
CHAPTER II 
NUMBER AND DISTRIBUTION OF PART-TIME FARMERS 

Number of part-time farmers.-Acknowledgment is 
made that the term "part-time farmers", used herein
after to designate "those operators of farms who spent 
one or more days off their farms at work for pay or 
income during the calendar year immediately preceding 
the census date", is used for convenience only and with 
a full knowledge that such exact agreement does not 
exist in the generally accepted views of part-time 
farming. Keeping in mind the limitations of the data 
as outlined in the foregoing chapter, the number of 
part-time farmers in the United States on January 1, 
1935, was 2,077,474 and represented 30.5 percent of 
the 6,812,350 total number of farm operators on that 
date. 

The one inquiry on the 1930 farm schedule relating 
to off-farm work, "How many days in 1929 did you 
work for pay at jobs not connected with the farm you 
operated", brought out that on April 1, 1930, of the 
6,288,648 farm operators, 1 ,902,898, or 30.3 percent, 
could be classified as part-time farmers. In this 
earlier year, due to the wording of the inquiry, operators 
who were self-employed in businesses or professions 
not connected with their farms may not have reported 
in all instances the number of days worked off their 
farms. 

Thus, during the 5-year period there was an increase 
of 174,576, or 9.2 percent, in the number of part-time 
farmers, whereas the total number of farms increased 
by 523,702, or 8.3 percent. A part of the increase in 
the number of farm operators reporting off-farm work 
could be attributed to made-work, particularly in 
part of the area seriously affected by the 1934 drought. 

Number of part-time farmers, by time groups.-It 
was pointed out that there are two approaches to 
part-time farming-one where most of the income is 
received from agricultural operations (family living 
and/or sale of products) and is supplemented by outside 
income, and the other where most of the income is 
received from outside sources and is supplemented by 
an income from agriculture. A tabulation of the 
part-time farming data by day or time groups should 
provide a rough means of classifying part-time farmers 
into these two groups. Eight time groups, viz, 1 to 24 
days, 25 to 49 days, 50 to 74 days, 75 to 99 days, 100 
to 149 days, 150 to 199 days, 200 to 249 days, and 250 
da.ys and over, have therefore been used in making 
the tabulations. These time groups were established 
with the idea that 1 to 24 days would approximate 

1 month of work, 25 to 49 days 2 months of work, 
150 to 199 days 6 to 8 months of work, etc. 

In the absence of definite proof, one might be tempted 
to assume that for the majority of farm operators who 
worked less than 150 days Oess than 6 months) off their 
farms, agriculture was the primary source of their 
income and conversely that for those who worked 150 
days or more (6 months or more) off their farms 
agriculture was the secondary source of income. If 
such an assumption were made, numerous exceptions 
could be noted at once. Many types of agTiculture and 
of possible outside occupations are extremely seasonal 
in character so that the full time of a person would not 
be required in either class of work. Most of these 
exceptions seem to require that the dividing line be
tween the two main groups of part-time farmers be 
set at a considerably lower figure than 150 days of 
off-farm work. Although most of the statistics are 
shown for all eight time groups-thus allowing the 
reader to make his own grouping-some of the following 
discussion is made on the rather arbitrary assumption 
that most operators who worked 100 or more days off 
their farms in a calendar year had an outside labor 
income which was larger than the total income from 
their farm operations, while most of those who worked 
1 to 49 days had an outside labor income secondary to 
their agricultural income. The in-between group of 
50 to 99 days might be considered a hybrid group, that 
is, in some areas belonging mostly to the former category 
and in others to the latter. 

In both 1934 and 1929 approximately 3 out of every 
10 farm operators had a side or main occupation in 
addition to managing their own farming operations. 
Again considering all farm operators in each of the 2 
years as a group, about 1 out of every 7 (14 percent in 
1934 and 13.4 percent in 1929) worked 1 to 49 days at 
these other jobs, and 1 out of every 9 (11.2 percent in 
1934 and 11.5 percent in 1929) worked 100 days or 
more. If the group who worked 50 to 99 days at 
outside work should be included along with those who 
worked 1 to 49 days, then nearly every fifth operator 
(19.3 percent in 1934 and 18.8 percent in 1929) had 
farming as a main occupation with an outside source of 
income from his current services, whereas if this group 
of 50 to 99 days should be considered to belong with the 
100 days and over group, then about every sixth opera
tor (16.5 percent in 1934 and 16.8 percent in 1929) had 
agriculture as a secondary source of mcome. And 
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:finally, again accounting for all farm operators, approxi
mately 70 percent had no outside income from their 
own labor, and within very crude limits, about 14 to 19 
percent had an outside labor income which was second
ary to their farming income and 11 to 16 percent had 
an outside labor income which was their primary income 
from their own services. 

Considering only those operators in both 1934 and 
1929 with outside labor income, nearly 45 out of every 
100 (46 percent in 1934 and 44.4 percent in 1929) 
spent less than 50 days off their farms and about 37 
out of every 100 (36.6 percent in 1934 and 38 percent 
in 1929) spent 100 days or more off their farms. Thus 
about 18 out of every 100 were in the remaining group 
of 50 to 99 days. Summarizing, somewhere between 
45 and 63 percent of farm operators 'With outside labor 
income had fa.rming activities as their main source of 
income and from 37 to 55 percent had farming activities 
<ts their secondary source of income. 

Geographic distribution of part-time farmers.-The 
number of pa.rt-time farmers formed an impressive 
percentage of the total number of farm operators in 
most States in 1934, varying from lows of 18.3 percent 
in Iowa and 20.5 percent in New Jersey to highs of 
60.1 percent in South Dakota and 56.6 percent .in 
Utah. In addition to Iowa and New Jersey only six 
States, namely, Illinois, Delaware, North Carolina, 
Georgia, Mississippi, and Louisiana, showed less than 
one-fourth of their total farm operators engaged in 
off-farm work, while four States-New Hampshire, 
South Dakota, Arizona, and Utah-showed more than 
one-half of their farm operators so engaged. The re
maining 36 States, then, had between one-fourth and 
one-half of their operators engaged in part-time work 
off their farms. Of the nine geographic divisions into 

which the United States has been divided to facilitate 
study of areas somewhat uniform but larger than indi
vidual States, the Mountain division showed the 
greatest percentage of part-time farmers, 43.1, followed 
by the New England division with 41.4 percent. 

It was previously pointed out that, considering all 
farm operators as a group, 14 percent in 1934 for the 
United States as a whole worked off their farms less 
than 50 days, 5.3 percent 50 to 99 days, and 11.2 per
cent 100 days or more. The percentages, among the 
States, in the group of fewest days varied from lows of 
4 in Connecticut and 4.6 each in Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island to highs of 33.3 in North Dakota, 33.2 
in Oldahoma., and 31.6 in South Dakota. For the 
group 50 to 99 days the percentages varied from 2.7 
in Iowa and 2.9 in Nebraska to 19.3 in South Dakota 
and 14.3 in Arizona. Finally, for the group 100 days 
and over the percentages varied from 4.5 in Nebraska 
and 4.8 in North Dakota to 29.6 in Connecticut and 
27.1 in New Hampshire. In addition to Connecticut 
a]ld New Hampshire, one-fifth or more of all operators 
in the following States were engaged 100 days or more 
off their farms in 1934: Maine, Vermont, Massachu
setts, Rhode Island, West Virginia, Arizona, Wash
ington, Oregon, and California. 

For 1929 the percentage of farm operators reporting 
part-time work off their farms ranged from lows of 
17.7 percent in Nebraska and 17.9 percent in Iowa to 
highs of 49.4 percent each in Maine and Vermont. In 
addition to Nebraska and Iowa, seven other States had 
less than one-fourth of their operators engaged in off
farm work, namely, New Jersey, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Georgia, 
and as just indicated no State h_ad more than one-half 
of its operatqrs engaged in off-farm work. 
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TABLE 1.-PART-TIME WORK OFF THE FARM-NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED FOR PAY OR INCOME; 
OPERATORS REPORTING CLASSIFIED BY NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED, 1934 AND 1929, AND BY OCCU
PATION, 1934; WITH STATISTICS FOR 1934, BY COLOR AND TENURE OF OPERATOR; FOR THE UNITED 
STATES 

["White" Includes ~exlcans and Hindus. "Colored" Includes Negroes, Indians, Chinese, Ja12anese, and all other nonwhite races. Figures for divisions and States are 
shown In tables 3 to 5 J 

FARM OPERATORS REPORT-

FARM OPERATORS REPORTING DAYS WORKED OFF THE FARM DAYS WORKED OFF lNG, CLASSIFIED BY PRIN• 
THE FARM CIPAL OCCUPATION OFF 

THE FARM 

Farm 
YEAR, COLOR, AND Total operators 

TENUl\E reporting Average Unclas-
I to 25to 50 to 75 to 100to 150 to 200 to 250 "none" number Agrl- Non- sified or 

Per· 24 49 74 99 149 199 249 days Number per cui- agricul- notre-
cent days days days days days days days and opera- tural tural porting Number of all over tor re· 

farms porting 

------ -------------- --- ---------
1934 

All fann ,operators ..••• 2,077,474 30.5 595,472 360,628 235,277 125,325 188,815 159,336 115,667 296,954 4,554, 650 202,228, 247 97 278,622 1,483, 719 315,133 Owners ____________ 1, 184,690 30.4 287,035 179,538 125,506 71,538 112,914 104,055 77,321 226,783 2, 617,396 135, 808, 84 I 115 110,391 910, 568 163, 731 
Full owners •..• 956,324 29.8 202,922 133,437 98,428 68,407 95,413 90,172 69,732 207,813 2, 170,077 119, 211, 765 12fi 81,032 737,524 137,768 
Part owners ____ 228,366 33.2 84,113 46, 101 27,078 13, 131 17,501 13,883 7,589 18,970 447,319 16,597,076 73 29,359 173,044 25,963 Managers __________ 5, 634 11.7 762 565 498 288 507 572 464 1, 978 36, 377 929,211 165 1, 426 3, 384 824 AU tenants _________ 887, 150 31.0 307,675 180, 525 109,273 53,499 75,394 54,709 37,882 68,193 1, 900,877 65,490,195 74 166,805 569,767 150, b78 
Croppers •----- " 184,018 25.7 66,202 43,887 24,204 11,068 15,054 9,670 6,825 7,108 510,315 11,223,809 61 64,881 77,317 41,820 
Other tenants .. 703, 132 32.7 241,473 136,638 85,069 42,431 60,340 45,039 31,057 61,085 1, 390, 562 54,266,386 77 101,924 492,450 108,768 --------------------- --- ---------

White fann operators •• 1,864,485 31.3 519,912 315,551 207,817 112,091 169,870 1<16, 763 105, 997 286, 484 3,939,118 188, 003, 481 101 218,545 1,393, 608 252,332 Owners ____________ , I, 117,400 30.3 270,689 167,464 115,525 65,890 104,726 98,479 73, 082 221, 545 2, 480,237 129, 945, 376 116 100, 683 874,412 142,405 
Fun owners ____ 902,767 29.7 190, 91i2 124,231 90,458 53,700 88,647 85,502 66, 051 1203, 226 2, 056,179 114, 291, 128 

1271 
73,815 708,789 120, 163 

Part owners ____ 214, 633 33.0 79, 737 43,233 25,067 12,190 16, 079 12, 977 7,031 18,319 424,058 15,654,248 73 26,763 165,623 22,242 · Managers __________ 5,515 11.8' 751 558 482 284 494 555 454 1, 937 35,408 908,262 165 1, 384 3, 332 799 All tenants _________ 741, 570 33.4 248,472 147, 529 91,810 45,917 64,650 47,729 32,461 63,002 1, 423,473 57,149,843 77 116,578 515,864 109, 128 
Croppers ·~---- 103,732 29.8 32,884 24,813 15,002 7, 215 9,436 5, 964 3, 898 4,520 233, 151 6, 783,792 65! 28,788 55,581 19,363 
Other tenants .• 637,838 34.0 '215, 588 122,716 76,808 38,702 55,214 41,765 28,563 58,482 1,190,322 50,366,051 79' 87,790 460,283 89,765 

Colored rann operators_ 212,989 24.9 75,560 45,077 27,46o 13,234 18,945 12,573 9,670 10,470 615,532 14,224,766 67 60,077 90,111 62,801 
Owners ••• c ________ ' 67,290 31.8 16, 346 12, 074 9, 981 5,648 8,188 5, 576 4,239 5,288 137, 159 5, 863,465 87 9,808 36, 156 21,326 

Full owners ____ . 53, 557 30.9 11,970 9, 206 7,970 4, 707 6, 766 4,670 3,681 4,587 113,898 4, 920,637 92 7, 217 28,735 17,605 
Part owners ____ , 13,733 36.1 4,376 2,868 2,011 941 1,422 906 558 651 23,261 942,828 69 2, 591 7,421 3, 721 

Mariagers----~-----: 119 10.0 11 7 16 4 13 17 10 41 969 20,949 176 42 52 25 All tenap.ts. ________ 145,580 22.6 59,203 32,996 17,463 7, 582 10,744 6,980 5,421 5,191 477,404 8, 340,352 57 50,227 53,903 41,450 
Croppers •----- 80,286 21.8 33,318 19, OH 9,202 3, 853 5,618 3, 706 2,927 2,588 277,164 4, 440,017 55 36,093 21, 736 22,457 
Other tenants •• 65,294 23.8 25,885 13,922 8,261· 3, 729 li, 126 3,274 2,494 2,503 200,240 3, 900,335 60 14,134 32,167 18,993 

.1929 

All farm operators ••••• 1, 902,898 30. 3 1516, 102 328,068 217,032 118,427 183,080 143,485 129,400 267,304 ----------- 189, 868, 388 100 -------- --------- ----·-----

PERCENT DISTRlliUT!ON BY COLOR AND TENURE PERCENT DISTRffiUTION WITHIN EACH COLOR AND TENURE CLASS 

Of operators classified by number of days worked 
Of operators clas-

All operators reporting days worked off the farm sifted by principal 
off the farm occupation off the YEAR, C0LOR, AND Ofoper- farm TEN1H.I.E a tors 

100 150 200 250 
report-

100 150 200 250 Non- Unclas-1 to ; 25 to 50 to 75 to mg I to 25 to 50 to 75 to Agri-to to to days ''none'' to to to days agri- sified or Total 24 49 74 99 149 199 249 and 24 49 74 99 149 199 249 and cul- cui- notre· days. days days· days days days days over days days days days days days days over tural tural porting 

----------------- ---------------- -------
1934 

All filrJn.operators:..~---- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 28.7 17..4 11.3 6.0 9.1 7,7 5.6 14.3 13.4 71.4 15.2 Owners ______ , ______ li7.0 48.2 49.8 53.3 57.1 li9.8 65.3 66."8 76.4 57.5 24.2 15.2 10.6 6.0 9.5 8.8 6.5 19.1 9.3 76.9 13.8 
Full owners~---- 46.0 34. I 37.0 41.8 46.6 50.5 56.6 60.3 70.0 47.6 21.2 14.0 10.3 6.1 10.0 9.4 7.3 21.7 8.5 77.1 14.4 
Part owners _____ 11.0 14.1 12.8 11.5 10.1i 9.3 8. 7 6.6 6.4 9.8 36.8 20.2 11.9 5. 7 7. 7 6.1 3.3 8.3 12.9 75.8 11.4 Managers ___________ 

0.3' 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.4 o. 7 0.8 13.5 10.0 8.8 5.1 9.0 10.2 8.2 35.1 25.3 60.1 14.6 
All tenants_. ________ 42.7 51.7 50.1 46.4 42.7 39.9 34.3 32.8 23.0 41.7 34.7 20.3 12.3 6.0 8.5 6.2 4.3 7. 7 18.8 64.2 17.0 

Croppers '·------ 8.9 11.1 12.2 IO.a 8.8 8.0 6.1 li.9 2.4 11.2 36.0 23.8 13.2 G. 0 8.2 5.3 3. 7 3.9 35.3 42.0 22.7 
Other tenants ___ 33.8 40.6 37.9 36.2 33.9 32.0 28.3 26.8 20.6 30.5 84.3 19.4 12.1 6.0 8.6 6. 4 4.4 8. 7 14.5 70.0 15.5 -- ---- ------------- ---------------- -------

White fann operators..._ 100,.0' 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 27.9 16.9 11.1 6.0 9.1 7,9 G, 7 15.4 11.7 74.7 13.5 O:wners _____________ 59.9 52:1 li3.1 55.6 58.8 61.6 67.1 68.9 77.3 63.0 24.2 15.0 10.3 5.9 9.4 8.8 6. ,'\ 19.8 9.0 78.3 12.7 Full o:wners _____ 48.4 36.7 39.4 43.5 47.9 52.2 68.3 62.3 70.9 52.2 21.2 13.8 10.0 5.9 9.8 9.5 7.3 22.5 8.2 78.5 13.3 
Part owners ••••• , 11.5 lli.3 13.7 12. t 10:9 9.5 8.8 6.6 6.4 10.8 37.2 20.1 11.7 li. 7 7.5 6.0 3. 3 8. 5 12.5 77.2 10.4 

Managers •• ---------· 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.~ 0.4 o. 7 0.9 13.6 10.1 8. 7 li.1 9.0 10.1 8.2 35.1 25.1 60.4 14.5 
AU tenants"--------- 39:81 47.8 46.8 44.2 41.0 38.1 32.5 30.6 22.0 36.1 33.5 19.9 12.4 6.2 8. 7 6.4 4.4 8.5 15.7 69.6 14.7 Croppers 1 ______ li.6 6.3 7.9 7.2 6.4 5.6 4.1 3. 7 1.6 5.9 31.7 23.9 14.5 7.0 9.1 5. 7 3.8 4.4 27.8 53.6 18.7 

Other tenants ___ 34.2 41.5 38.9 37.0 34.5 32.5 28.5 26.9 20.4 30.2 33.8 19.2 12.0 6.1 8.7 6. 5 4.5 9.2 13.8 72.2 14.1 

Colored fann operators._ 100.0 : 100,0 100,0 100;0 100,0 100.0 100,0 1oo.o 100.0 100.0 35.5 21.2 12.9 6.2 8.9 5.9 4.5 4.9 28.2 42.3 29.5 
Owners------------- 31.6" 21.6 26.8 36.3 42.7 43.2 44.3 43.8 50.0 22.3 24.3 17.9 14.8 8.4 12.2 8.3 6.3 7.8 14.6 53.7 31.7 

Pull, cj:wne~;~----~ .25.1 ': 15.8 20.4 29.0 35.6. 35.7 37.1 38.1 43.8 18.5 22.4 17.2 14.9 8.8 12.6 8. 7 6. 9 8. 6 13.5 63.7 32.9 
· Part owners ____ 6.4 5.8 6.4. 7.3 7.1 7.5 7.2 li.8 6.2 3.8 31.9 20.9 14.6 6.9 10.4 6.6 4.1 4. 7 18.9 54.0 27.1 Managers _____ c _____ , 0.1 . (~ (2) 0.1 (2) 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.2 9.2 5. 9 13.4 3.4 10.9 14.3 8.4 34.5 35.3 43.7 21.0 All ·tena:nts __________ 

.68.4 7 .4 73.2 63.6 57.3 li6. 7 55.5 56.1 49.6 77.6 40.7 22.7 12.0 5.2 7.4 4.8 3. 7 3.6 34.5 37.0 28.5 
Oropyers •------ 37. 7, 44.1 42.3 33.5 g\).1 29.7 29.5 30.3 24.7 45.0 41.5 23.8 11.1i 4.8 7.0 4. 6 3.6 3.2 45.0 27.1 28.0 
Other tenants .•• 30. 7. 34.3 30.9 30.1 28.2 27.1 26.0 25.8 24.9 32.5 39.6 21.3 12.7 li. 7 7.8 5.0 3.8 4.0 21.6 49.3 29.1 

1929 
' All-farm operators •••••• 

-----~ 
............... ........... .. ........... .............. ... ........... ------ ------

______ .., __ 
27.1 17.2 11.4 6. 2 9.6 7.5 6.8 14.0 ............. ............. -------· 

1 For Soqthfll'I! States only. l LeSl> than Ho of 1:percen~. 
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Contrasting the years 1934 and 1929, although prac
tically the same percentage of all operators engaged in 
part-time work was shown for both yea.rs for the 
United States as a whole, decided differences appear for 
the individual States. The most striking example is 
South Dakota which showed 60.1 percent for 1934 and 
only 18.9 percent for 1929, the increase being attributed 
in a considerable degree to made or relief work necessary 
because of drought. Several other States showing 
extremely large increases in part-time farming, when 
considering the percentages of all farm operators, were 
North Dakota, Arizona, and New Mexico, while 
several States showing considerable declines were 
Michigan, Delaware, Maryland, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana. 

Whereas only two States, Georgia and Mississippi, 
reported a decline in the number of farms as between 
1930 and 1935, these same States plus 10 more, namely, 
Vermont, Michigan, Delaware, Maryland, North Caro
lina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, showed fewer farm operators working off 
their farms in 1934 than in 1929. Mississippi, with a 
decline of only 0.3 percent in the number of farms, had 
the greatest decline (26.9 percent) in the number of 
part-time farmers. 

For the group 1 to 49 days, declines in the number of 
operators reporting off-farm work were reported in 17 
States, 7 of which were in the North, 8 in the South, 
and 2 in the West, the greatest percentage declines 
being 43.1 in Delaware and 37.1 in Maryland. In the 
group 50 to 99 days declines were reported in 15 
States, 2 of which were in the North and 13 in the 
South, the greatest percentage declines being 42.7 in 
Mississippi and 42 in Louisiana. For the group 100 
days or more, declines were reported in 16 States, 6 of 
which were in the North, 8 in the South, and 2 in the 
West, the greatest percentage declines being 26 in 
Mississippi and 21 in Kentucky. 

Principal occupation at off-farm work.-The replies 
to the 1935 schedule inquiry as to the principal occu
pation on days worked off the farm were classified, 
where possible, into "agricultural" or "nonagricultural" 
but many of the replies, in the absence of specific 
instructions to the enumerators as to the detail in 
which the information should be given, were impossible 
of such classification. Perhaps the most numerous 
instances where the occupations could not be so 
classified were the reports of "labor", "common labor", 
"laborer", or "common laborer" without any further 
description of the type of labor. All such replies, 
unless supplemental information dictated otherwise, · 
were thrown into a third group designated "unclassi
fied" to which group also were consigned unreported 
occupations. 

As a guide for classifying occupations, the following 
partial list was considered as agricultural: 

Agriculturist. 
Apiarist. 
Beekeeper. 
Budder, fruit trees. 
Camp mover, sheep company. 
Camp tender, sheep company 

or ranch. 
Canal tender, irrigation. 
Cattle driver or drover (stock 

farm or stock ranch). 
Cotton chopper. 
Cotton picker, farm. 
Cowboy or cowpuncher. 
Day labqrer, farm. 
Ditch rider, irrigation ditch. 
Farm hand. 
Farm laborer or worker. 
Farm or field hand. 
Fireman, greenhouse or hot-

house. 
Florist, greenhouse. 
Fruit picker (any). 
Fumigator, garden or orchard. 
Garden laborer. 
Gardener (any). 
Grafter, fruit trees. 
Grain thresher. 
Greenhouse laborer. 
Hay or straw baler. 
Herder or herdsman (cattle, 

sheep, etc.). 

Hired hand. 
Hop picker. 
Horticulturist. 
Laborer, clearing land. 
Landscape gardener. 
Lemon picker. 
Minder cows. 
Orange picker. 
Picker, fruit (any). 
Plowman, farm. 
Pruner! orchard or nursery. 
Ranch nand (farm or ranch). 
Ranch or range rider. 
Rider, stock farm, ranch, or 

range. 
Sheep herder. 
Sheep shearer. 
Shepherd. 
Sprayer, trees. 
Stock driver, or drover (stock 

farm or stock ranch). 
Stock feeder, stock farm or 

stock ranch. 
Teamster (farm). 
Thresherman (grain). 
Tractor driver (farm). 
Vaquero, ranch. 
\Vorker, farm or ranch. 

The above classification brought out that of all 
operators working off their farms, 13.4 percent had as 
their principal occupation at such off-farm work one 
which was classed as agricultural, 71.4 percent as non
agricultural, and 15.2 percent as unclassified. Of the 
occupations which could be definitely classified, a fifth 
or more were included with "agricultural" in the fol
lowing States: Illinois, Iowa, Tennessee, Mississippi, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Montana, Wyoming, 
Oregon, and California, the highest percentage for any 
State being 28.2 for California. 

Effect of color and tenure of operator on statistics 
for part-time farms.-In 1935, for the country as a 
whole, 31.3 percent of the white farm operators re
ported income from their personal off-farm services 
during the previous calendar year, whereas only 24.9 
percent of the colored farm operators reported addi
tional income from such sources. White farm operators 
who worked as much as 100 days off their farms for pay 
comprised l1 .9 percent of all white operators and 38 
percent of those white operators who secured additional 
income from off-farm work as compared with the 
corresponding percentages for colored of 6 and 24.3. 
During the time gainfully employed off their farms, 
only 13.6 percent of the white operators were engaged 
principally in agricultural work on another farm as 
compared with 40 percent for colored. 

For the United States as a whole, very little differ
ence existed in the proportion of owner-operators and 
tenant-operators working off their farms for pay, the 
percentages for the former being 30.4 and for the latter 
31. Part owners had 33.2 percent of their number so 
engaged as against 29.8 for full owners. Owners who 
worked as much as 100 days off their farms for pay, 
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comprised 13.4 percent of all owners and 44 percent of 
those owners who secured additional income from off
farm work as compared with the corresponding percent
ages for tenants of 8.2 and 26.6. During the time gain
fully employed off their farms, only 10.8 percent of 
owners were engaged principally in agricultural work 
on another farm as compared with 22.6 for tenants. 

Further study of smaller geographic areas is neces
sary to learn if such wide differences exist between 
white operators and colored operators and between 
owners and tenants. Even considering extremely small 
areas, it should be pointed out that due to social and 
other reasons the same opportunity as to the nature and 
length of employment may not exist for these general 
groups. 

If the three southern geographic divisions are con
sidered together, 29.9 percent of all white farm opera
tors and 24.1 percent of all colored farm operators 
reported additional income from off-farm work in 1934, 
whereas, the percentages for white and colored respec
tively for the three individual divisions were: For the 
South Atlantic, 30.7 and 28.4; for the East South Cen
tral, 28 and 19.3; and for the West South Central, 30.9 
and 25.2. Only 7 of the 16 States comprising these 
three geographic divisions, however, had a greater 
percentage of their white operators reporting off-farm 
work than of their colored farm operators. Several of 
the individual State figures were, the percentages for 
white being given first: Virginia, 36.2 and 38.5; South 
Carolina, 31.7 and 36.3; Georgia, 23.2 and 16.6; Mis
sissippi, 27.8 and 16.4; Arkansas, 30.5 and 20.8; Okla
homa, 44.4 and 46.1; and Texas, 26.8 and 29.3. For 
the States named, in every case a higher proportion of 
the white operators, based either on the total number of 
white operators or on the number of white operators 
working off their farms, had worked 100 days or more 
than was true for colored operators. As an example, the 
percentages in Virginia for white were 19.9 and 55 and 
for colored were 16.9 and 43.9; the percentages in 
Georgia for white were 10.4 and 44.6 and for colored 
4.9 and 29.4; and in Mississippi for white 8.7 and 31.3 
and for colored 2.1 and 12.9. 

Although the proportion of owners and tenants en
gaged in off-farm work was practically the same for the 
entire country, decided differences existed between 
several of the geographic divisions, as may be noted 
from the following: 

Percent of Percent of 
all owners all tenants 

United States·----------------------------------------!===30=.4=!===3=1. 0 

New England·-------------------------------------------- 40.9 53.3 
Middle Atlantic ..... -------------------------------------- 31.8 35.4 
East North CentraL-------- ____ -------------------------- 28.8 29. 0 
West North CentraL------------------------------------- 28.4 36.0 
South Atlantic .. ------------------------------------------ 31.8 28. ,5 
East South CentraL __ ------------------------------------ 25. 9 25. 5 
West South CentraL.------------------------------------ 26.3 32.1 
Mountain .. ----------------------------------------------- 42.3 46.4 
Pacific __ -------------------------------------------------- 37.1 36.3 

Maps and tables.-Scant reference has been made to 
the basic figures in this study relating to the number of 
part-time farmers or to the possible derived percentages 
and averages. For those interested in making a further 
study of geographic location, color of operator, or 
tenure of operator in relation to the number of part
time farmers, to the time spent off their farms, or to 
the kind of work pursued, a series of maps, prepared on 
a county unit basis, and a series of tables are presented 
to show the importance of some of these factors not 
only for the United States and geographic divisions but 
also for States and even for counties. Several of the 
tables present the information by tenure for white 
operators and by tenure for colored operators. 

Part-time farming as a subclass in the 1930 type 
classification of farms.-During the Census of 1930 all 
farms were differentiated into 12 main groups plus an 
unclassified group on the basis of the principal source 
of income from agricultural operations. One of the 
12 groups was termed "abnormal" and included a sub
type of farms which were designated "part-time farms." 
This subtype group of part-time farms was not con
sidered to be an all-inclusive group of what is usually 
considered part-time farming, but rather these part
time farms were so segregated because they not only 
had other income but also because they would have 
tended, in some areas at least, to distort the other main 
type groups if included with them. 

The rather rigorous requirements in 1930 for a farm 
to be classed as part-time in this narrow sense were: 
The operator must have spent 150 days or more at 
work for pay at jobs not connected with his farm, or 
must have given an occupation other than farmer, 
provided in either case the value of prodticts of the 
farm did not exceed $750. On this basis there were 
339,207 farms in the United States classified as part
time farms though there were 540,189 farms whose op
erators had worked off their farms 150 days or more 
during the calendar year 1929. 


