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INVOLVE.\IIENT OF OHIO FARJ.\'IERS IN FARM ORGAL'il.ZATIONS 

Since the founding of this country, farmers have organized to address common 

problems such as variable yields, limited types of crops, and lack of shelter for livestock. 

These organizations which continually change over time with the emergence of new 

problems, have been important actors. Farm organizations have been an integral part of 

U.S. agriculture since the begjnning of our country. 

Current membership in farm organizations by Ohio farmers is documented in this 

article. The data were collected as a part of a random survey of 1005 Ohio farmers that 

among other items, included characteristics about the farm and farm operator. Useable 

responses numbered 583, yielding a 58% useable response rate. Other than a greater 

share of farmers who operated larger farms, the survey respondents were representative 

of the Ohio farm operator population as contained in the 1992 Census of Agriculture. 

1\'IEM::BERSHIP IN FARM 0RGANIZA TIONS 

As seen in Table 1, 55% of the surveyed Ohio farmers reported that they belong 

to Farm Bureau. The next most frequently mentioned organization is the Soybean 

Association, with 18% of Ohio farmers. Somewhat surprisingly, more of the surveyed 

farmers reported that they belong to labor unions (6.7%) than to Pork Producers, a milk 

producer organization, Wheat Growers, the Grange, Farmers Union, National Farmers 

Organization, or American Agricultural Movement. 



TABLE 1. F A&"IER 1\-IEMBERSHIP IN F AR.l'>l 0RGA.c"ojlZA TIONS, 

Ohio, 1994 

ORGANIZATION I PERCENT8 0RGAJ.\.'1ZA TION PERCENT" 

Farm Bureau I 55.2% National Farmers 
Soybean Association 17.5% Organization 2.1% 
Cattlemen's Association 11.1% Wheat Growers 1.4% 
Corn Growers 7.4% American Agriculture 
A milk producer organization 6.2% Movement 0.3% 
Pork Producers 5.0% Others 4.6% 
Grange 5.0% None 28.5% 
Farmers Union 4.1% No Response 1.9% 

a Percents based on 583 observations. Percents do not add to 100 since some farmers 
belong to more than one organization. 

Source: 1994 National Agricultural and Food Policy Preference Survey, Ohio. 

Twenty-nine percent of the surveyed Ohio farmers do not belong to any of the 

farm organizations listed in Table 1. In contrast, eight percent belong to three of the 

organizations while four percent belong to four or more organizations (Table 2). 

TABLE 2. FARMER PARTICIPATION IN FARM 0.RGAI.'l!ZATIONS BY 

NUMBER OF ORGANIZATIONS, Ohio, 1994 

NUMBER OF ORGANIZATIONS PERCENT OF F AR.,."\1ERS 

One 37.2% 
Two 20.6% 
Three 7.8% 
Four or more 4.1% 

Source: 1994 National Agricultural and Food Policy Preference Survey, Ohio. 
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MAJOR Omo COMMODITY ORGANIZATIONS 

Thirty-five percent of the surveyed farmers belonged to at least one commodity 

organization. Among the five major Ohio farm commodities in terms of sales, milk was 

the only commodity for which a majority of the surveyed producers of the commodity 

belong to an organization representing the commodity (Table 3). Less than one-quarter 

of cattle and corn producers belong to the Cattlemen's Association and Corn Growers, 

respectively. 

Farmers who reported belonging to a milk producer organization and Pork 

Producers accounted for a majority of sales of these commodities (Table 3). In addition, 

members of the Soybean Association accounted for 49% of soybean sales. Members in 

the other two commodity organizations accounted for less than 40 percent of the sales of 

their respective commodities. 

TABLE 3. PARTICIPATION BY F.4.RMERS PRODUCING A CO.!'vfl\10DITY 1N AN 
ORGANIZATION FOR THE COMJVIODITY, Ohio, 1994 

MEMBERSHIP IN COMMODITY 0RGANIZATIOW 

CO:M:M:ODITY ORGANIZATION SHARE OF FARMERS SHARE OF SALES 

Soybean Association 32.6% 49.2% 
Corn Growers 14.0% 36.4% 
Pork Producers 37.5% 60.2% 
Cattlemen's Association 24.5% 30.5% 
A milk producer organization 64.6% 73.1% 

a Percent of farmers based on 264 and 243 surveyed farmers who grew soybeans and 
corn, respectively; and 48, 208, and 48 farmers who produced hogs, cattle, and milk, 
respectively. Percent of sales based on $7.9 and $7.6 million in total surveyed farmer 
sales of soybeans and corn, respectively; and $0.9, $2.8, and $4.1 million in total 
surveyed farmer sales of hogs, cattle, and milk, respectively. 

Source: 1994 National Agricultural and Food Policy Preference Survey, Ohio. 
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For all five commodities, share of sales exceeded share of farmers accounted for 

by the commodity organization. This finding implies that members of a commodity 

organization are larger producers of a commodity than are non-members of the 

commodity organization. The larger size of commodity organization members was 

statistically significant for com, pork, and soybeans. In addition, whereas 86 percent of 

farmers who belong to Com Growers participated in the 1993 feed grain program, only 

71 percent of non-members participated. 

Conclusions 

4 

This study of Ohio farmer membership in farm organizations reveals the dominate 

position of Farm Bureau. The analysis also finds that excluding milk, a majority of Ohio 

farmers do not participate in an organization representing the commodity they produce. 

While larger producers of a commodity are more likely to belong to the commodity 

organization, questions arise as to why so few Ohio producers belong to commodity 

organizations. For example, is it lack of time or interest on the part of smaller farmers, 

lack of attention to the problems of small farmers on the part of commodity 

organizations, or both? 
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