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Discussion: The Churchill County Farm Bureau writes to the Office of the President of the University of
Nevada, Reno concerning evaluation of the Cooperative Extension and a potential merging of Extended

Studies. Churchill County Farm Bureau is concerned that stakeholders were not consulted earlier in the
process. Their concerns are outlined in the attached letter.
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Dear President Glick and Stan Johnson:

Churchill County Farm Bureau is concerned that stakeholders were not consulted
earlier in the process of evaluating Cooperative Extension and a potential merging of
Extended Studies. We oppose any such merging of Cooperative Extension with
Extended studies for the following reasons;

1. Nevada Farm Burcau, with Churchill County Farm Burcau strongly
concurring, asked the Nevada legislature to move Cooperative l:xtension
out of the College of Agriculture. Biotechnology, and Natural Resources
{CABNR) and into a separate college because CABNR no longer
conducted agricultural research that met our needs in the field.  This
oceurred just prior o the 1993 date mentioned on page 3 of your report
“Draft Report: Review of Cooperative Extension and Extended Studics”
dated January 15. 2008. With this arrangemcent cach county Extension
office can tailor their programming to the needs of the stakeholders they
serve. The result of this move, as we see il has been positive. Now
3xtension personnel are more sympathetic to our needs and doing
everything they can; including collaborating with appropriate personnel at
land grant universities in other states that still have practical agricultural
research. In our opinion the only thing that would make Extension even
more elfective and useful to us would be to change the research emphasis
of various faculty positions on University of Nevada, Reno campus to
better reflect the needs Extension faculty see in their counties. We oppose
moving Extension faculty onto the main campus because they would loose
the connection that makes them so useful to stakeholders.

2. Extended Studies is a fee based program and as such would not be
consislent with the USDA Office of General Counsel as is mentioned in
vour report on page 10. Churchill County Farm Bureau would also like 1o
remind you that the money you receive from the countics comes trom
property taxes collected directly from property owners or indircetly from
people who rent from property owners. We fecl all citizens have already
paid for the services of Cooperative Extension.

Any studies or changes to Cooperative Extension should not be initiated
without the input of the “County Advisory Boards™ that vou recontmend
on page 8 of your report. [f a county does not currently have one of these
boards they should immediately formulate one. Recommendations for
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members of these boards should come from county commissions and not
university faculty. We recommend any decisions regarding “Dralt Report:
Review of Cooperative Extension and Extended Studies™ be postponed
until each county has a “County Advisory Board™.

4, In reading “Draft Report: Review of Cooperative Extension and Lxtended
Studies™ Churchill County Farm Bureau is concerned about faculty
attitudes toward agriculture.  The tone of the report seemed ~anti-
agriculture™ and some of our members have had encounters with UNR
{aculty on the main campus in which they were told they shouldn’t be
farming in Churchill County. One tocal farmer who had this experience
wanted information on raising sweet corn 10 sell either at a roadside stand
or [armers” market, Currently farmers’ markets in Nevada are begging for
more Nevada grown fresh produce.

In closing the Churchill County Farm Bureau recommends that any changes to
Cooperative Extension at the UNR be postponed until “County Advisory Boards™ in ull
of Nevada’'s counties have a chance to review the report and make their
recommendations. Further we want the UNR, University of Nevada Board of Regents.
and the Nevada legislature to foliow these recommendations and let any future decisions
about Cooperative Extension be driven by ongoing “County Advisory Board™
recommendations.

Sincerely, )
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Edith Isidoro-Mills

President Churchill County FFarm Bureau

Churchill County Farm Bureau Board

Ce: Gwen Washburn (Churchill County Commission Chair). Assemblyman Tom
Grady. Assemblyman Pete Goicocchea, Assemblyman Ed Goedhart. State Senator Mike
McGinness. Governor Jim Gibbons



