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In 2004, the Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA) in cooperation with Colorado State University conducted a regional study  to determine wildlife value orientations among publics in the western United States.  Nineteen states, including Montana, participated in the study.

Entitled “Wildlife Values in the West 2004”, the study included survey questionnaires mailed to a randomly selected sample of households in each participating state.  A common set of regional survey questions was asked in each state.  In addition to the regional question set, each participating state was provided the opportunity to ask a smaller set of state specific questions.  Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) took advantage of this opportunity and asked state specific questions in the following areas:

1. How much do Montanans know about the Habitat Montana, Upland Game Bird Enhancement, Block Management, and Fishing Access Site programs managed by FWP?[image: image4.wmf]
2. 
How important is it to Montanans that these four programs continue to be funded?

3. What attitudes and opinions do Montanans hold concerning the topic of fish and wildlife habitat protection in general?

4. What attitudes and opinions do Montanans hold concerning the topic of fish and wildlife habitat protection on privately owned lands in Montana?

5. What attitudes and opinions do Montanans hold concerning the topic of access to privately owned lands in Montana for fish and wildlife related recreation opportunities?

Overall, the goal of Montana’s state specific questions was to gain a better understanding of Montanans awareness of and support for statewide programs that focus on building relationships with landowners to protect fish/wildlife habitat on privately owned lands and provide the public free access for fish/wildlife related recreational opportunities.  

This research summary highlights the Montana state specific findings from the Wildlife Values in West 2004 study.  Regional study finding are available from Colorado State University (Teel et. al. 2005).

BACKGROUND INFORMATION ABOUT THE MONTANA STATE SPECIFIC SURVEY
Surveys were mailed to a sample of 3,000 randomly selected Montana households beginning in October 2004.  In an attempt to ensure relatively equal representation across gender, half of the first mailings requested participation by a female in the household, and half requested participation by a male in the household.  A postcard reminder was sent out two weeks after the initial mailing of the surveys.  Two weeks later, a replacement survey was mailed to nonrespondents.

      WESTERN ASSOCIATION OF

     FISH AND WILDLIFE AGENCIES
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RESULTS
The overall response rate to the survey in Montana was 33 percent.  Because of the relatively low response rate, 386 nonrespondents were contacted by phone in December 2005  to determine whether or not differences existed between respondents and nonrespondents to the mail survey on key variable of interest to the study.  Differences were noted and were addressed through weighting procedures.  More specifically, to ensure accurate representation, data were weighed on the basis of age (using U.S. Census 2000 projections) and  on the basis of participation in wildlife-related recreation (using estimates obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2001 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation).

AWARENESS OF  STATEWIDE  HABITAT AND ACCESS RELATED LANDOWNER PROGRAMS
Survey participants were asked how much they knew about each of four statewide habitat and access related landowner programs managed by FWP.  For each program, the majority of respondents reported they knew nothing or next to nothing (see Figure 1 below).  

The Upland Game Bird Enhancement Program and the Habitat Montana Program were the least recognizable.  Most of the respondents (71 percent) reported they knew nothing or next to nothing about these two programs.  The Fishing Access Site Program and the Block Management Program were the most recognizable.   However, only a quarter to about a third of the respondents reported knowing a lot or something about each of these two programs. 

Figure 1.  Response to:  “On a scale from 1 (nothing) to 5 (a lot), how much did you know about each of these programs before receiving this survey?” 
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IMPORTANCE OF CONTINUED FUNDING FOR STATEWIDE  HABITAT AND ACCESS RELATED LANDOWNER PROGRAMS
Overall, a strong majority of respondents reported they believe it is important that each of the four statewide habitat and access related landowner programs managed by FWP continue to be funded in the future.  In fact, no fewer than 73 percent of the respondents reported it is important or very important to them that each of these programs continue to be funded (see Figure 2 below).  Of note, survey participants were provided background information about each program in the survey questionnaire.

Figure 2.  Response to:  “How important do you think it is that FWP continue to fund these programs?”

[image: image8.png]o
A
=~
@)

Responsive Management Unit
Helping You Succeed!




ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS CONCERNING HABITAT PROTECTION IN GENERAL
Using a seven-point Likert scale, study participants were asked the extent to which they agreed or disagreed with a several statements that focused on the topic of fish and wildlife habitat protection in Montana (see Table 1 on the next page).  Overall, the responses to these statements show that most Montanans are very supportive of habitat protection in general:

· Almost all of the survey respondents (94 percent) agreed or strongly agreed with the statement, “It is important to me that fish and wildlife habitat is protected in Montana.”    

· Seventy-four percent agreed or strongly agreed that Montana needs more quality fish and wildlife habitat.

· Seventy-two percent agreed or strongly agreed that FWP is doing a good job of protecting Montana’s fish and wildlife habitat.

ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS CONCERNING HABITAT PROTECTION ON PRIVATELY OWNED LANDS
Study participants also were asked the extent to which they agreed or disagreed with several statements that focused on the topic of fish and wildlife habitat protection on privately owned lands in Montana (see Table 1 below).  Overall, the responses to these statements suggest that most Montanans are very supportive of FWP’s efforts when it comes to protecting habitat on privately own lands in the state:

· Seventy-seven percent of the respondents agreed or strongly agreed with the statement, “It is important to me that fish and wildlife habitat is protected on privately owned lands in Montana.”  

· Nearly 80 percent of the respondents agreed or strongly agreed that quality habitat on privately owned lands is needed to help support healthy populations of fish and wildlife in Montana.

· Seventy-eight percent agreed or strongly agreed that FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to protect habitat on private lands.


ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS CONCERNING ACCESS TO PRIVATELY OWNED LANDS FOR FISH AND WILDLIFE RECREATION OPPORTUNITIES

Lastly, study participants were asked the extent to which they agreed or disagreed with several statements that focused on the topic of access to privately owned lands in Montana for fish and wildlife related recreation opportunities (see Table 1 below).  Overall, the responses to these statements suggest that most Montanans are very support of FWP’s efforts to seek out public access opportunities on privately owned lands:

· Sixty-eight percent of the respondents agreed or strongly agreed that FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to provide the public free access.

· Eighty-four percent agreed or strongly agreed FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to provide the public access to public lands that are blocked (or bordered) by privately owned lands.

· Seventy-one percent agreed or strongly agreed that if private landowners are paid by FWP (using hunting and fishing license dollars) to help protect fish and wildlife habitat on any of their lands, they should be required to allow the public free access to participate in fish and wildlife related activities on those lands.

Table 1.  Selected Montana specific survey question statements from the Wildlife Values in the West 2004 study.

	STATEMENT
	Percent of Respondents by Response Category

	
	Strongly Disagree
	Moderately Disagree
	Slightly Disagree
	Neither
	Slightly Agree
	Moderately Agree
	Strongly Agree

	It is important to me that fish and wildlife habitat is protected in Montana
	1.1
	1.3
	1.8
	2.2
	10.9
	27.3
	55.4

	I believe Montana needs more quality fish and wildlife habitat
	2.4
	2.7
	5.0
	16.3
	23.4
	25.8
	24.4

	It is important to me that fish and wildlife habitat is protected on privately owned lands in Montana
	5.4
	4.0
	5.5
	8.6
	21.3
	30.0
	25.2

	FWP should ensure that fish and wildlife habitat is protected on privately owned lands in Montana
	8.1
	6.2
	6.7
	11.0
	24.5
	25.8
	17.7

	FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to protect fish and wildlife habitat on privately owned lands in Montana
	4.6
	3.1
	5.4
	8.9
	23.7
	25.0
	29.2

	I believe FWP is doing a good job of protecting Montana’s fish and wildlife habitat
	1.9
	2.9
	4.1
	20.4
	25.0
	36.6
	9.1

	I believe quality habitat on privately owned lands is needed to help support healthy populations of fish and wildlife in Montana
	1.8
	3.8
	3.8
	12.2
	22.7
	31.7
	24.0

	FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to provide the public free access to participate in fish and wildlife related activities on privately owned lands in Montana
	7.8
	8.1
	7.8
	8.2
	21.8
	23.0
	23.3

	FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to provide the public access to public lands that are blocked (or bordered) by privately owned lands
	3.0
	2.6
	3.3
	7.0
	20.5
	26.8
	36.8

	If private landowners are paid by FWP (using hunting and fishing license dollars) to help protect fish and wildlife habitat on any of their lands, they should be required to allow the public free access to participate in fish and wildlife related activities on those lands
	7.1
	4.9
	10.3
	6.4
	15.5
	22.2
	33.6


DISCUSSION

According to reports from The Montana Challenge, a joint research project conducted by FWP and the USDA Forest Service, Montana’s fish and wildlife resources are a driving economic force in the state (for more information about the Montana Challenge see http://fwp.state.mt.us/tmc on the Internet).    Thanks to hard choices made by generations past, Montana’s fish and wildlife “brand” our state as an extraordinary place to live and do business.  Growing numbers of people want to live near the mountains, rivers, spectacular landscapes and abundant fish and wildlife present in Montana.  In fact, according to information compiled as part of The Montana Challenge project, people are moving here in such numbers that our region (e.g., the Rocky Mountain Region) is now called the “Third Coast”.  Herein lies the challenge:

· While growing human communities create growing economic prosperity, this growth also means more human impacts on fish and wildlife populations and fragmentation of habitat.
· On private lands, new land owners may feel very differently than past landowners when it comes to allowing free public access for fish and wildlife recreational opportunities.  
Currently, FWP manages four programs (among others) that are considered vital to successfully meeting this challenge:   (1) Habitat Montana Program, (2) Upland Game Bird Enhancement Program, (3) Block Management Program, and (4) Fishing Access Site Program..  The focus of these programs is on building relationships with landowners to protect fish/wildlife habitat  on privately owned lands and provide the public free access for fish/wildlife related recreational opportunities.  These programs are extremely important because The Montana Challenge story tells us:

HEALTHY ECOSYSTEMS AND HABITAT

+

HEALTHY FISH/WILDLIFE POPULATIONS

+

PUBLIC ACCESS

=

QUALITY OF LIFE

=

ECONOMIC PROSPERITY IN MONTANA
The Montana state specific findings from the Wildlife Values in the West 2004 study show that most Montanans are very supportive of  these programs and their intent.  No fewer than 73 percent of the respondents reported it is important or very important to them that each of these four programs continue to be funded  in the future.  Nearly 80 percent of the respondents reported that it is important to them that fish and wildlife is protected on privately owned  lands in Montana.  Furthermore, nearly 70 percent believe FWP should actively seek out opportunities with landowners to provide the public free access. 

Despite widespread support, this study revealed surprisingly low public awareness and knowledge concerning each of these programs.  This speaks to a need for FWP to do a better job of communicating with the public and providing information about these and other similar programs.  Resource managers and government decision-makers are on the frontlines when it comes to creating, managing and implementing these types of programs, but all Montanans have a role in understanding the facts and helping to determine the future.  

Of note, authorizing legislation for two of these programs, Habitat Montana and Block Management, recently was made permanent during the 2005 Montana Legislature.  The documented success of these two programs combined with results from this study contributed to the successful reauthorization of these programs which both had been scheduled to end in early 2006.  Popular with hunters and landowners, Block Management opens up roughly 9 million acres of additional hunting access across Montana each year.  Habitat Montana, has protected 257,000 acres of prime fish and wildlife habitat statewide over the past 17 years.

It is programs like these that hopefully will help Montana to meet the challenge of managing our fish and wildlife for their traditional and deeply personal meaning to Montanans and their ability to attract the economic activity vital to our state’s prosperity. 
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Habitat Montana Program.  FWP offers tangible benefits (both monetary and non-monetary incentives) to landowners to conserve habitat for fish and wildlife on private lands, including, in some cases, the purchase of conservation easements.





Upland Game Bird Habitat Enhancement Program.  Landowners can benefit from a cost-sharing program while improving their land and making it more inviting for Montana’s upland game birds.  Landowners may work with FWP biologists to develop upland game bird habitat programs and FWP will share up to 75 percent of the project costs (e.g., establishing and maintaining shelterbelts, planting nesting cover and food plots, and implementing improved grazing management systems).  Projects must be open to some free public upland game bird hunting.





Block Management Program.  FWP offers tangible benefits (both monetary and non-monetary incentives) to encourage free public hunting access to private lands and assists landowners in managing public hunting activities on lands under their control.





Fishing Access Site Program.  Landowners with suitably located lands may be compensated for providing public fishing access.  Lands may be purchased, or leased under a contractual agreement.  The program’s aim is to acquire sites within a four-hour float distance of each other on Montana’s larger rivers and to increase fishing access to smaller streams.
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