ment 26) . 

To determine if the Governor^ Ad Hoc Committee should 

be structured, this statement was posed: "The Governor's 

Ad-Hoc Committee should be a formal structure with a presi¬ 

dent, vice-president, secretary~treasurer and restricted 

membership," With a mean score of 1,75, Farm Organizations 

and Commodity Groups and organizations/associations dis¬ 

agree that there should be a formal structure. Farm Organ¬ 

izations had a mean score of 1,8 and organizations/asso¬ 

ciations 1,7, 

To determine if minutes should be kept, whether or not 

the organization should be formal, and whether or not to 

restrict the membership, the statement was posed, "The 

Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture should keep and 

record minutes, have by-laws and establish membership 

requirements." The aggregate mean score of 2,5 indicates 

disagreement with the Farm Organizations and organizations/ 

associations on whether minutes should be kept and member¬ 

ship restricted. Farm Organizations and organizations/ 

associations had a mean score of 2.0 and 2,1, respectively. 
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Sounding Board for Agriculture 

This part reports the perceptions of the study popu¬ 

lation on the statement of a sounding board for agriculture 

The objective was, "To determine if the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture acts as a sounding board for the 

executive branch, legislative branch, department heads and 

Montana Congressional delegation,” 

The data presented will be used to examine the percep¬ 

tions of the study population in meeting objective three of 

the study. 

The data in Table 6 indicate the perceptions of the 

study population as to whether or not the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture acts as a sounding board for agri¬ 

culture in response to Statements 6, 7, 12, 13, 14, 16,and 

32. 

To determine if the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee dis¬ 

cusses difficult issues the statement was posed: "Montana 

Farm Organizations and Commodity Groups submit controver¬ 

sial issues to the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture for discussion and debate." The aggregate score of 

the respondents in the study population was 3.5, indicating 

agreement with the statement. Respondents below the 

aggregate mean were Montana State University Department 
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Heads 3.3, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads 3.0, Montana Executive 

Branch 3.1 and Senate Agriculture Committee 3.3. Equal 

to or above the aggregate mean score were Farm Organiza¬ 

tions with a mean rating of 3.7, organizations/associations 

3.8, Montana Media 4, Agriculture Media 3.9, and House 

Agriculture Committee 4.1. CSee Table 6, Statement 6). 

In determining the reputation of the Governor’s Ad- 

Hoc Committee with farmers, the following statement was 

posed: ’’The Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has 

a reputation in Montana for speaking on behalf of and for 

Montana's farmers, ranchers and agri-business. The aggre¬ 

gate mean score of respondents in the study population was 

3.6, indicating that they agreed. Groups below the aggre¬ 

gate mean score were Farm Organizations, Montana State 

University Department Heads and U.S.D.A. Agency Heads with 

mean scores of 3.4, and 3.2, respectively. Equal to or 

above the aggregate mean score were organizations/associa¬ 

tions 3.6, Montana Media 4, Agriculture Media 3.7, Montana 

Executive Branch 4.3, Senate Agriculture Committee 4, and 

House Agriculture Committee 3.7. (See Table 6, Statement 

7K 

In determining the knowledge of the Governor’s Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture of the functions of Montana 
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State University, the statement posed was: The Governor’s 

Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a good understanding of 

the responsibilities which Montana State University was 

charged with in serving the agriculture community.” The 

aggregate mean score of all respondents in the study popu¬ 

lation was 3.3. Organizations scoring their responses be¬ 

low the aggregate mean score were Montana State University 

Department Heads, U,S,D,A, Agency Heads, and House Agri¬ 

culture Committee with mean scores of 2.4, 3.2, and 3,1, 

respectively. Groups with mean score above the aggregate 

mean were Farm Organizations 3,4, organizations/associa¬ 

tions 3,4, Montana Media 5, Agriculture Media 3.9, and 

Montana Executive Branch 3.6. It should be noted a mean 

score of 3.3 is only slightly on the agree side and the 

mean score of 2.4 perceived by Montana State University 

Department Heads of Agriculture understanding of Montana 

State University indicates clearly they disagree with this 

question. (See Table 6, Statement 12). 

To determine if the agriculture community knows the 

importance of Montana State University, the statement was 

posed: "The Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

has a good understanding of the contribution Montana State 

University makes to the agriculture community in Montana. 
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The aggregate mean score of the respondents in the study 

population was 3.5 or in agreement as to the understanding 

of Montana State University contributions. Above or equal 

to the aggregate mean score were Farm Organizations 3.5, 

Montana Media 5, Agriculture Media 3.7, Montana Executive 

Branch 3.8, Senate Agriculture Committee 3.8, and House 

Agriculture Committee 3.6, Rating responses below the 

aggregate mean were organizations/associations, Montana 

State University Department Heads and U.S.D.A. Agency 

Heads with mean scores of 2,6, and 3,3, respectively. The 

Montana State University Department Heads reported a mean 

score of 2.6, thus, disagreeing with the statement that the 

agriculture community understands the role of Montana State 

University's contribution to agriculture. (See Table 6, 

Statement 13). 

To determine if the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture is a forum the statement was posed: The 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is a forum for 

sounding out proposals, new legislation, distribution of 

new ideas, concepts, and information to the agriculture 

community." The aggregate mean score of the respondents 

is 3.9 for all groups v/ithin the study population. Re¬ 

porting values below the mean score were Montana State 
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University Department Heads, U.S.D.A. Agency Heads and 

House Agriculture Committee members with a 3.5, 3.5, and 

3.7 mean score, respectively. Above the aggregate mean 

score or equal with the aggregate mean were Farm Organiza¬ 

tions 4, organizations/associations 3.9, Montana Media 5, 

Agriculture Media 3.9, Montana Executive Branch 4.3, Con¬ 

gressional Delegation 5, and Senate Agriculture Committee 

4.2. Congressional Delegation and Montana Media strongly 

agreed with a mean score of 5, (See Table 6f Statement 14). 

To determine if legislators use the Governor^ Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture as a trial balloon for new legis¬ 

lation, the following statement was posed: "Montana legis¬ 

lators present proposed legislation to the Governor's Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture for appraisal, comments and 

suggestions." The aggregate mean score was 2.5, which in¬ 

dicates the study population disagrees with the statement. 

U.S.D.A. Agency Heads had a mean score of 2.4, which is 

below the aggregate mean score. Organizations with scores 

of 2.5 or better were Farm Organizations, organizations/ 

associations, Montana State University Department Heads, 

U.S.D.A Agency Heads, Montana Media, Agriculture Media, 

Montana Executive Branch, Senate Agriculture Committee and 

House Agriculture Committee with mean scores of 2.6, 2.9, 
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2.5, 3, 3.1, 2.9, 2.8, and 3, respectively. It should be 

noted all mean scores are in disagreement with the state¬ 

ment. (See Table 6, Statement 16). 

To determine if the Governor^ office asks for advice 

and counsel of the farm organizations, the researcher posed 

the statement: "The farm organizations and commodity 

groups to which I belong are consulted by the Governor's 

office on issues affecting Montana’s agriculture," The 

mean score of Farm Organizations and organizations/asso¬ 

ciations was 3.3. The mean score of Farm Organizations and 

organizations/associations individually was 3.3, and 3.3, 

respectively. 

Suggestions for Improving the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee 

on Agriculture 

This section contains an edited selection of sugges¬ 

tions by respondents. The researcher categorized and 

analyzed the information presented here. These comments 

are intended solely as additonal items which may be of 

interest to readers. 

—I have been president for about a year now and was 
never invited to an Ad’-Hoc Committee meeting until 
last month when I was out of state and could not 
attend. Consequently, I am not at all qualified to 
answer this questionnaire, the president two and 
three years ago attended the Ad-Hoc Committee meetings 
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and was very impressed with the work of the committee. 
He reported committee meetings to our board of direc¬ 
tors. 

—Perhaps hold a few meetings around the state for con¬ 
venience of some persons,attending and to promote 
greater public awareness of the committee. 

think there should be a better link of information 
between groups that participate in the Ad-Hoc Com¬ 
mittee. There should be a steering committee repre¬ 
senting different sectors of agriculture (production/ 
marketing, education and legislative) to plan for 
issues that are coming up or should be introduced to 
our legislators. For an example the funding of experi¬ 
ment stations and vocational education. 

1, Minutes of every meeting should be kept and dis¬ 
tributed to committee members and participants. 

2, Agenda might be developed on a more formal basis 
or consultive basis, 

3, Controversial issues may be better handled by 
asking in meeting notice that each organization come 
prepared to give an official position, 

--'I think keeping minutes would be a good idea. 

—The Ad-Hoc Group is a good forum for discussion and 
update. There seems to be some who think the so-called 
coalition was new to the 1979 session. I am at the 
capitol daily and have no problem conferring with other 
farm groups. 

T—A little more leaning toward a decision making, 
action taking body and a little less of the open 
forum for discussion and meditation. This should 
be done steadily and subtly until the new posture is 
natural and comfortable for the diverse organizations— 
a sudden insistence would not work, but the need should 
not be ignored nor avoided. More emphasis on regular 
attendance by all the organizations belonging and 
others which should belong: a higher profile in the 
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executive and legislative branches; emphasis on gain¬ 
ing broader and higher level media coverage. That's 
all intended to be constructive—I'm extremely im¬ 
pressed by the sendoff Ad-Hoc was given and have had 
the pleasure over the years of representing three 
different groups at the table at different times. 

—Needs strong leadership and direction. 

—I have always felt that the Ad-Hoc Committee on 
Agriculture could and should be more effective, 
they seem to hesitate in even passing simple resolu¬ 
tions. I've asked the reason and have been told 
various things, such as, the by-laws do not allow 
action—I've never seen the by-laws. The Executive 
Board sets policy, and in three years, I have never 
known what the policy is, I've enjoyed serving and 
recognize the need for a continued rapport with the 
other organizations and representatives. 

I also commend the Governor for his commitment 
and association with the Ad-Hoc Committee, but my 
personal ideas of what the Ad-Hoc Committee could 
accomplish, and what it actually does accomplish 
are two different things, 

-^This is my first year on the Ad-Hoc Committee, 
however I have filled in for our president a few 
times in the past. 

Our policy is developed once a year by the 
membership, and as a result we cannot support a 
vote for policies not supported by our membership. 
In view of this I appreciate informal structure and 
discussion of the Ad-Hoc Committee. 

—I find it very hard to intelligently rate the 
questions. Being in contact with many individuals 
I question that they even know of an Ad-Hoc Committee 
I do know that many individuals want to have a say 
or to speak for them regarding their interests and 
future. 
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—Circulation of an agenda, questionnaire in advance 
of each meeting to ascertain desired topics for 
the agenda. 

Alternate location of the meeting around the 
state to make it more accessible for people to 
attend. 

—Adhere to set meeting schedule with definite dates. 

Periodically rotate agenda so items normally 
discussed in the afternoon are scheduled for discus¬ 
sion in a.m, 

-"It is my opinion that this has been a most worth¬ 
while committee and forum and that the various leader 
ship up to now provided to it from the Governor's 
Office has been excellent. 

—Political coalition at state level is effective. 
Farm economic policy is set in Washington, Trend 
here is strong commodity groups, 

Ag research many areas including alternate crops and 
methods. Effective communications. 

For smaller producer marketing and transportation and 
energy is critical. 

Competitive exports at a profit is basic. 

Smaller producer needs power base in marketing, 

Montana needs to add-value to its resources through 
agri-business*—that provides tax base, jobs and 
per capita income to Montana citizens. 

—I regret I am not informed on this subject enough 
to answer your questionnaire. 

—Should encourage and assist individual organic 
farming and gardening, i.e. food production, farmers 
market etc. Has not done this. 
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Read Wendell Berger, "The Culture of Agriculture - 
The Unsettling of America." 

—I*m afraid I can’t be of much help to you on your 
questionnaire on the Ad-Hoc Committee, as I have 
very little to do with it. 

But I am very much interested in your project and 
would appreciate the results when you’re finished. 

—I was not sure how some questions should have been 
answered. From my standpoint, I think we could have 
done a better job of covering activities, not only 
of the Ad-Hoc Committee but the Agriculture Coalition 
as well. 

—Think it could improve publicity to the point where 
it was about 1974, Don’t ever let it become dominated 
by bureaucrats idealogies - which is why you don’t 
need caucuses always. Keep it in Governor’s office to 
avoid politics between Governor and Lt. Governor. 

—Many of the questions, I feel cannot be properly 
assessed as I am not familiar with the actual "re¬ 
sults" of the Ad-Hoc Committee. I can only surmise. 

—I have not been able to attend the meetings so do 
not feel I should answer the questionnaire - every¬ 
thing I have heard has been very good referring to the 
committee. 

—In my opinion, the Ad-Hoc Committee is a very viable 
and useful group that has been very beneficial to the 
agricultural interests in our state. 

Keep up the good work. 

—1. Improved press coverage of the committee’s 
meetings and activities. 

2. An acknowledgement by the agricultural community 
that Governor Tom Judge through the formation of the 
Governor's Committee on Agriculture, and personal 
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commitment to improving agriculture has greatly en¬ 
hanced the standing of the agricultural community 
in Montana. 

—Write down the goals and objectives to reach that 
goal of the committee and disseminate. 

Provide more advance notice of meetings so 
issues to be discussed are known more in advance. 

*—There is very little understanding of the res¬ 
ponsibilities, obligations, demands and problems 
of the Montana Agricultural Experiment Station 
and Montana Cooperative Extension Service among 
the political and even agricultural segments of 
Montana. 1 can not see that the Governor's Ad- 
Hoc Committee has addressed these questions at 
all. Someone had better address these because 
Montana’s agriculture future demands the input of 
new technology and it will not be available in the 
future unless there are significant changes. 

—-Agriculture has long been Montana’s number one 
industry. However, it has not done a good job of 
either representing itself to the rest of Montana 
or finding areas of agreement within Montana agri¬ 
culture the Ad-Hoc Committee has helped a great 
deal. More importantly the committee has made 
cooperation within agriculture respectable. It has 
provided a basis for growth of constructive coop¬ 
eration. 

—-I would like to see more attendance by legisla¬ 
tors, especially chairman of any ag-related commit¬ 
tees. Their comments would not necessarily be 
solicited but they might get a better idea of group 
feelings by attending and observing. 

—I can’t answer all the questions. I was involved 
in the early days of the Ad-Hoc Committee, but then 
was at a distance and just recently came back as an 
officer'. 
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As a communication tool between the agri¬ 
culture community and the Governor's office, I 
feel the Ad-Hoc Committee has served well. 

It really has very little direct correlation 
with the agriculture coalition. I feel (compli¬ 
mentary, yes) the agriculture coalition was not 
in anyway a result of the Ad-Hoc Committee. We 
do need both. 

-’-In my case and quite a few others who attend - 
we travel lots of miles. We might could meet 
four times a year (instead of six) and hold the 
meetings from 10:00 a.m, one morning til noon 
the following day. This would perhaps cut out 
quite a bit of travel and still allow us time 
for whatever we need to do. 

—I am engaged in agriculture and the legislature. 
I haven't been to any of their meetings and since 
you left haven't heard from or about them. 

R.A.D. seems to be more active and I have had 
a lot more communication with and from them than 
Ad-Hoc, 

-’-I have only been in this position 1 h years so 
don't know all activities of the committee. 

The committee has a great potential to further 
agriculture in the state and help M.S.U, as well. 

—My biggest complaint with the Ad-Hoc Committee was 
that they didn't really want to hear the other side 
of the rail-transportation problem of grain and other 
agriculture commodities. All they wanted to do was 
"bad mouth" the rails,.,I suggested several times 
that they should hear the other side of the rail 
story - but I was never asked to present a program of 
any substance. When Senator Baucus had a transporta¬ 
tion meeting in Bozeman recently - he came to me 
and asked me to furnish people for the various 
panels - and we were afforded time to present our 
side of the story and most stories have two sides. 
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The Governor's Ad-Hoc groups was too quick 
to bad mouth the rails - with your various grain 
members - and they didn't want to hear the other 
side.- and I can name the speakers that presented 
papers at the various Ad-Hoc meetings bad-mouthing 
the rails...All I'm saying is that there's two sides 
and a little "education" on the other side wouldn't 
hurt some of these people. Although I suspect that 
most of them know the other side - but completely 
ignore it, or don't want to be bothered with the 
facts.... 

Personally, I enjoyed most of the meetings— 
and the speakers that presented papers. I learned a 
lot about agriculture problems. But lots of times, 
I got the feeling that most of the group didn't want 
the other side of the rail story - they would rather 
bad mouth the rails - that is more popular 
politically. 

I thought that Doug Smith, for the most part, 
did a good job with the meetings. The criticisms 
that I've listed above - apply to his successor, 
as well as to the rail, problem. 

Their solution to the grain transportation 
problem, for example - if all concerned would pitch 
in and work out the problems... 

—In most cases the public is not aware of what 
happens because of the Ad-Hoc meegings - only cer¬ 
tain resolutions are picked up by the media - the 
strength of the committee is as a forum where all 
opinions can be aired - strict membership would 
destroy this quality. The Governor has at his 
discretion either to use the consensus of the 
committee or ignore it. Political expediency has 
usually prevailed. The Director of the Ad-Hoc 
Committee should be a member of the Committee - not 
a staff person. This would give more weight to its 
decision and provide incentive for media coverage. 



CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS, IMPLICATIONS AND 
SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY 

Conclusions 

The conclusions, recommendations and implications found 

in Chapter IV are the result of the findings presented in 

Chapter III. 

The findings related to the determination of the har¬ 

monious relationship among farm organizations as a result of 

the establishment of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on 

Agriculture were: 

1. Since 1971 there has been considerable evidence 

that greater harmony exists among Montana farm organizations 

and commodity groups as a result of the establishment of 

the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. This con¬ 

clusion is supported by: (a) the formation of the Montana 

Coalition on Agriculture as a result of interaction at Ad- 

Hoc meetings, (b) greater cooperation between farm organiza¬ 

tions and commodity groups, (c) more formal and informal 

communication among farm organization and commodity groups 

and with the Governor’s office, (d) farm organizations 

consult with each other on a regular basis, (e) attendance 

at 50 percent or more of the meetings on a regular basis by 

members. 
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2. The respondents indicated there is a need for both 

the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture and the 

Montana Agriculture Coalition because of different goals 

and objectives. 

3. Controversial issues should not be discussed and 

voted upon to get a consensus of public opinion. 

Findings related to determining if the Governor's Ad-¬ 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a reputation in Montana for 

speaking on behalf of and for Montana farmers and ranchers 

on controversial policy issues reveal the following: 

1. Most Montana, agriculture producers, through their 

farm organizations, support the goals and objectives of the 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee, farm organization leaders 

should vote on key issues brought before the committee, 

agriculture image with consensus is improved as a result of 

an active Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture, and 

result of key issues and information obtained is dissemin¬ 

ated to the general membership of farm organization and 

commodity groups, 

2. The respondents indicated, (a) the Governor's Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture is not the only public forum 

for agriculture, (b) press coverage of meetings and activ¬ 

ities is adequate, (c) pro's and con's of issues are not 
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discussed until n consensus is reached, (d) the Governor’s 

Ad-Hoc Committee does not speak with authority on contro¬ 

versial policy issues, (e) goals and objectives are not 

clearly defined and understood, and the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture should not have a formal structure, 

keep minutes, have by-laws, and membership requirements. 

Findings related to determining if the Governor’s Ad- 

Hoc Committee on Agriculture acts as a sounding board for 

the executive branch, legislative branch, department heads 

and Montana’s congressional delegates are as follows: 

1. The Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is a 

sounding board since (a) farm organizations submit contro¬ 

versial issues for discussion and debate, (b) the Ad-Hoc 

Committee has a reputation for speaking on behalf of and 

for Montana agriculture, (c) the committee has a good under¬ 

standing of the role and scope of Montana State University 

and its contribution to the agricultural economy, (d) 

serves as a forum for new proposals and information, and, 

Ce} farm organization and commodity groups are consulted 

by the Governor’s office, 

2, The respondents indicated legislators do not pre¬ 

sent proposed legislation for appraisal, comments and 

suggestions. 
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Reconunendations 

The following recommendations are made by the re¬ 

searcher as a result of the findings in Chapter III and the 

Conclusions in Chapter IV. 

1. The Governor * s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

should be maintained and continued. 

2. There is a need for both the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture and the Montana Coalition on Agri¬ 

culture. 

3. The Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

should improve press coverage of meetings and activities. 

4. Clearly defined goals and objectives of the Gover¬ 

nor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture should be established 

and publicized. 

5. The Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

should not be structured, have by-laws or formal membership 

requirements, 

6. Montana legislators should present new legislation 

affecting the agriculture industry for appraisal, comments 

and suggestions by the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee before 

it is proposed. ' 
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Implications 

As a result of the data reported, the researcher 

presents the following implications: 

1. Continue the Governor^ Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 

culture in its present, broad structure and provide a full¬ 

time staff member within the Governor’s office. 

2. Since there is a perceived need for both the Gov¬ 

ernor *s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture, and the Montana 

Coalition on Agriculture, a sub-committee of the Governor’s 

Ad-Hoc Committee should be assigned the task of exploring 

the possibility of greater cooperation between these two 

groups. 

3. To assure an appropriate agenda, and involvement of 

farm organizations and commodity groups, a sub-committee 

should be assigned the task of preparing agendas, or dif¬ 

ferent organizations could take turns preparing agendas, 

for the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture meetings. 

4. Press coverage could be improved by asking program 

participants to prepare a written handout of their pre¬ 

sentation for delivery to all Montana press members at the 

conclusion of each Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agricul¬ 

ture meeting. Better utilization of the Agriculture media 
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could be provided by the appointment of a press committee 

which could prepare press releases before, during and after 

its Ad-Hoc meetings to be distributed to the Montana Press 

immediately upon its completion of a task or meeting. 

5. The goals and objectives of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture should be developed. Accomplish¬ 

ments of a yearly program on a yearly basis should be pub¬ 

licized, . 

6. Montana legislators should be encouraged to attend 

and participate in all Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri-^ 

culture meetings and present new and proposed legislation 

for comments and appraisal, 

7* Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture meetings 

could be scheduled as the need arises at various locations 

throughout Montana to help publicize their activities, 

goals, and objectives, and make it more convenient for 

members to attend. 

8. It is evident as indicated, the Governor's Ad-Hoc 

Committee on Agriculture has a good understanding of the 

responsibilities Montana State University is charged with 

and the contribution it makes to the agriculture community. 

There is a difference in opinions between the department 

heads within the College of Agriculture and the Governor's 
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Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. In order to increase 

understanding and cooperation, Montana State University 

Department heads should attend the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Com¬ 

mittee meetings on a regular basis or designate an individ¬ 

ual to report its proceedings to them. The Governor’s Ad- 

Hoc Committee may vzell be a vehicle which has not been 

fully utilized by Montana State University to increase and 

disseminate knowledge and accomplishment. 

Suggestions For Further Study 

1. A comprehensive study should be conducted on the 

basic difference in farm organizations philosophy and its 

effects on Montana’s agriculture. 
f 

2. A thorough study of the means through which agri¬ 

culture can inform the public about its major concerns. 

3. A study on how the College of Agriculture can work 

better with the agriculture community to gain the political 

support for their mutual benefit. 
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J$httc of (iHoutmux 
Office of iEIje Oouernor 

Helena 5£Jl'01 

APPENDIX A 

THOMAS U JUDGE 
COVERNOW 

March 5, 1980 

Dear Ad-Hoc Committee Member: 

In 1971, the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture was formed as a 
result of a need for two-way communication between my office and our state's 
No. 1 industry — agriculture. 

The past eight years have demonstrated a harmonious relationship between 
Montana's farm and ranch organizations and commodity groups as a direct 
result of meeting together as the Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

The Former Agriculture Coordinator in my office, Doug Smith, was instru¬ 
mental in organizing the Ad-Hoc Conmittee on Agriculture and served as its 
first chairman. He is now working toward his Masters Degree in Agriculture 

Education at Montana State University and has selected as his professional 
paper a study entitled "The Role of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 
Agriculture in Determining Agriculture Policy in Montana". The purpose of 
the study is to assess the effectiveness of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 

in representing the agriculture industry in Montana. 

I am proud of the accomplishments of the Ad-Hoc Committee. Because the 
results of the study could be helpful to me in evaluating the Committee's 
effectiveness, and perhaps lead to improving it, I hope that you will cooperate 
with Doug by promptly returning to him the questionnaire which he will be 
sending you soon. 
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APPENDIX B 

WStt DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL & INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION 

COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY. BOZEMAN 59717 

Dear 

Doug Smith, masters student in the Department of Agricultural & 
Industrial Education at Montana State University, is conducting a study 
to determine "The Role of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 
in Determining Agriculture Policy In Montana." 

You have been selected because of your leadership role in Montana 
Farm & Ranch Organizations & Commodity groups, as a member of the Montana 
press, a member of the executive branch of state government or as a 
member of its legislative branch as a participant in this study. By 
completing this questionnaire, you will help us assess the effectiveness 
of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture to represent the agri¬ 
culture industry in Montana. t 

We believe, because of your position of trust which has been bestowed 
upon you, that you are in a good position to give us an objective appraisal 
of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

All resoonses to this study will be treated confidentially. The 
responses will be combined to form conclusions, recommendations and impli¬ 
cations. 

If you so desire, we can provide you with a summary of the results of 
this study if you will kindly check the appropriate space on the question¬ 
naire. Completion of the enclosed questionnaire should take about twenty 
minutes of your time. Please fill it out and return as soon as possible 
In the self-addressed, stamped envelope enclosed. 

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. 

EncIosures: Questionnaire 
Self-Addressed, stamped Envelope 

rtLEPHONt (4061^4 20} 
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APPENDIX C 

Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

Questionnaire 

General Information Date 

I. Name __ 

11. Address 

Zip Code 

III. Telephone number 

IV. Position, title and Organization represented •  
(if appIicable) 

V. State-wide membership (please check one) 

0-100   100-200   200-300   
300-400   400-500   500+ 

VI. Does the agricultural organizatr 
pledge of cooperation with other 
constitution or resolutions? 

VII. I represent (check one) 

General farm organization    

Commodity Group   

M.S.U. Dept. Head   

U.S.D.A. Agency   

Montana Media   

>n which you represent have a unity or a 
farm organizations plank in your by-laws. 

Yes    No   

Agricultural Media 

Mt. State Government Executive Branch 

Congressional Delegation 

State Legislature 

Other (specify) 

Instructions 

To ascertain the degree of change which has taken place since the Governor's Ad-Hoc 
Committee on Agriculture was organized, will you please circle one of six responses 
to each of the questions that follow. Indicate what you believe rather than what 
you think you should believe or your organization's official position. 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

(Does not apply)(Strongly disagree) (Strongly agree) 

Please respond to all the questions except the last nine which relate to the Governor's 
Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture only. Ad-Hoc Committee members answer questions 1-32, 
all others questions 1-23. 

Questions 

1. In 1971, Montana's farm organizations and commodity groups worked 
cooperatively with each other. 

2. Since 1971 to the present time, Montana's farm organizations and 
commodity groups have maintained an harmonious relationship as a 
result of the governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

3. The Montana Coalition on Agriculture formed prior to the 1978-1979 
legislative session was a direct result of the Interaction at the 
Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture meetings. 

0 12 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 12 3 4 5 
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4. There is greater cooperation among Montana's farm organizations 0 1 
and commodity groups In 1980 than there was in 1971. 

5. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture Is the only public 0 1 
forum for agriculture and agribusiness which exists in Montana. 

6. Montana's farm organizations and commodity groups submit contro¬ 
versial issues to the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 0 1 
for discussion and debate. 

7. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a reputation 
in Montana for speaking on behalf of and for Montana's farmers 0 1 
and ranchers and agribusiness. 

8. Most Montana agriculture producers are supportive of the goals 0 1 
and objectives of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. 

9. Press coverage of the meetings of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee 0 1 
on Agriculture is adequate. 

10. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture encourages an 
informal communication network between Montana's farm organ Iza- 0 1 
tions and commodity groups. 

11. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture facilitates an 
informal communication network between Montana's farm organiza- 0 1 
tions and commodity groups and the Governor's office. 

12. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a good 
understanding of the responsibilities which Montana State 0 1 
University was charged with in serving the agriculture community. 

13. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture has a good under¬ 
standing of the contribution Montana State University makes to 0 1 
the agriculture community in Montana. 

14. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture is a forum for 
sounding out proposals, new legislation, distribution of new 0 1 
ideas, concepts, and information to the agriculture community. 

15. The purpose and objective of the farm coalition compliment the 0 1 
Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. * . 

16. Montana legislators present proposed legislation to the Gover- 0 1 
nor's Ad-Hoc Committee for appraisal, comments, and suggestions. 

17. The pro's and con's of issues presented at the Governor’s Ad- 
Hoc Committee on Agriculture meeting is discussed until a 0 1 
consensus is reached. 

18. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture should vote on 0 1 
key issues brought before the group. 

19. There is need for both the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agri¬ 
culture and the agriculture coalition because of their different 0 1 
goals and objectives. 

20. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture speaks with author- 0 1 
Ity on controversial policy issues affecting Montana Agriculture. 

21. The objectives and goals of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 01 
Agriculture are clerrly defined and understood. 

22. The image of Montana's farmer and rancher Is improved In the eyes 
of the consumer as a result of an active Governor's Ad-Hoc 0 1 
Committee on Agriculture. ^ • 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

2 3 4 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

i 
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23. Information obtained at the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 012345 
Agriculture is disseminated to our general membership. 

Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee only 

24. The farm organization and commodity group to which I belong 
consults on a regular basis with fellow farm organizations and 
commodity groups. 

25. The farm organization or comodity group to which I belong 
attends the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee meetings on a regular 
basis. 

26. The results of key issues discussed at the Governor's Ad-Hoc 
Committee meetings is reported to the membership of our organ¬ 
ization. f 

27. The agenda for the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 
Is suggested by the membership of individual farm organizations 
and commodity groups. 

28. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee should be a formal structure 
with a president, vice president, secretary/treasurer and 
restricted membership. 

29. The Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture should keep 
and record minutes, have by-laws and establish membership 
requirements. 

30. Controversial Issues should be discussed and voted upon to 
get a consenses of public opinion at the Governor's Ad-Hoc 
Committee meetings. 

31. The farm organization and commodity group to which I belong 
attends 50^ or more of the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on 
Agriculture's meetings. 

32. The farm organization and commodity group to which I belong is 
consulted by the Governor's office on issues affecting Montana 012345 
Agriculture. 

Do you have any suggestions for improving the Governor's Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture? 
(please elaborate) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 12 3 4 5 

0 12 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

I would like to receive a copy of the results of this study. Yes   No 

Thank you for your time and effort in filling out this questionnaire. 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL & INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION 

COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY. BOZEMAN 59717 

March 28, 1980 

Dear Respondent: 

On March 10, 1980 you were mailed a questionnaire which asked for 
Information regarding "The Role of the Governor’s Ad-Hoc Committee on 
Agriculture in Determining Agriculture Policy in Montana". To date, we 
have not received your response. If you have already placed your question¬ 
naire in the mail, please disregard this request. 

We would really appreciate your cooperation in completing and returning 
this questionnaire as soon as possible. The more complete our survey is 
the better we will be able to evaluate the effectiveness of the Governor's 
Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture. Your response is most valuable to us and 
we invite you to include any additional information, comments, ideas and/or 
advice you may wish to offer. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Douglas G. Smith, Graduate Student 
Agricultural & Industrial Education 

DGS:md 

TUIPHOM (406)994 *2112 
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APPENDIX E 

Montana 

Governor1s Ad-Hoc Committee on Agriculture 

Membership List 

1980 

General Farm Organizations & Commodity Groups 

Terry Murphy, President 
Montana Farmers Union 
P.O. Box 2447 
Great Falls,MT 59403 

Chris Johansen, Secretary 
Montana Farmers Union 
200 13th Ave, South, #12 
Great Falls,MT 59405 

Mack Quinn, President 
Montana Farm Bureau Federation 
Big Sandy, MT 59520 

William CBill) Brown, Exec, V,P. 
Montana Farm Bureau Federation 
Box 1207 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Don Johannson, President 
National Farmers Organization 
835 Hill Street 
Shelby,MT 59474 

Forest Farris, Master 
Montana State Grange 
550-3 Nile Drive 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

Dale Schneidt, President 
Montana Grain Growers Assn, 
Molt, MT 59057 

Tom Templeton, Exec.Sec. 
Montana Grain Growers 

Assn. 
P.O. Box 1165 
Great Falls,MT 59403 

Mrs. Mary Jane Schneidt, 
Pres. 

Montana Wheat Hearts 
Molt, MT 59057 

Bill Brinkle, Chairman 
Montana Wheat Research & 

Marketing Committee 
Broadview,MT 59015 

Bob Brastrup, Exec. Sec. 
Montana Wheat Research & 

Marketing Committee 
P.O. Box 3024 
Great Falls,MT 59403 

Elmer Hansen, President 
Montana Stockgrowers 

Assn. 
White Sulphur Springs,MT 

59645 

Mons Tiegen, Exec. Sec. 
Montana Stockgrowers 

Assn. 
P.O. Box 1679 
Helena,MT 59601 
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Connie Townsend, Pres. 
American Cowbelles 
White Sulphur Springs,MT 59645 

Penny Jarecki, Pres. 
Montana Cowbelles 
Irvin Flats 
Poison,MT 59860 

Paul Ringling, President 
Montana Cattleman Assn. 
1103 South Custer Ave. 
Miles City,MT 59330 

Alice Fryslie, Exec, Sec. 
Montana Cattlemans Assn, 
P.O, Box 613 
Helena,MT 59601 

Nancy Espy, Pres. 
W.I.F.E. 
P.O, Box 158 
Boyes, MT 59316 

Gay Holliday, Past Pres, 
W.I.F.E. 
Box 316 
Roundup,MT 59072 

Jack Ryan, President 
Montana Woolgrowers Assn, 
Brusett,MT 59318 

Bob Gilbert, Secy.Tres, 
Montana Woolgrowers Assn, 
P.O, Box 1693 
Helena,MT 59601 

Bob Lee, Pres, 
Montana Dairymen Assn, 
Gilford,MT 59525 

Ray Lybeck, Pres, 
Amer. Dairy Assn of MT 
500 E, Reserve Drive 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

Roger Jergenson, Pres. 
Montana Pork Prod.Council 
Star Route, Box 60 
Chinook,MT 59523 

Sue Huls, Secy, Tres. 
Montana Pork Prod.Council 
MSU 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Jan French, Pres. 
Montana Porkettes 
Hobson,MT 59452 

Ishmal Yost, Chairman 
Montana State Beef Growers 
Laurel Road 
Billings,MT 59102 

Tom Hager 
Montana Poultry Prod. 

Council/Leghorn Farms 
3933 1st Ave. South 
Billings,MT 59101 

Bob Koenig Pres, 
Montana Potato Imp.Assn. 
448 Chuck Drive 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

Francis Koehnke,Past Pres 
Montana Potato Imp. Assn, 
P.O, Box 692 
Townsend,MT 59644 

Don Foster, President 
N.W. Honey Marketing Assn 
Route 2 
Lewistown, MT 59457 
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Harlan Johnson, Secy.Tres, 
Cenex MT Seedgrowers 
1925 Yellowstone Ave, 
BillingsfMT 59101 

Tom Brown 
Mt. Livestock P.C.A. 
2685 Airport Road 
Helena,MT 59601 

Arnold Peterson 
1220 5th 
Havre, MT 59501 

Gordon Matheson, G.T.A. 
Box 938 
Conrad,MT 59425 

Gene Speckman, Pres. 
Montana State Beekeepers 
210 Harmony Road 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

Ben Lund, President 
Montana Seedgrowers Assn. 
Big Sandy,MT 59520 

ARt Shaw, Exec. Secy. 
Montana Seedgrowers Assn 
MSU 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Ed Melby, Chairman 
Montana Livestock Coop. : 
Molt, MT 59057 

Joe Renders 
Montana Livestock Coop. 
P.O. Box 6636 
Great Falls,MT 59406 

Lavon Sumption, Tech. Adv, 
Montana Livestock Coop. 
P.O. Box 6636 
Great Falls,MT 59406 

Gerald Redlin, G.T.A. 
Lambert, MT 59243 

Rick Lacey, Pres, 
Mt, Hereford Assn. 
Star Route 
Drummond, MT 59832 

Organizations & Assoc. 

Kenny G. Hageman, Pres. 
Montana Grain Elevators Assn, 
Box 265 
Laurel,MT 59044 

Wes Munsell 
Montana Beef Council 
Box 1408 
Miles City, MT 59301 

Ken Sagmiller, Pres. 
Montana Seedsmen Assn, 
Western Seeds 
Charlo, MT 59824 

Robert A. Ellerd 
Livestock Marketing Assn, 
P.O. Box 636 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Bill Wagner 
Assn, of St, Grazing Dist, 
Worden, MT 59088 

Ray Beck, Exec, Sec. 
State Co-op Grazing Dist, 
Room B, 7 Edwards St, 
Helena, MT 59601 
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Dale Marxer 
Mt. Assn, of Conservation Dist. 
Milligan Route 
Great Falls,MT 59401 

Dale Benge, Pres. 
Mt. V7eed Control Assn. 
Volberg,MT 59351 

Mike Jackson, Exec. Secy. 
Mt. Weed Control Assn. 
MSU 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Kenneth Krueger, Pres. 
Mt. Associated Utilities 
2410 West Spur Creek Rd, 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

Riley Childers, Exec. Secy 
Mt. Associated Utilities 
Box 1306 
Great Falls,MT 59401 

Roy Harris, Pres. 
Council of Coops 
Box 301 
Laurel,MT 59044 

Pete Jackson 
W.E.T.A. 
1804 11th Ave. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Robin McNab 
Mt. Livestock Auction Mkt. 
821 W. Mendenhall 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Larry Hoffman 
Neighborhood Facilities Center 
Mt. County Agents Assn. 
Helena,MT 59601 

George Day 
Mt. Hardware & Implement 

Assn. 
Box 880 
Kalispell,MT 59901 

A.A, Tobin, Exec, V.P. 
Mt. Hardware & Implement 

Assn, 
Box 4459 
Helena,MT 59601 

Bob Bourke, Pres. 
Mt, Bankers Assn. 
First National Mt. Bank 
Drawer B 
Missoula,MT 59801 

John Cadby 
Arcade Building 
Mt. Bankers Assn. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Frank Stock 
MBA Ag Committee 
Asst. Vice President 
Security State Bank 
Box 1291 
Poison, MT 59860 

John Delano, Director 
Mt, Railroad Assn. 
Box 1172 
Helena,MT 59601 
Buck Boles, Mgr 
Mt. Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 1730 
Helena,MT 59601 

M.E. Eddleman, Pres. 
Mt. Water Development Assn 
Worden,MT 59088 
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Arne Skedsvolc^Pres. 
Mt. Feed Manufacturers Assn.. 
Worden,MT 59088 

Harvey Bryan, Pres. 
E.D.A.E.M. 
Wolf Point, MT 59201 

Mike Fitzgerald 
Mt. Inti Trade Comm. 
Power Block 
Helena,MT 59601 

Torlief Asssheim, Chairman 
Mt. Rural Area Dev, Com, 
517 West Koch 
Bozeman,Mt 59715 

Ed Mclean, Pres. 
South Central Deve.op, Fed; 
Hardin, MT 59034 

Karen Skagen, Coordinator 
Concerted Services 
Box 302 
Roundup, MT 59072 

Don Engellent 
P.M.C. International 
P.O. Box 2451 
Great Falls,MT 59403 

Community Development Agency 
E.D.A.E.M. 
Box 388 
Sidney, MT 59270 

Mel Williams, Chairman 
Community Ed, Dir. Com. 
Box 245 
Laurel, MT 59044 

State Agencies 

Leonard Lombardi 
Office of Public Instr. 
Capitol Station 
Helena,MT 59601 

Ken Kelly 
Milk Control Division 
805 N, Main 
HelenarMT 59601 

Montana State University 

Dr, William Tietz, Pres. 
Montana State University 
BozemanfMT 59717 

Dr. Joe Asleson 
Dean of Agriculture 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. Lark Carter, Assoc.Dean 
College of Agriculture 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. Carl Hoffman 
Cooperative Exten. Service 
Montana State University 
Bozeman, MT 59717 

Dr. Max Amberson, Head 
Ag & Industrial Education 
Creative Arts Complex 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr, Charles Rust 
Program Coordinator 
Cooperative Exten. Service 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 
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Dr. Bruce Beattie 
Ag Econ & Economics 
306 Linfield Hall 
Montana State University 
Bozeman^T 59717 

Dr. David Young 
Veterinary Science 
Marsh Laboratory 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. O.O. Thomas 
Animal & Range Science 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. Hayden Ferguson 
Plant & Soil Science 
303 Johnson Hall 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. Eugene Sharp 
Plant Pathology 
523 Johnson Hall 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Dr. Bill Larsen 
Ag Engineering 
Cobleigh Hall 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Government Agencies 

Van Haderlie 
State Conservationist 
Soil Conservation Service 
Box 970 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Wallace Edland 
State Director 
Farmers Home Admin. 
P.O. Box 850 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Bob Torheim 
Regional Forester 
U.S. Forest Service 
Missoula,MT 59801 

Dan Herbert 
Statistical Reporting Serv 
Box 4369 
Helena,MT 59601 

O. D, Christiansen, Dir. 
Billings Regional Ofc. 
Federal Crop Ins. Corp. 
P. O. Box 2530 
Billings,MT 59103 

Lyall Shcaeffer, Exec, Dir 
Montana ASCS 
Box 670 Federal Bldg. 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Fred Fishbaugh 
Mt, ASCS 
Carter, MT 59420 

Montana Press & Agricul¬ 
tural Publications 

Frank Adams 
Great Falls Tribune 
Capitol Bureau 
515 North Sanders 
Helena,MT 59601 

Associated Press 
317 Allen 
Helena,MT 59601 
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United Press International 
2021 Eleventh Ave. 
Helena, MT 59601 

Bill Yaeger 
IMN 
2301 Colonial Drive 
Helena,MT 59601 

Mt. Pork Producers 
Editor 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,Mt 59717 

Wheat Scoop 
P,0. Box 6999 
Great Falls,MT 59406 

Lee Newspapers State Bureau Montana Agriculture 
317 Allen p,0. Box 1207 
Helena,MT 59601 Bozeman,MT 59715 

K.M.O.N. Country News 
P.O. Box 2427 
Great Falls,MT 59401 

K.S.E.N. Radio 
Bob Houser Farm Editor 
Shelby, MT 59474 

Montana Agnet 
Conrad Burns, Farm & Ranch Dir 
P.O. Box 1742 
Billings,MT 59103 

Northern Broadcasting 
K.M.T.X. Radio 
P.O. Box 1183 
Helena,MT 59601 

Mt. - Wyo. Agri. News 
Terry Schorb, Editor 
P.O. Box 30755 
Billings,MT 59101 

Mt. Farmer-Stockman 
Suite 223 
208 North 29th 
Billings,MT 59101 

Mt, Grass Roots 
Brad Schaefer, Editor 
P.O. Box 2447 
Great Falls,MT 59403 

Ivan Jenewein 
Mt, Press Association 
P.O, Box 1186 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Sam Rosen 
Extension Editor 
Montana State University 
Bozeman, MT 59717 

Prairie Star 
Brent Gaylord Publisher 
Box 142 
Valier,MT 59486 

Greg Northcutt, Editor 
Now 
College of Agriculture 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Treasure Acres, Editor 
Capitol Station 
Helena,MT 59601 
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Gordon McComber, Dir. 
Publisher-Editor Dept, of Agriculture 

Helena,MT 59601 
59403 

Mt. Rural Electric News 
Martin Erickson, 
Box 1641 
Great Falls,MT 

Robert Miller 
Mt. Water News 
2010 East 6th 
Helena,MT 59601 

Dick Hansen Jr.,Farm Editor 
Great Falls Tribune 
Box 155 
Joplin,MT 59531 

Mt. Agriculture Almanac 
Second St. North 
Great Falls,MT 59401 

Ken Nicholson, Director 
Pub, & News Services 
114 Hamilton Hall 
Montana State University 
Bozeman,MT 59717 

Montana Executive Branch of 
Government 1980 

Governor Thomas L, Judge 
Room 204 
State Capitol 
Helena,MT 59601 

Lt. Governor Ted Schwinden 
State Capitol 
Helena,MT 59601 

Dave Lewis, Director 
Dept, of Administration 
Sam W. Mitchell Building 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Kent Kleinkopf, Dir, 
Dept, of Bus. Regulations 
805 North Last Chance 
Gulch 

Helena, MT 59601 

Harold Fryslie, Dir. 
Dept, of Community 
Affairs 

1424 Ninth Ave. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Robert Wambach,Dir. 
Dept, of Fish, Game & 

Parks 
Fish & Game Bldg, 
1420 E. Sixth Ave. 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Arthur E. Knight, Dir. 
Dept, of Health & Envir¬ 

onmental Sciences 
Room 200 Cogswell Bldg. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Ron Richards, Dir. 
Dept, of Highways 
Helena,MT 59601 

Lawrence Zanto, Dir, 
Dept, of Institutions 
1539 Eleventh Ave. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Dave Fuller, Dir, 
Dept, of Labor & Ind, 
1331 Helena Ave, 
Helena,MT 59601 
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Leo Berry, Dir. 
Dept, of State Lands 
1625 Eleventh Ave. 
Helena,MT 59601 

John Womack 
Dept, of Military Affairs 
1100 North Last Chance Gulch 
Helena,MT 59601 

Ted Doney, Director 
Dept, of Natural Resources & 

Conservation 
32 South Ewing 
Helena,MT 59601 

Ed Carney, Director 
Dept, of Professional & 

Occupational Licensing 
42% North Last Chance Gulch 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Mary Craig, Dir, 
Dept, of Revenue 
Sam Mitchell Bldg, 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Keith Colbo Dir. 
Dept, of Social & Rehabilita^ 

tion Services 
Room 301 SRS Bldg, 
111 Sanders 
Helena,MT 59601 

Dr. Jim Glosser 
Animal Health Div. 
Dept, of Livestock 
State Capitol 
Helena,MT 59601 

Robert G, Barthelness 
Dept, of Livestock 
70 Powerville Stage 
Miles City,MT 59301 

Les Graham 
Brand Enforcement Div, 
Dept, of Livestock 
State Capitol 
Helena,Mt 59601 

Montana1s Congressional 
Delegation ~ 

.John Melcher, U.S.Senator 
Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington,D.C. 20510 

Max Baucus, U.S. Senator 
Room 5327 Dicksen Senate 

Office Bldg, 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Ron Marlenee, Congressman 
Room 128 
Cannon House Ofc, Bldg. 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Pat Williams, Congressman 
Room 1233 Longworth Bldg. 
Washington,D.C. 20515 

Montana Office 

Gwen Blacker 
Fed, Office Bldg, (Sen, 
Melcher) 

Drawer 10023 
3015 Park Ave. 
Helena,MT 59601 

Donna Schmauch 
Federal Bldg, (Sen, Baucus) 
Drawer 10033 
Helena,MT 59601 

Marie Hensleigh 
312 9th St, So,(Rep, 
Marlenee) 

Great Falls,MT 59405 
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Linda Barrett 
Steamboat Block 
Helena,MT 59601 

(Rep, Williams) 

Rep, Vickie Johnson 
Star Route Whitebird 
Columbus, MT 59019 

Agriculture Committee ~ Senate Rep, Esther G, Bengston 
Shepherd,MT 59079 

Senate Members (8) 

Sen. Jack E. Galt, Chairman 
Martinsdale, MT 59053 

Rep, Joe Brand 
800 Montana Ave. 
Deer Lodge,MT 59722 

Sen. Allen E, Kolstad, V, 
Box 648 
Chester,MT 59522 

Sen. Gary Akelstad 
638 First Street South 
Shelby, MT 59474 

Sen, Paul F, Boylan 
3747 So. 19th Road 
Bozmean,MT 59715 

Sen. Max D, Conover 
P.O.Box 46 
Broadview,MT 59015 

Chair ReP* Thomas R, Conroy 
' 607 West 3rd Street 

Hardin,MT 59034 

Rep, E,N, Dassinger 
Box 206 
Forsyth,MT 59327 

Rep, Robert A. Ellerd 
2206 Bridger Drive 
Bozeman,MT 59715 

Rep, Gene N, Ernst 
Box 39 
Stanford,MT 59479 

Sen. Carroll A, Graham 
Drawer K 
Lodge Grass,MT 59050 

Sen. Tom Hager 
150 Norris Court 
Billings,MT 59101 

House Members (17) 

Rep, William M. Day, Chair, 
Bloomfield Route 
Glendive, MT 59330 

Rep, Bill Hand 
P.0, Box 1298 
Dillon,MT 59725 

Rep, Harriet Hayne 
P,0. Box 285 
Dupuyr, MT 59432 

Rep, Les Hirsch 
Broadus Stage 
Miles City,MT 59301 

/ 

Rep, William R. Jensen 
P,0. Box 73 
St, Ignatious,MT 59865 

Sen. Harold C, Nelson 
704 Third Street SE 
Cut Bank,MT 59427 



Rep. Joe F. Hardust, Sr 
Banker Creek 
Anaconda, MT 59711 

Rep. Edward Lien 
S.R. 231 Box A33 
Wolf Point,MT 59201 

Rep. Audrey Roth 
P.O. Box 488 
Big Sandy,MT 59520 

Rep. James M. Schultz 
1210 7th Ave. North 
Lewistown,MT 59457 

Rep. Carl Smith 
Olive,MT 59343 
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