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CHAPTER X-VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS.AND TYPE OF FARM 
Introductton • ..,-Th11" ct:apter presents statistics.,. CQl­

lected in the 1945 Cens·,).s of Agriculture, on the value of farm 
products s'old or used bY farm households and on type of farm. 
The data on value of farm products were obtained by Census enu­
merators from farm operators. The classification by type_ of 
farm was made in the Washington Office on the basis of the re­
ports for the value of sales of various farm products and for 
the value of produc:ts of the farm used by farm households. 

The figures for the value of farm products sold or used by 
farm households are presented for the major geographic areas 
and the 48 States and the District of Columbia in four ways: 
(1) as group totals; (2) by value groups based on the total 
value of farm products per farm; (3) by type of farm; and (4) 
by a cross-classification of value· groups and type of farm. 
Data by couNties appear iB volume I. No data are available for 
minor civil divisions (townships, precincts, etc.). When rea­
sonably · comparable, figures for 1940 and 1930 are presented 
along with the 1g45 data. 

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 

The definitions and explaNations refer primarily to the 
1945 Census of Agriculture, althoUgh significant differences 
between 1945 and p.rior censuses are given. 

"A :farm, for Census purposes, is all the land on which some agri­
cul~a~perations are performed by one person, either by his own 
labor alone or with the assistance of members of his household, or 
hired employees. The land operated by a partnership is likewise con­
sidered a :farm. A (farm) may consist of a single traot of land, or a 
number of separate · tracts, and the several tracts may be held under 
different tenures, as when one tract is owned by the farmer and another 
tract is rented by him.· When a landowner has one· or more tenants, 
renters, croppers, or managers, the land operated by each is oonsiaered 
a farm. Thus, on a plantation the land operated by eaoh cropper, 
renter, or tenant should be reported as a separate farm, and the land 
operated by the owner or manager by mean~ of wage hands should like-
wise be reported ·as a sep_a:rate farm. 11 . 

Tne enumerator was fnstructed to include dry-lot or barn 
dairies, nurseri-es, greenhouses, hatcheries, fur' farms, mushroom 
cellars, apiaries, cranberry 'bogs, etc., but not . to iricl~J.de 
"fish farms," "fish hatcheries," "oyster farms, • and "frog 
farms." He was also instructed not to report as a f~rm any 
tract of land of less than. 3 acres, unless its agricultural 
products in 1944 were valued at $250 or more. 

Farming, or .agricultural operations, consists of the pro­
duction of crops or plants, vines, and trees (excluding forestry 
operations) or of ,the keeping, grazing, or feeding of live­
stock for animal products (including serums), animal increase, 
or value increase. Livestock, as here used, includes poultry· 
of all kinds, rabbits, bees, and fur-bearing .animals in cap­
tivity, in additlon to mules, asses, burros, horses, cattle, 
sheep, goats, and hogs. Frequently, certain operations are not 
ge~erally recognized as farming. This is especially true When 
BO crops are grown or when the establishments are not commonly 
CONsidered as farms. 

Farms reporttng.-The term "farms reporting,• as used in 
the tables, indicates the Number o:r farms for whicli specified 
1 tei11S in the partl cular tables were reported. In· 1945, there 
were-63,125 farnis in oregon. Of these, 28,560 reported a value 
ot dairy products sold in 1944.. Therefore, the number of farms 
reporting ,dairy products sold 1s shown in the tables in this 
chapter as 28;560. Although, in general, the farms reporting 
a particular item represent the number of farms having that 
1 tem, in some instances it may re'present a minimum statement of 
the number of farms having tp,at i tern. 

Total value of farm -products sold or used by farm 
bousebolds.-The total value of farm products sold or used by 
farm households,·as·shown for the 1945 Census, 1s a summation 
of the values reported for eight sources of cash income and of 
one over-all value of products or .Fhe farm used by farm house-

holds. The value of farm products sold, in general, includes 
the value of field crops, fruits, etc., harvested in 1944 and 
sold in 1944 or to be sold at a later date and of livestock and 
11 vestock products sold in 1944. The value also incbdes the 
value of products traded_ and, in the case of f::~rms o~erated by 
part owners or tenants, the value of the landlord's sh"Lre of the 
crop, livestock, or livestock iJroducts. The value of farm pro­
ducts used or to be used by farm households r-elates to the pr·o­
ducts of the far~ produced in 1944. 

The 1945 Farm and Ranch Schedule provided separate inquiries 
for reporting the acreage (or trees or vines) and production of 
only the principal crops grown in an area. Separate data on 
the acreage (or trees or vines) and production are, therefore, 
not available for certain crops, such as popcorn, broomcorn, 
cranberries, avocados, figs, etc. The value of sales, however, 
of all such crops was included in the appropriate group total. 
In like manner, the value-of-sales questions for livestock and 
livestock products were all-inclusive, even though separate in­
quiries were not carried on the schedule for inventory,,pro­
duction, or quantities sold for such items as mohair, cheese, 
meat, honey, ducks, and geese. The value-of-farm-products in­
quiries were so arranged that each inquiry followed immediately 
the inquiries on the production of the various farm products 
comprising the general group of items to which the specific 
value-of~product inquiry related. 

Enumerators were instructed to obtain the gross 
from sales without deductions for expenses of any kind. 

receipts 
In the 

case of fruits and nuts,.howeve~and perhaps to a lesser degree 
for vegetables and other farm prod~cts, farmers in some areas 
reported Bet receipts instead of gross. The schedule did not 
include any questions on expelllles for items such as spray mate­
rials, irrigation water, containers, and other production and 
marketing costs. The absence of such inquiries on expenditures 
may have contributed to the frequency of reporting net receipts 
instead of gtoss receipts. 

The nine groups of farm products for wh1.ch values were 
secured in the 1945 Census are as follows: 

1. Value of fruits and nuts sold.--This includes the 
value of small fruits (strawberries, blackberries, etc.), as 
well as tree fruits, nuts, and grapes sold. The value of sales 
of wild fruits and nuts is exclude~ except for wild blueberries 
and Wild or seedling pecans. The enumerator was instructed to 
include the value of sales of wild blueberries if grown on land 
used primarily for their production. Wild or seedling pecans 
were to be included whether grown in orchards or elsewhere on 
the farm or ranch. In the 1945 Census, the value figure for 
fruits and nuts, except citrus, includes the value_ of all fruits 
and nuts that were_ produced in 1944 and sold or which we~e to 
be sold. For citrus, the 1944 value figures for all States 
represent sales of the crop harvested in the 1943-1944 season 
from the bloom of 1943. In the 1940 Census, the same general 
proce~ur~ was followed, except that in Arizona and California 
the value of the citrus sales applied to the crop harvested in 
the 1938-1939 season from the bloom of 1938 and, in all other 
States, the value of citrus sales applied to the crop harvested 
in the 1939-1940 season from the bloom of 1939. For the 1930 
Census, the value of sales for all crops applied to the 1929 
production. 

Reports of net receipts instead of gross were frequent in 
commercial-fruit areas where certain markettng costs are common­
ly deducted from the payments to the grower. Because of the 
wide variation in the value o! fruits and nuts arising from 
differences in quality, variety, method of marketing, etc.' 1t 
was not always possible to determine whether the value for fruits 
and nuts on a particular farm represented a net or gross value 
and, hence; it was necessary to accept, in most-cases, the 
value reported by the Census enumerator. 

2. Value of vegetables sold.- This group includes the 
_value of all vegetables sold either for consumption as fresh 
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562 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945 
vegetables pr for canning. For the 1945 Census, a lump-sum 
value was obtained for al~,vegetables harvested in·l944 for 
sale. In the 1940 Cens\IS; the value represented a summation of 
the reported values for individual vegetable crops harvested in 
1939 for sale. The value for vegetables does not include the 
value of Irish and sweet potatoes sold, Which were considered 
as field crops and the sales of which were included under the 
value of all other crops (field crops) sold. 

3. Value of horticultural spec tal ties sold.-Under· 
th~s heading is included the ·value of the sales or: crops 
grown under ~lass (flowers, plants, and vegetables) and propa­
gated mushrooms; nursery products (trees, shrubs, vines, orna­
mentals, etc.); flower and vegetable seeds, bulbs, and flowers 
ana plants grown in the open. In the 1945 Census, the value 
was obtained in one totalfor these items and in the 1940 Census 
it was obtained as three separate totals. 

4. Value of all other crops (field crops! sold.-This 
includes the value of field crops, such as corn, whea~peanuts, 
hay, clover and grass seeds, potatoes, cotton, tobacco, and 
sugarcane, sold. The enumerators were instructed to include 
the value of the sales of byproducts als~ such as straw, cotton­
seed, etc. 

5. Value of all dairy products sold.-This group in­
cludes the value or Whole milk, cream, butter, cheese, skimmed 
milk, and buttermilk sold. The value of goat milk sold· was 
included under the value of livestock and livestock products 
sold (other than dairy and poultry) in the 1945 Census and 
under the.value of other livestock products in the 1940 Census. 
Receipts from the sale of any dairy products purchased were to 
be excluded from the value of dairy products sold. 

6. Value of poultry and poultry products sold.­
In this general group of farm products is included the value 
of the sales of eggs, chickens (broilers, fryers, and others), 
turkeys, ducks, geese, guineas, pigeons, baby chicks, poults, etc. 

7. Value of livestock and livestock products sold 
(other than dairy and poultry!.- In the 1945 Census, this 
broad grouping includes the value or animals sold alive (horses, 
mules, cattle and calves, hogs and pigs, sheep.and lambs, goats 
and kids, and fur animals in captivity); bees; and livestock 
products not included with dairy or poultry products, such as 
wool, mohair, goat milk, meat,. honey, pelts, etc. 

The sales of meat include meat from animals butchered by 
.persons on the farms or butchered tor them on a custom basis, 
either on or off the farm. The enumerators were instruc~ed to 
exclude the value of sales or livestock by livestock dealers. 
In regard to livestock dealers, the following instructions were 
given on the 1945 Farm and Ranch Schedule: 

"LiTeatook &.&lsrs.--Animals purchased for immediate resale and not 
for feeding or grazing to increase their value shouid not be reported 
under Liveatook Sold Alive 1n 1944. Suoh operations are not considered 
'farming' and are largely duplications of sales reported for other 
farms. However,· if the plaoe qualifies in other respects as a farm, a 
report should be msde of the farming operations and of the livestook 
on hand. 11 ' 

On the other hand, purchases and sales were included in the 
totals when the indications were that the operator was a feeder 
and had sufficient reed, either purchased or produced on the 
farm, or had sufficient pasture for the livestock shown. ·In 
such instances, the totals tor livestock sales represented the 
value of all livestock sold. 

8. Value of forest products sold.-For both 1944 and 
19.39, this group of r~ products included the value or sales 
or firewood, fuel wooo., standing timber,. sawlogs, veneer logs, 
pulpwood, mtne props, bark, charcoal, fence posts, railroad 
ties, poles and .Piling, turpentine, resin, maple sirup and 
sugar, etc. In the 1930 Census, the inquiry tor the val~ or 
forest products sold in 1929 was designed to cover all of the 
products mentioned in the later censuses except maple sirup and 
sugar. The value or sales or maple sirup and sugar in 1929 was 
included with crops and not with forest products. 

g. Value of products of the farm used by farm house­
holds.-The farm operator was asked to estimate the yalue o! 
all products of the !arm which were used by households on the 
!arm where these products were produced. 

In 1944 and 1939, this group included not only the v•lue or 
products of the farm that were used by the operator's family, 
but also the value or such products used by all other households 

on the farm. In the .1930 Census, this group included only 
the· value of the products of the farm in 1929 that were used 
by the operator's' family. In the 1945 Census, the enumerator 
was instructed to include the value of prod-ucts or the farm 
'consumed by the operator's family w~ether living on. the farm 
or not. 

For institutional !arms, rarm products which were used by 
the inmates or the institution·were considered as sold and the 
value was included under the other value-of-products questions. 
The same procedure was followed with respect to products or 
community and relief gardens. 

Classttted farms.-As used in the statistical tabJ,es in 
this chapter, classified· farms tor the Censuses of 1945 ·and 1940 
refer to those farms which were classified by both value or 
products and type of farm. For both or these censuses, !arms 
with no !arm products sold or used by farm households in the 
calendar year prior to the census were not classified as to 
type and, tor this reason, they were excluded from the category 
or classified farms. In the tables where the classification 
'Was made solely on the basis of the value of p:r:oducts tor each 
!arm, the farms with no products sold or used by farm house­
holds are shown with •o• value. In the 1930 Census, many farms 
with no products sold or·traded were classified by type on the 
basis or certain criteria; e.g., crops planted which failed to 
produce a crop, receipts from the rental or pasture, etc. It, 
nowever, a farm was not operated in 1929, 1t was placed in the 
•unclassified" category. 

Farms with no products sold or used by f·arm house­
holds.-The number of r'arms shown for this classification 
represents those tor which there. was a report or "No,ne" !or the 
value or farm products sold or used by farm households in 1944 
and 1939. such farms include (a) new !arms being operated tor 
the first time in 1945 or 1940, as the case may be, and (b) 
farms having a complete crop ·failure in 1944 or 1939, with no 
livestock or livestock products sold and no products or the 
farm used by !arm households. This group ror 1939.also included 
a limited number or fai'IllB tor which the only value or products 
reported was receipts rrom rental of pasture. In .that year, 1 t 
was necessary to ciassify such rarms as having no rarm products 
sold, inasmuch as there was no value-of-products question on 
the 1~40 Farm and Ranch Schedule under Which rental from pasture 
could be properly included. In the'l945 Census, receipts !rom 
the rental of ·pasture were considered as income derived !rom 
field crops and in 1930 it was.considared as income' derived 
!rom crops. 

Unclassified farms-When information on the farm pro­
duction and valUA or farm products sold or used was incomplete 
or not reported, the farm was designated ~s •unclassified. • .In 
most cases, these unclassified farms were rarms on which the 
operator had moved between the time the crops were harvested 
and the time the Census enumerator visited the farm. ~n 1930, 
in addition to the.rarms with incomplete reports, this category 
included farms that were not operated in 1929 and nurseries, 
greenhouses, and apiaries. 

Type of farn1o-The classification by type of farm 1s made 
for the. pur.pose or grouping together and measuring the :relative 
importance or rarms having income :rrom a simJ' ar source and 
consequently havl tig a high degree of uni rorlll!l.·ty in. tbe kind, 
relat1 ve amount, and proportion or crops., livestock, and live­
stock products. 

The classification or rarms by type was made on the basis 
or the relationship of the value. of all farm products sold to 
the total value of products sold or used by farm households and, 
further, on the basis of the relationship of the value of sales 
from each general source to the total value or all farm proGlicts 
sold. The classincatlon was performed mechanically. A me­
chanical procedure' doe's not lend.itsel! to recognizing, unusual 
cir.Cumstances, such as crop failure, ·in class1!y1ng farms bY. 
type. 'l'he procedure was as follows: after eliminating •rarms 
with no products• and "unclassified" rarms, the .remaining rarms 
were sorted into two gf'oups: (1) ra.rms productng products pri­
marily for sale and (2) !arms producing products primarilY for 
use bY the operator's family and. other households on the farm. 
If the value or !arm products used by !arm households exceeded 
the total value or all rarm products sold, the farm was classi­
!led as a •rarm producing products primarily ror own ho.usehold 
use. • TheSe !arms are sometimes rererred to as subsistence 
farms or tamily-li ving farms. On the other hand, 1f the value 
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of all fawm products. sola equaled or exceeded the value qf farm 
products. 1:1se<l by farm llouseholds, the farm was classified as a 
"farm J!H'Dducblg products primarily ror sale." Farms producing 
prod1:1cts primarily for sale were furtller classified into the 
following nine maJor types on the basis of source of income: 
frU:it~a!'ld-nU:t farms, vegetable farms, horticultural-specialty 
farms, all-other-crop (field crop) farms, dairy farms, poultry 
farms, li v.ce.sti>ck .. farms, forest-products farms; and general 
farms. If tile value of•products sold for one of these general 
so·urces · 01' il'lcome represented more than 50 percent ~f the tot.al 
value of an ]}roducts sold•, the farm was classified as the type 
corresponding to that source of income. Of the farms producing 
ptoducts primarily for sale, those for which the value of prod­
ucts .rroma!'ly one of the eight sources of income did not exceed 
50 percent·or tile' total value or all products sold were classi­
ned as: "general" farms. 

1940 Census itfiures by type of farm.-The 1945 ana 1940 
Censbls classifications of farms by type are not comparable. In 
the 1940. Census, farms were classified by type on the basis of 
the maj·or (single largest) source of income. It was recognized 
thata classification made.on this basis had definite limita­
tions. However,.since tile codi!'lg was dol'le manually, this method 
permitted 11he visual selection or the item having the highest 
value among tel'l values. For example, 1f tile entry ror value of 
dairy products sold was the largest entry under the ten value­
or-products questions, the farm was ·Classified as a dairy farm. 
If a farm llad two or more· sources of income for Which the value 
el'\tdes were· the same, a,nd these were the largest value entries, 
the farm was class~f1ed according to the item preaominat1ng as 
to maJor source il'l that locality. Farms ror whicll the value of 
prodlicts used by the farm housellolds was only slightly larger 
than the ·value or ·the largest group of farm products sold were 
classified as sabsistence or· fam1ly-l1v~ng farms. Blit many of 
these 1'al!!Uy~l1v1ng farms had diversified operations so that tile 
total val\lle of farm products sold rrom the several sources ex-. 
ceeaed the value of products ror rarm households' use. Logi­
cally., most or these farms belonged in a "general rarm" cate­
gory, a].. thougll a part would classify in some other category. 

'J)ab]:e 4 shows comparative rigures ror tile United States ror 
farms classir'ied by type for both the 1945 and 1940 Censuses. 
In the last two columns is given the number, with percent dis­
tribution, or ratms for the 1040 Census, .classified by "major 
source of income" ac.cording to the procedure followed 1n.l940, 
as described: in the preceding paragraph. The figures in the 
secol'ld ood r.ourth columns show the number, with percent di$tri­
:but1oo, .of farms r'or 1940 re·classUied, using the procedure 
folloWed in the 1945 Census. As explained in rootnote 1 of 
table 4,. this reclassification is based on a 2-percent sample 
for farms with a tota:it value or products of less. than$10,000 
plus a tabulat1o.n of all farms with a total value of products 
or $!LO,.OOO and over. The coefficients of variation shown 'in the 
flfth column should be interpretea as follows: the probabili­
ties are about 2 in 3 that the percent of error for the esti­
mates for 194;0 wil!L be less than the coefficient of variation 
and. about 1 in .3 that it wUl exceea the coeff1 cient of varia­
tto,n. 'IIfue coeffi·cients of variation apply alike to the estima­
ted n11mb.er of farms for 1940 of. each type and to the percentage 
tha,t the nl1111ber of each type is of the total n11mber of rarms. 
Similar .data are given for eacll State in State table B in volume 
I. Table 25 I>f this chapter gives ·data for tile estimated n11mber 
6f farms of eacll t;ype for 1940 based on the 1945 classif1ca­
t1on. Tills table, however, does not give data for tile 1940 
farms ba.sed Ol'l the i940 classification by major source of income. 

1930 Census ft.gures by type of farm.- In the · 1930 
CenS·):lS, {ive inquiries were made concening the value of. farm 
prodlicts sold or used by the family of the.rarm operator. These 
ftv:e inquiries covered the .income or Vallie of products ror the 
following general groups: (1) crops sola, (2) 11 vestock sold, 
{3) livestock prodlicts sold,. {4) forest products sold, al'ld 
(5) Vallie of farm proaucts used by the operator's famiJ.y, The 
re1at1ol'lship which the value ror each or these sources bore to 
the total :value of rarm products for a farm provided the basis 
for the classirication by type or rarm. 

Farms were classified into li:: types (eXClUding "unclassified 
farms") and one o1' these types, "abnormal," was.rurt .• o.r divided 
into five $Ubtypes. The classification into 12 major types re­
quired more detailed information than was directly available 
from the answers to the four general inquiries on the value of 
sales of rarm products and the value of products or the farm 
used by the operato:r:•s family. Since the· reported values, 
notably ror crops and livestock products, represented a broad 
group of products, it was necessary to break such totals down 
in order to classify a rarm into the folloWing types: 

Cash-grain--corn, wheat, oats, rice, and other grains. 
Cotton--cotton (lint) and cottonseed, 
crzyp:specialty--sugarcane, sugar beet~ tobacco, hay, Irish or sweet 

potatoes, and other field crops. -
Fruit--sn~ll fruits, tree frUits, nuts, Bnd grapes. 
_Truck-all vegetableS sold except Irish and sweet potatoes. 
Dairy-milk·' cream, butter, etc. , and da_iry animals. 
Paul try--chickens, eggs, _etc. 
Animal-specialty--all classes of meat animals produced primarily by 

the feeding of such animals. 
Stock-ranch--all classes of meat animals produced primarily by 

grazing and such livestock produc~s as wool, mohair, etc. 
General-farms on which the value of products from one source did 
~represent as much as 40 percent of the total value of all 

products of the farm. 

NUMBER A}ID PERCENT DISTRIB~ION OF FARMS BY TYPE OF FARM, FOR THE 
UNITED' STATES: CENSUS OF 1930 

{For. basis of classification by- type, see text} 

TYPE OF FARII 

All fa-rms .............•.•......•............. 
Fa·rms, uncla~sif'iedl,,,_ ........................ ··~··· 
All cl8.ssi.fied fa-ms 2 . ..............•...... , .... , .. . 

General ................... .- ..................... . 
Cash-grain . ........... , • , ........................ . 
Cotton ..•. , ..................................... .. 
crop..specia1t;r ................ '' ................ . 
Fruit •.•.•..•..•.••...•..•.••.••.• , .••.•...•...•. 
Truck ..•... ·-········ .....•.............•......... 
Dairy ......•.•.•... ·· • · ... · · · • · • · · · · · · · · · · · · • · · · · ·• 
Anina.l-specialty .. .............................. . 
Stock-ranch •. .................................... 

---I'.oultry .• : ...................................... . 
Self-sufficing ..........•..... , .... , ............ . 
Abnonnal. ...................................... .. 

1950 TYPE ClASSIFICATION 
(CENSUS OF 1950) 

Number of 
farms 

6,288,646 
288_,7~6- . 

5,999,882 
1,044,266 

454,726 
1,640,025 

451,579 
141,418 
84,561 

604,837 
479,042 

71,000 
166,517 
498,019 
584,092 

Percent 
distribution 

100.0 
4.6 

95.4 
16.6 

7.2 
26.1 
6.9 
2.2 
1.3 
9.6 
7.6 
1.1 
2.6 
7.9 
6.1 

1 Not clas;ified either by total value of farm products or by type. Figures in­
clude nurseries, greenhouses, a.nd apiaries. See text. 

2 Includes farms operated in 1:929 with no farm products sold or used by the oper­
ator's family. See "Classified farms" in text discussion. Does not include nurser­
ies·, greenhouses, and apiaries. 

For each o1' the above ten major types of farms, the sales of the 
major prod\llct or group of products haa to represent 40 percent 
or more of the total value or farm products sold or used by the 
operator's household. The rernaihint; two major types of farms 
were designated •sel!-sufflci ng" and "abnormal." 

Self-sufficing--For these farms, the value of farm products used by 
the operator's family had to represent 50 percent or more of the 
total value of products in order to be so classified, In the 
editing process, a few of the farms with 50 percent or more of 
the total value of products representing livjng of the operator• s 
faffiily were classified in some other type when it was evident 
that, because of crop failure or other circumstances, the farm 
was in reality something other than a "self-sufficing" farm. 

~--For convenience, tarms of unusual types,, which differed 
markedly from the major types, were designated "abnormaL" This 
class was divided into five subtypes as follows: 

(a) Institution or country estate--if the farm was owned or 
operated by a school, college, church, etc., or if the 
value of the residence was $25 1 000 or more on farms 
consisting of ten or more acres. 

(b) Part-time--if the farm operator worked for pay off the 
farm for 150 days or more or reported an oco,upation other 
than farmer, provided the value of farm products did not 
exceed $750. 
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(c) Boarding .and lodging-if the receip.ts from boarders, 

lodgers, and campers represented 50 percent or more of 
the total value of all products and receipts of the farm. 

(d) Forest products~if the value of forest products sold rep­
resented 50 percent or more of the total value of all 
products of the farm. 

VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, 
FOR THE UNITED. STATES: 1944, 1939, AND 1929 

(e) Horse farm, feed lot, or livestock dealer-in general, 
farms on which the sales of animals represented 50 per­
cent or more of the total value of· all products of the 
farm and on which crop production was of little impor­
tance. The acreage in. such farms was usually small. 

The self-sufficing type is the only one for Which the data 
for 1930 are reasonably comparable with those ror 1945. This 
type corresponds to. the 1945 classification."Farms producing 
products primarily for own household use" Which is sometimes 
shortened to "Subsistence" or "Family-living farms." It should 
be remembered that in the 1930 Census the inquiry called for 
the value or the products of the farm used by the operator's 
family, while in the 1945 census the inquiry called for the 
value or products used by all households on the farm. 

INTERPRETATION AND RELIABILITY OF THE RE~JLTS 

The following discussion is presented for the purpose of 
assisting in interpreting the statistics and in evaluating 
their reliability: 

Value of farm products.-The total value of farm prod­
ucts, in general, serves two purposes; namely, to measure the 
gross agricultural income ror various geographic areas and to 
indicate the relative importance or the different· product 
groups. The total value of farm products sold or used by . farm 
households, however, is not a true indicator or the gross 
agricultural income or a particular geographic area. The vatue 
of products, as reported by an individual farm operator, repre­
sents the gross value for that farm. When individual farm re-

DOLLARS) 

1939 

(BILLIONS OF 
8 

194401 41 

1929 ···········~~~012~ 
'i 

li 
~ p~~D~~~ Hsgu!fE~~g~ED -PRODUCTS SOLD ~ P~~D~~1S ~OSUES~HOLDS 

• 
SOURCE: TABLE 1 

INOE:X NUMBE:RS OF PRICE:S RE:CE:IVE:O BY FARME:RS FOR ALL FARM PRODUCTS 

FOR THE: UNITE:O STATE:S: 1944, 19.19, AND 1929 . ' 

(AUGUST 1909·- J,ULY 1914= 100) 

INOE:X NUMBE:RS OF THE: VOLUME: OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION FOR SALE: AND 
FOR CONSUMPTION IN THE: FARM HOME, FOR THE: UNITE:O. STATE:S: 

1944, 1939, AND 1929 

(1935-39=100) 

SOURCE FOR INDEX NUMBERS: BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 
U. S. DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE 1 

ports are combined i.nto totals for geographic areas-counties, 
States, regions, etc. -the resulting total presents an over­
statement of the gross value for the area. This overstatement 
is the result of duplication arising from lnterfarm sales which, 

Table 1.-VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, WITH FARMS REPORTING, CLASSH'IED BY SOURCE OF INCOME, 
FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUSES OF 1945, 19401 AND 1930 

[Figu-res for divisions and States in ta~les 9 to 2.2] 
-

FARliS REPORTIID VALUE OF FARII PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARII HOUSEHOLDS (DOIJ.ARS) 

I TEll Number Percent of_ all fa-rms Total Average per farm Percent of total 
(For definitions,. II Farms 

CensUs reporting," etc., see text.) Census Census Census Census Census Census Census of Census or census of Oensus 0enGUS Cl<lsu.s Census Census 
of of of of of of 

1945 1940 1950 of of of of of of 
1945 1940 1950 1945 1940 1950 1945 1940 1950 1945 1940 1950 

All farms ••••••••••••••.••• ,SSB,l69 6,096,?99 6,288,648 100.0 100.0 100.0 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
Fal"'UUS with no farm products sold 
or usedl. •••••••••• 2 ••••••••.••••• 98,675 88,502 (*) 1.7 1.6 (*) ----------- ---------- --------- ---- ---- ----- ----- ----- -----

Farms, unclassified •••••••••••••• 7,588 39,542 : 288,788 O.l 0.6 4.6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (i>C 
Farms classified both by total 

value of farm products and by 
type: 3 

~9ll,l5 29,555 All farm products sold or used. ~,752,908 5,968, 755 ,5,999,882 98.2 97.9 95.4· l8,l08,13 2 ,494 7,815,644,567 5,148 1,509 1,855 100.0 100.0 100.0 
All farm products "sold •••••• 5,527,687 5,617,068 (*) . ·90.9 92.1 (*) 1B;230,627,204 6,681,581,292 9,609,924,183 3,046 1,190 (*)· 89.6 85.5 87.3 

All crops ::~old •••••••••• ~~702,481 ,,225,175 4,923~419 65.2 69.5 ?8.3 7,507,597,166 5,094,947,521 4,424,480,691 2.,028 755 899 41.5 59.6 40.2 
Fruits end nuts sold •• 551,039 668,785 (*) 9.1 11.0 (*) 1,078,642., 772 295,360,985 (*) 2,051 442 (*) 6.0 5.8 (*) 
Vegetables eold 5 •••••• 579,579 458,011 (*) 9.9 7.5 (*) 576,592,66_2 199,526,002 (*) 995 4'16 (*) 5.2 2.6 (*) 
Hortioul tural special 
tie::~ sold •••••••••••• 34,690 28,774 (*) 0.6 0,5 (*) 231,258,953 129,54$,003 (*) 6,666 4,496 (*) 1.3 1.7 (*) 

All other crops (fiel 
(*) crops) sold8 ••••••••• ,216,108 3,825,478 (*) 54.9 62.7 (*) 5-,621,102,779 2,470, 727,551 (*) 1,748 646 (*) 51.0 51.6 

All livestock and live-
I 

stock products sold ••••• ,356,041 4,456,508 (*) 74.0 73.1 (*) 8,644,670,850 3,547,482,558 5,085,583,912 1,993 796 (*) 47.7 45.4 46.2 
Dairy products sold ••• ,472,709 2,647,8~1 (*) 42.2 4'5.4 (*) 2,551,407,944 l,ll8,192, 799 (*) 1,024 422 (*) 14.0 14.5 (*) 
Paul tl'y and poul t17 

~,401,918 (*) products sold •••••••• 3,507,802 (*) 58.1 57.5 (•) 1,588,549,044 555,411,698 (*) 466 158 (*) 8.8 7.1 
Uvestock and live-

s too:k products e old 
( othol' than dail'y 

~,476,763 (*) (*) (*) ?4.9, (~) 
Fore:~p~=~)~~id4:::: (*) (*) 59.5 (*) (*) 4,526,?13,862 1,875,877,861 1,302 25,Q 

221,901 276,611 602,992 3.8 4.5 9.6 78,559,188 59,l51,6J.p 99,859,580 555 142 188 0.4 ·o.s p.9 

F~:a:~~~~~ • ~~~ • ~: • :~. 5,513,~0 5, 755,078 5,609,680 94.1 94.4 89.2 1,_877 ,505,290 1,152,065,275 1,401,405,152 541 197 250 10.4 14.5 12.7 

*!lot available. 
1 Classified by total value of farm prod.ucta, but not classified by type. See text. 
2 Not classi!ied either by total value of farm products or by type. Figures tor Census of 1950 include nurseries, greenhouses, and apiaries. See text. 
& Figuree fw census _of 1930 include farms· operated in 1929 with no farm products sold or used by farm· operator's family, but do not include nurseries, greenhouses, and 

apiaries. See text.. . . 
"Value of aales for maple:·sirup and sugar included with "Forest products" for Censuses· of 1945 and 1940, but with ncrops" for Census of 1950. 
O Value of Irish and sweet potatoes included wit.h "All other crbps (field cropa) ,• not with HVegetables." 
e Figu.rea for Census of 1930 are :tor farm opera tor 1 a family only'. 
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·in certain areas, part~lcularly in the li vesc;ock-reeding areas, 
like the Middle west, are of considerable importance. To the 
extent that ;f.armers sell grain or livestock to other- farmers, 
who in turn resell the livestock or remarket the grain in the 
form of livestock, there is duplication in the totals. 

on the other hand, the total value of farm products shown 
for an area tends to be an understatement. First, the totals 
do not include the value of farm products for unclassified 
farms. For the United States, 7,588 farms, o.r 0.1 percent of 
the total, were unclassified in 1945. If the value of farm prod­
ucts for these farms were added to the total, the total would 
probably be increased by not more than 1. 0 percent. In 1940, 
there were considerably more unclassified farms, numbering 
39,542. In 1930, there were 288,766 farms which were unclassi­
fied as to type. This figure included nurseries, greenhouses, 
and apiaries. In the 1930 report, it was stated: "'rf the 
value of products on these farms were added to the total for 
the United States, it probably would be increased by 4 or 5 
percent." Second, farmers understated the value of certain 
types of farm products. In the cott9n-producing areas, there 
was an understatement of the value of cottonseed sold. It is 
not an uncommon practice for farmers to pay, with cottonseed, 
the cost of ginaing, etc., with the result that in most cases 
they did not report the value of cottonseed exchanged in pay­
ment for ginning, or other expenses, in their estimate of the 
value -of crops sold. In the case of tenant-operated farms, the 
landlord often owned or sold the cottonseed, with the result 
that the tenant farmer did not always report the value of 
cottonseed in his estimate of the value of crops sold. Third, 
for some products, the farmer reported the net v~ue of the 
products sold or the amount he received after transportation, 
packing, selling, or other expenses had been deducted. Report­
ing the net value rather than gross probably resulted in a 
considerable understatement of the value of fruits, nuts, and 
vegetables so1d. Fourth, the total value of farm products does 
not refl~ct the total gross agricultural income for the year, 
as it does not take into consideration net increases or decreases 
in inventories. 

VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM 
HOUSEHOLDS BY SOURCE OF INCOME, FOR THE . 

UNITED STATES: 1944 AND 1939 
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AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD, 
OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS. 1944 

{COUNTY UNIT BASIS) 

LEGEND 
DOLLARS 

D UNDER 1,000 
D 1,000 TO 1,499 
.1,500 TO 2,499 
B 2,500 TO 3,999 
~ 4,000 TO 5,999 
llllil!lli 6,000 TO 9,999 
- 10,000 AND OVER 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

The value of products sold or used by farm households prob­
ably measures quite accurately the relative proportion of the 
gross agricultural income derived from different producing 
groups. However, because different types of farms represent 
varying degrees of intensity of productio~a somewhat different 
picture of the relative importance of various types. of farms 
would be shown were the comparison made on a net rather than a 
gross basis. For example, for livestock farms, the total v~lue 
includes the entire value of all livestock sold with no deduc­
tion made for the cost of any livestock purchased, while on 
crop farms there is no offsetting charge of this character 
against income. In comparing the value of farm products for 
the various census years, consideration should be given to 
changes in the general price level as this change accounts for 
a l~rge part of the difference in the value of farm products 
fo:r: two periods. 

one of the accompanying bar charts shows the value of all 
farm products sold or used by farm households for 1944, 1939, 
and 1929. On the same chart are two indices--one reflecting 
the increase (or decrease) in val\le as a result of price changes 
and the other reflecting the increase attributable to· increased 
production. 

one of the accompanying dot maps shows the over-all value 
of farm products sold or used by farm households in 1944. 
Additional dot maps show the value of sales for each of the 
source-of-income groups and still another 'shows the value of 
the products of the farm used by farm households. These maps 
were prepared on the basis of county figures. The degree of 
concentration of the value of farm products, as incl.i cated by 
the number of dots, shows the relationship between one area and 
another. On the map shoWing the total value of products, areas 
with the largest number of dots, in the main, repre·sent. the 
best agricultural areas of the United States. 

In interpBeting the accompanying cross-hatch map showing, 
by counties, the average value per farm for all farm products 
sold or used by farm households, consideration must be given 
not only to differences in the type of farming in the various 

UNITED STATES AVERAGE 
$ 3,148 

areas, but also to the. size· of farming operations prevalent in 
these areas. For example, values per farm are high in the 
ranching areas of the West where the size of farming operations 
is relatively large, whereas values are low in many areas of 
the South where small tenant-farming operations are prevalent, 

In the Census of l945,the total value of farm products sold 
or used by farm households,.for the United States, for all 
classified farms wa:;; $18,108,132,4-94. Of this total, 89.6 per­
~~nt represented the value of products sold and 10.4 percent, 
the value of products used. The value of crops sold represented 
41.5 percent of the total (products sold and used) and .the 
value of livestock and livestock products sold, 47.7 percent .. 
Forest products contributed only 0.4 percent of the total. ·Of 
the eight principal groups contributing t~ cash income, field 
crops furnished 31.0 percent of the total (products sold and 
used); livestock and livestock products (other than dairy and 
poultry) furnished 25.0 percent; dairy products, 14.0 percent; 
and poultry and poultry products, 8.8 percent. Smaller per­
centages were contributed by fruits and nuts, vegetables, and 
horticultural specialties. A higher proportion of farms re~ 
ported sales of livestock and livestock products than reported 
sales of crops. About l farm in 10 did not report sales of any 
products; These data are shown in table 1. 

Value of :farm products sold versus cash receipts 
from farm marketings,-The following explanation is submitted 
to indicate ·the differences between the vaiue of farm products 
sold, as shown by the Census, and the cash receipts from farm 
matketings,as published by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
of the u. S. Department of Agriculture. As indicated previously, 
the value of farm products, as shown by the Census, represents 
a summation of values reported by individual farmers for farm 
products sold for a given year. In the case of crops (except 
citrus fruits), the value represents the sales of crops har­
vested in 1944, regardless of whether these crops were sold 
during the calendar year 1944 or.were to be sold in 1945 or 
later. On the. other hand, cash receipts from farm marketings 

·represent valUE\S qbtat'ned by multiplying estimated quanti ties 
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Table 2.-VALUE OF' ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, WITH FARMS REPORTING, CLASSIFIED BY TOTAL VALUE i.JF' 

PRODUCTS, FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUSES OF' 1945, 1940, AND 1930 

[Figures !or regions and States in tables 23 and 26 J 

FARIIS REP<J!TIM1 VALUE Cf' FARII PRODUCTS SOLD OR USFD BY FARII HOUSEHOLDS 
(DOllARS) 

VALUE GROUP Number Percent of all tarme Total Average per tarm Percent of 1;.otal 

Census Census Can8lls Census Census Census\ Ceneus ot Census of 
Cenaus Census Census Censua 

of of ot of ot of of of of of 
1945 1940 1930 1945 1940 1930 1945 1940 1945 1940 1945 1940 

All farms ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 5,859,169 6,096,799 6,288,648 (*) (*) (*) (") (*) (*) 
Farms., unclassitiedl. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7,588 39,642 • 288,766 O.l 0.6 2 4.6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
All value groups ••••.•••••••••.•••••••.•.••••. • ••••• 5,851,581 6,057,257 5,999,882 99.9, 99.4 96.4 8,198,132,494 7,613,644,567 3,095 1,290 100.0 100.0 

Farms wi·t-h value of Products soLd or used 
2'),qoo;B82 • 295:.4 by {rJt"'/11 househoLds •.•.•. '" ••• ,.~ •••••... , •• , • • J J 7'52, 908 5. 968,755 98·• 97·9 8, 108, 132·494 7,813,644.567 3· 148 1,:)09 100.0 100.0 

Ulldt~·~~:~:::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
. 552,263 1,235,507 23fi7,S11 9.4 20.2 •s.3 62., 778,865 159,328,628 114 129 0.5 2.·0 

98,675 88,502. . (*) 1.7 1.5 (*) ------- -------- ------- ---- ----- ----
.$1 to $99 .................................... 120,467 332,195 '(*) 2.1 5.4 (*) (*) 18,951,230 (*) 57 , .. ) o.z 
$100 to $249 ................................. 333,113 812,810 (*) 5.7 15.3. (*) (*) 140,377,598 (*) 175 (*) 1.8 

$250 to t:l99 ..................................... 435,922 821,616 518,052 7.4 18.5 8.2 187,140,596 265,117,289 516 520 0.8 5.4 
$400 to $599, ................................... 514,194 870,629 766,118 8.8 14.3 12.2 261,498,152 427,859,018 469 491 1.4 5.5 

$400 to $499 .................................. 267,666 (*) (*~ 4.6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (•) 
$500 to $599 .................................. 246,528 (*). (* 4.2 (*) (*). (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 

$600 to $999 .................................... 780,434 ,o63,575 1,245,684 18.5 17.3 19.6 610,359,097 817,143,553 782 776 5.4 10.5 
$600 to $799 ................... ; .............. 421,125 479,481 (*) 7.2 *7.9 (*) (*) :520,766,794 (*) 4 669 (*) • 4.1 
$800 to $999 ...... ,, ........... , ............. 569,509 0574,094 (*) 6.1 09.4 (*) (*) 496,576,759 (*) • 665 (*) • 6.4 

$11000 to $1,499 ................................ 718,009 708,917 957,910 12.5 11.6 14.9 882,251,750 886,289,507 1,229 1,222 4.9 11.1 
$1,000 to $1,199 .............................. 318,119 (*) (*) 5.4 (*) (•) (*) (*) (*) (*) (•) (*) 
$1,200 t.o $1,499 ............................... 401,890 (*) (*)' 6.9 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 

$1;500 to $2,.499 ................................. .908,624 880,101 981,163 15.5 11.2 15.6 1, 767,680,858 1,306,696,763 1,945 1,921 9.8 16.7 
$11500 to $1,999 ...... : ....................... 517,726 416,081 . (*) 6.8 6,8 (*) (*) 718,246,576 (*) 1,726 (*) 9.2 
$2,000 to $2,469 .............................. 590,898 264,020 (*) 6.7 4.3 (*) (*) 588,448,187 (*) 2,22.9 (*) 7.5 

$2,500 to $5,999 ................................. 742,780 375,975 628,006 12.7 6.2 10.0 2,3s1,212;s59 1,169,500,946 3,165 5,111 15.0 15.0 
$2,500 to $2,999 .............................. 300,375 (*) (*) 5.1 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
p,ooo to $5,999 .... , ........................ ; 442,407 (*) (*) 7.6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 

-$4,000 to $5,999 ................................. 514,055 165,679 291,112 8.8 2.7 4.6 2,506,711,274 796,228,144 4,876 4,806 15.8 10.2 
$4,000 to $4,999 .............................. 502,203 (*) (•) 5.2 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (•) 
$5,000 to $5,999 .............................. 211,852 (*) (*) 5.6 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 

$6,000 to $9,999 ................................. 598,270 88,947 147,753 6.8 1.5 2.5 15,021,570,039 666,922,791 7,587 7,468 16.7 8.5 
$6,000 to $7,999 .............................. 257,661 (*) (*) 4.4 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
$11,000 to $9,999 ................ : ... ............. 140,589 (*) (*) 2.4 (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 

$10,000 and over ................................. 289,040 58,515 88,587 4.9 1.0 1.4 6,516,949,347 1,340,558,128 22,547 22,989 56.0 
1 
r 17.2 

$10,000 to $19,999 ............................ 205,803 40,670 61,806 5.5 0.7 1.0 545,022,351 

} 16,561 

18,401 

} 
7.0 

$20,000 and over .............................. 85,237 17,643 24,981 1.4 0,5 0.4 ~,521,421,517 795.855. 777 45,091 23.9 10.2 
$20,000 to $29,999 .......................... 42,025 8,817 (*) 0.7 0.1 (*) 211,246,054 2.5,959 2.7 
t:I0,000 to $59,999 .......................... 16,306 5,588 (*) 0.5 0.1 (*) ll5,645,256 54,154 lr 1.5 
$400000 to $49,999 ......................... 8,ose 1,687 (*) 0.1 (*) (*) 74,788,085 44,532 } 1.0 
$50,000 to $74,999 ......................... 8,469 1,899 (*l 0.1 (*) 

'*l 2,195,528,030 112,974,528 I~ 88,155 69,462 12.1 1.4 
$75,000 to $99,99g ...................... ; .. 5,446 761 (* 0.1 (*) (* 65,176,624 . 85,646 o.8 
$1oo;ooo and over .......................... 4,885 1,091 (*) 0.1 (*) (*) 215, 70S, 253 b.97. 712 2.8 

*-Not aVailable. 
1 Not classified either -by ·total value of farm product-s or by type. Figures tor Census of 1930 include nurseries, greenhouses, and apiaries. See text. 
8 Includes ttQtt product !'arlliiS operated in 1929; excludes "Ott product farms not operated in 1929, but to be operated in 1930. 
• Classifiad by total value of farm products, but not classified by type. see text. 
•Figures for !'arms with $600. to $749 't'&lue · o!' products. 
• Figures for farmo with $750 to $999 value of products. 

NUM.BI;R OF FARMS AND VALUE OF ALL. .FARM PRODUCTS 
SOLD .OR USED BY F'ARM HOUSEHOLDS BY VALUE 
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marketed by farmers by the estimated prices farmers receJ 7ed 
for these products. Cash receipts from farm marketings are for 
quantities marketed during a calendar year and, hence, include 
only the value of that putic~ar part of a crop that is market­
ed during the calendar year. F.or many crops, Ruch as field 
crops, citrus fruits, etc., cash receipts from farm marketings 
may represent values derived from the sales for parts of two 
crop seasons, and thus compaPability with Census totals for a 
crop year are affected insofar as cash receipts from marketing;s 
include or exclude crops that were harvested in a year other 
than the year covered by the census. 

Calculated versus enumerated or reported values.-­
In table 8 of this chapter and in chapters VII, VIII, and IX 
are given calculated and enumerated values ror crop and live­
stock production on farms. The calculated values were obtained 
for each county by multiplying the quantity harvested, produced, 
or sold by county-unit prices. Therefore, the figures tor the 
value. of production include not only the value or crops and 
11 vestock and 11 vestock products sold, hut also the value or 
crops fed to livestock, crops used for seed, crop wastage after 
harvest or production, and crops and livestock p~ducts con­
sumed by farm households. As has been pointed out, the enu­
merated and calculated values of sales are presented in table 8, 
and the values in all other tables in this chapter are a summa­
tion of the values reported tor individual farms. 

Table 8 presents a comparison, by regions, geographic 
divisioi)s, and States, of the calculated value of production, 
with the reported or enumerated values of products sold or used. 
The total calculated value or production for all rarm products 
comprises the value of specified classes of 11 vestock sold alive 
(cattle anO. calves, hogs and pigs, and sheep and lambs), speci­
fied 11 vestock products (milk, wool, chicken eggs, chickens 
ra.ised, and turkeys raised), specified fruits and nuts produced 
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Table 3.-FARMS CLASSIFIED 1 BY TOTAL VALUE OF' PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM 

[Figures for- regions. and 

FA!lliS REPORTING VALUE OF PRODOCTS FOR- FA!lliS BY VALUE OF SALES 

Sale or 

FA!lliS BY VALUE OF !'arm Farm Both sale 

PRODUCTS SOLD OR 
bouse- households-t 

Salo only and farm Total $1-t99 $1QO- $250- $400- $500- $600- $800- $1,oixl- $1,200- $1,500-

USED BY FA!lll 
.holda1 use households ' $249 $399 $499 $599 $799 $999 $1,199 $1,499 $1' 999 

·uousEHCLDs 
use, or only uoe 

both 

Number ,lfuraber Per- lluabor Per- Number Per- Number Number Number NuJnber Number Number Number Number Number Number Number com" .,.,.. .,..,!1' 

1 All groups 1 •••.• 5,752,908 425,221 ·7.4 ~39,180 4.2 5,088,507 88.5 5,327,687 393,285 447,319 ~50,508 20.7,245 195,286 546,217 298,561 267,566 353,440 434,352 

2 $1 to $99 ••••••••••• 120,467 79,961 66.4 15,079 12.5 25,427 21.1 40,506 40,506 ----
3 $100 to $249 •••••••• 333,113 142,045 42.6 22,688 6.9 188,180 50.5 191,068 119,092 71,976 
4 $250 to $399 ••••••.• 453,922 117,273 27.0 20,089 4.6 296,560 68.3 316,649 &123,833 136,865 55,953 
5 $400 to $499 •••••••• 267,666 38,071 14.2 11,756 4.4 217,8S9 81.4 229,595 48,042 90,535 67,968 23,252 
6 214,669 $300 to $599 •••••••• 246,528 21,384 8.7 10,475 4.2 87.1 225,144 28,881 62,241 75,525 56,516 22,183 
7 $800 to $799 ••••.••• 421,125 17,943 4.5 17,563 4.2 585,619 91.6 403,182 22,055 58,697 98,851 85,552 73,599 66,650 
8 $800 to $999. ~ •••.•• 359,509 5,896 1.6 15,924 3.9 339,469 94.5 553,413 7,679 18,298 35,255 43,085 60,654 53,029 55,413 

9 $1,000 to $1,199 •••• 516,119 1,800 o.6 12,699 4.0 501,620 95.4 314,519 2,200 6,304 11,463 13,5ll 24,903 91,178 112,905 51,855 
10 $1,200 to $1,499 •••• 401,890 531 0.1 14,277 5.6 387,082 96.5 401,359 639 2,001 4,508 6,512 9,627 43,934 00,392 140,785 92,961 
11 $1,500 to $1,999 •••• 517,726 244 (•) 17,256 s.s 500,226 96.6 517,462 299 511 859 895 2,235 10,696 28,111 68,626 210,701 194,551 
12 $2,000 to $2,499 •••• 590,898 52 (•) 12,680 5.2 578,166 96.7 :590,846 44 81 118 104 258 644 1,578 5,613 27,905 210,595 
15 $2,500 to $2,999 ••.• 300,375 15 (•) 8,576 Z.9 291,782 97.1 300,558 12 8 zo 15 54 65 134 430 1,652· 26,905 
14 $3,000 to $3,999 •••• 442,407 6 (•) 13,022 2.9 429,579 97.1 442,401 5 5 10 5 11 20 26 53 216 2,273 
15 $4,000 to $4,999 •••• 302,203 8,689 2.9 293,514 97.1 502,203 2 1 2 4 2 25 
16 $5,000 to $5,999 .... 211,852 6,257 5.0 205,595 97.0 211,852 1 3 3 

: 
17 $8,000 to $7,999 •••• 257,681 8,392 5.5 249,289 96.7 257,681 
18 $8,000 to $9,999 •••• 140,589 5,259 3.7 135,530 96.3 140,589 
19 $10,000 to $19,999 •• 205,803 10,775 5.2 195,028 94.8 205,803 
20 $20,000 to $29,999 •• 42,025 3,601 8.s 38,424 91.4 42,025 
21 $30,000 to $39,999 •• 16,306 J.,841 11.5 14,465 88.7 16,506 
22 $40,000 to $49,999 •• 8,086 l,OZ8 12.7 7,058 87.3 8,086 
25 $50,000 to $74,999 •• 8,489 1,304 15.4 7,185 ·84.6 8,469 
24 $75,000 to $99,999 •• 5,446 595 17.2 2,853 82.8 :5,446 
25 $100,000 and over ... 4,886 1,177 24.1 5,708 75.9 4,885 

1 Doee not include 98,673 !arms with no products sold or used, nor 7,588 unclassified !arms. 
• Percent of all farms in each value group. 
• 0. 05 percent or less. 

(tor a list or fruits and nuts included, see tables 3 .and 4 in 
chapter IX), all vegetables harvested tor sale, all forest' 
products sold,all horticultural specialties sold, and the value 
ot specified field crops produced (!or a list or the crops in­
cluded, see table 3,chapter VIII). Since data on the calculated 
value or vegetables harvested, horticultural specialties pro­
duced, and forest products produced are not available, the re­

·ported Value !or SaleS for each Of these three groups Of farm 
products has been included in the total calculated value of. 
production for specified farm products in order to secure a 
total representing, as nearly as possible, the gross value of 
farm production in 1944. Therefore, the total given in the 
first column represents an approximation of the total value or 
agricultural production during 1944. This total is somewhat 
incomplete as it does· not include the value or unspecified 
livestock and livestock products, such as mohair, animals pro­
duced !qr meat !or consumption on the rarm, hides and pelts, 
ducks, geese, etc.; the value or vegetables grown on the farm 
and consumed by rarm households; the value or. unspecified field 
crops; or the value or unspecified fruits and nuts ror which 
figures on production were not secured in the 1945 Census of 
Agriculture. The total reported value of sales tor all farm 
products, as shown in the second column of the table, includes 
the value or all farm products sold plus the value or products 
or the farm used by rarm households. 

The difference between the calculated value of production 
and the reported value or sales is shown ror fruit-and-nut crops 
and ror all livestock and livestock products. For fruits and 
nuts, the reported value or sales includes the.·value or all 
small fruits, grapes, tree fruits, and nuts sold, while the 
oalculated value or production includes only the value of 
specified fruits and nuts tor wt!ich production data were sec\ll'ed. 
For example, the reported value or sales includes the value of 
su·ch crops as gooseberries, currants, cranberries, etc., while 
the calculated values do not. Hence, in States where these 
miscellaneous fruit-and-nut crops are important, as are cran­
berries in Massachusetts, the reported value of sales may al­
most equal or exceed the calculated value or production. How-

· ever, in most States, the value or miscellaneous fruit-and-nut 
crops rorms an unimportant part or the totli.l value or all rrui ts 
and nu;ts, and consequently the calculated value of productio,n 
and the reported value or sales are. reasonably comparable. The 
difference between the calculated value of production and.the 
reported value of saies is shown on a per-farm basis in order 

to present a means or appraising the differences between the 
figures for the calculated value or production and the reported 
value or sales in each State. For most States, the average 
value per !arm or· the fruits and nuts produced, but not sold, 
appears reasonable. In Florida, California, Washington, and 
Oregon, the average per· farm 1s much higher than would normally 
be expected. It cannot be determined from the available in­
formation whether the unusually high value .. or fruits and nuts 
produced, but not sold, tor these tour States is the result' of 
the high unit price used in computing the values or the result 
or the incompleteness or understatement or the·reports tor 
value of sales. 

TWo indicators of the characteristics or the data on the 
calculated value of production and the reported va.lue or sales · 
of livestock and livestock products are also presented. Live­
stock and livestock products are produced from the feeding of 
crops produced on the farm, from purchased reed, or by the 
pasturing or grasslands. ·Therefore, the value or field crops 
produced, but not soJ:d, plus the value or feed purchased should 
be related to the calculated value or livestock and .'livestock 
products produced. In relating the total tor. the value of field 
crops produced, but not sold, to the calculated value or pro­
duction tor livestock and livestock products, consideration 
should be given to the following: (1) in some State~ a consid­
erable part or the reed crops produced on the farm as well as 
purchased feed is used ror .. work animals and (2), as 1944 was a 
year or above-average yierils, larger than usual quanti ties · of 
feed crops produced in 1944 may have been stored on farms for 
use in 1945 or later, or·as insurance against low yields the 
following year; The value M t1eld crops produced, but not 
sold, plus the value or feed bought and the calculated value or 
all livestock and· livestock. products produced are given in ad­
joining columns. The average value per farm of all livestock 
and livestock products produced but not reported as sold 1s 
also shown.. This average ·appears· high in some States, part! cu­
larly in the midwestern States. Sufficient data are not 
available at this time to· indicate whether the high value per 
farm in these ·st~tes is the result or the average unit values 
used for computing calculated values· being too high or the 
result or the reports tor sales being incomplete. 

·Comparisons similar to those made of the calculated value 
.or production and the reported value or' sales tor rruits and 
nuts could be made tor other groups of products. Then, to'o, 
the calculated value of. products produced,- but not sold, could 
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HOUSEliOLDS, AND BY VALUE OF SALES; FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUS OF 1945 
states .1n tab1.e 24J 

FARIIS BY VALUE OF 

$2,000- $2,500- $3,000- $4,000- $5,000- ts,OOO-. ts,OOO-
$2,499 $2,999 $5,999 $4',999 $5,999 $7,999 $9,999 

·.Number Number Humber Humber Hllllber Humber Humber 

335 082 257,598 389,331: 286,236 185,'648 228,841 124,768 

---------- -------- _;.. ______ -------------... --- --------- -------------------- -------- --------- -------- --------
-----~----- ~----- ------ ----------------- ------------------------;----- ------ ------- ------
-------- ----- --------------- ------;.,. _______ 

-~--- -------
143,928 --------
166,703 104,380 ----- .------ -------

24,113 1~1,304 264,380 
336 1,834 122,883 177,134 

4 78. 1,998 87.559 122,206 

--------- 2 llO 1,5ll 63,174 192,884 ,...._ ______ 
32 283 35,858 104,436 

---------- --------- 5 99 20,332 
---------
-----··-- -------------- ----- --------___ .., ________ --------- ----- ----...------ ------ ---------------- -------- --------

be cqmpared with the reported · valpe of farm products used by 
farm households. In most States, such comparisons .will indi­
cat.e a :reasonable agreement between. the data for the calculated 
value or prodactio.ri and the data showing the r-eported value ot 
sales and the ··value of farin products used b~ fann households. 
In other States, where the differences between the two sets of 
values do not appear reasonable, considerable research would be 
reqaired to appraise the reliability of the two groups of data 
and to determ.ine the reasons for substantial <;lifferences between 
the two sets of values. Such research work.involves the deter­
mination of t·ro.e reliability or l:IIli't price(:~ used to compute the 
calculated vall:le or produc:tion aiJ.d the appraisal or the incom­
·pie.teness of the reported ·value or sales, arising not only from 
the failure or farm operators to report completely the sales of 
all fann .products, but also from the understatement of the 
gross value of sales. 

Farms classified by total valq:e of farm products.­
Several or the tables present data for farms classified accord­
ing to tro.e total valae, for each farm, of farm products sold or 
ased by farm households. The value group in which an individ~l 
farm has beeiJ. classified was determined by obtaining .. a total 
for 1;he reports or tro.~ !light 1IJ.quiz;ies on va:i:ue of f.ann products 
sold plus the inquiry oiJ. the value or !arm products used by 
farm househol~s. 

The data in table 2 in~icate that a large part or the agri­
cultural production is concentrate~ on a rel~tfvely small pro­
P9rt1on or the farms. ·In the 1945 census, rarms.with a value 
of products or $10,000 or more re;pre,!!ented 4.·9 percent of all 
farms and had 36.0 percent of the total value or products. 
Figures in the same· table indicatE! that approximately one-fifth 
ot the ~arms, those with a value <ir products or $4,000 or more, 
produced nearly two-thirds of all farm products iiJ. the United 
States. Farms with a total value of products or less than 
$250 numbered 552,253, or 9.4 percent or all tarms. These 
farms include 98,673 wtth •q• value, 120,467·w1th a value of 
proctucts. Of $1 to $99 each, and 333,113 farms .With a Value of 
$100 to $249. Together this group or less than: $250 furnished 
only o. 3 ·percent or tro.e total value of products. ·Another group 
ot 433,922 farms,. 7.4 percent of all farms, with a value or 
$250 to $399, contributed 0.8 Jlllrcent of the total value of 
products. ·. Farms wtth a total vaiu~ of products of less than 
$1,000 numbered 2,280,803, sr. 38.9 percent of all farms, and 
contributed 5, 9 percent of the total value or products. 

Table 3 shows !arms cross-c'lassified by value of products 
sold· or used by farm households and by value or sales. This 

SALES-Cont:lnued 

$l,O,OOQ- $20,000- $30,000- $40,000- $50,000- $75,000- $100,000 
$19,999 $29,999 $3g,999 149,999 $74,999 199,999 and over 

Humber Number Humber Humber Humber Humber Number 

188,369 39,988 15,816 7,905 8,418 3,293 4,837 .1 

------- -------- ------- 2 
----- ------- -------- ------ 3 

--------- ------- ------- ------- 4 
------ ----- -------- ------ 5 

------ --------- -------- -------- 6 
------ ------- ---- ----- ------- ------ 7 

------ ------ ------ ------- 8 

---- ------ ----- ------- 9 
------ ----- ---- ----- lO 

----- --- ------ ll ------- ----- ------- ------ ------- 12 
------ ------- ----·-- l3 

---- ------- ------ 14 
------- 15 

--------- ---- ------- --------- ----- ----- l6 

------ ------- ----- -------- ------ 17 
------- ----- ---- ----- ------- -------- 18 

185,367 ----- ---- ------- l9 
3,002 39,023 ----- ----- ------- ------ 20 

843 15,363 ----- ----- ------- ---- 2l 
453 7,635 --------- ---------- ----- 22 

------ ------- 272 8,217 --------- 23 
----- ----- 201 5,245 ----- 24 

------- ---- ----- 48 4,837 25 

table was prepared for the purpose of giviiJ.g an iiJ.dication of 
the results that would be secured by classifying farms by value 
of farm products sold rather than by the total value of farm 
products sold and used by fann households. The data in this 
table indicate the importance of farm products .for household 
use on farms with low income. For example, 66.4 percent of the 
farms with fann products sold or used by farm households valued 
at $1 to $99 did IJ.ot report sales of any farm products. Like~ 

wise,. of the 333,113 farms, each with a total value of $100 to 
$249, 42.6 percent did not report sales of any kind. The fig­
ures in this table also indicate the effect that the estab­
lishlneiJ.t or a minimum value or products at various levels would 
have on the number of tracts of land recorded as !arms, if· 
numbers ot rarms were determined on the basis of value or ·prod­
ucts only. For example, 1f the m1IJ.imum value or all !arm 
products sold or used by farm households had been set at $1,000, 

. the number ·or farms in the United States would have been 
reduced by 2,182,130 (excluding "0" value farms). Also, 1f a 
tract of land had to hav& at least $250 in sales in order to 
qualify' as a farm,840,604 !arms (excludiiJ.g "0" value farms) eiJ.­
umerated iiJ. 1945 would have been excluded rrom the enumeration. 
Even more farms would have been excluded. in 1940 because of 
lower price levels. 

Net farm tncome.-The figures secured in the census of 
agriculture cannot be used to determine the net rarm income, as 
data were IJ.ot secured for all farm expeiJ.ditures and net changes 
in inventory. In the 1945 Census, data on expeiJ.ditures were 
obtained only for the cost or feed purchased and for cash paid 
for hired farm labor. 

Government-benefit Pl)'IIIEDts and nonagricultural inc0111e 
of farmers excluded • .....Census enumerators were instructed not 
to include government ~ayments, such as rental and benefit, 
cotton optioiJ., conservation, Sugar Act, price adjustment, 
parity, dairy production, and other production payments in the 
value or products sold. Income received by·rarmers from noiJ.­
agricultural sources and income received by landlords from farm 
land rented for cash have not been iiJ.cluded in the value or 
rarm products. On farms other than those reiJ.ted for cash, the 
value o~ rarm products sold was to include the value of the 
landlord's share. 

Yalue of farm products for tnstttuttonal farms.­
The products of institutional rarms, such as p~isons, schools, 
asylums, etc., used by the inmates were considered as sold. For 
these 1nstitut~onal farms, only the v~lue of products consumed 
by full-time farm employees was iiJ.cluded in the value or the 
products used by farm households. 
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Table 4.-NUMBER AND PERC!col1- DISTRIBUTION OF FARMS BY TYPE OF FARM, ,FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUSES OF 1945 AND 1940 

[For basis of classification by type, see text.. Figures tor regions and States in table 25] 

TYPE OF FARII 

1945 TYPE CLASSIFICATION 

Percent distribution Coefficient 
1------,------+-----.-----1 of "Yariation· 

Number or farms 

Census ot 
1945 

Census of 
1945 

.:!~: .. 
(perpont) 

1940 TYPE CLASSIFICATION 
(Cli:IISUS or 1940) 

Humber of 
!arma 

Percent 
diotribution 

All farms •..•••......•....•.. ,. o •••• ....... 'i .. o o •••••• , ••• o •••••••• o •••••• , 

_. ..---Farms with no farmaProducta eold or used • o ••• o o. o ••••••• o ••• o •••••••••• 

__...:.-.---Farms, unclassified·, .•.•••.• ••o • •••••• o •••• o ••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 

5,859,169 
98,6'n· 

7,588 
s, 752,906 
4,465,702 

133,577 
92,178 
15,954 

6,096,799 
88,502·, 
59,542 

6,968,755 
4,456,889 

126,886 

100.0 
1.~ 
0.1 

98.2' 
76.2 
2.3 

100.0 
1.5 
0.6 

97.9 
75.1 

6,096,799 
88,502 
39,542 

5,968,755 
4,026,026 

135,685 

100.0 
1.5 
0.6 

97.9 
66.0 

------

All classified rams .................................................. .. 
Farms producing product. primarily !or oole ........................ .. 

Fl:uit-and-nut !arms ................................... , . - ........ .. 
Vegetable i'arm.s . •••.•••.•.••..•.•..• o ••••••••••••• o •• o ••••••••••• o • 

Horticultura1-spocie1t;r farm. ................ - •••••••••••••••••••• 
AU-other-crop (field orop) !arms .............................. .. 
Dair;r tarma • ...................................................... 
Poultry farms ................ · ..................................... . 
Livestock farms .... o •• •••••••••••• , •• o ••• o • •• o. o •• •••••••••••••••• 

Forest-products f'&r.mo o ••• o ••• o ••••••••• o ••••••••• o. o •••••••••• ,., 

G8neral farms . .• , • o • o , , o ••••••• o • o •••••• o • , •••••••• o •••••••••• o • o , 

--- Farms prdducing products priaari.JJ' for own household use ..••.......• 

*Not available. 

1,862,637· 
558,609 
274,504 
806,320 

29,015 
600,908 

1,289,206 

72,562 
18,626 

2,071,526 
509,005 
191,436 
65ll,281 

25,017 
·790,670 

1,611,866-

1,'8 
0.3 

51.8 
9.5 
4.7 

15.8 
0.5 

11.8 
22.0 

2.1 
1.2 
0.5 

34.0 
8.3 
3.1 

10.7 
0.4 

13.0 
24.8 

(x) 

(x) 

(x) 

(x) 

1 
1 
l 

1 
1 

5' 
l 

80,116 
18,950 

2,186,986 
619,006 
217,570 
746,413 

23,500 
(*) 

1,942,729 
(*) 

2.2 
1.3 
0.3 

55.9 
10.2 
5.6 

12.2 
0.4 

31.9 

Xo. 5 P1trcent or less. 
1The· 1940 figures by type of !arm are based on a 2.-percent sample for fa:rms with under Jl,O,OOO total value ot tarm. products, plus a tabula tim of all farms with $10,000 

or more total value of farm. products. These figures are, therefore, subject to sampling errors. The coefficients of variat.ion provide intormtion on the appro.xima.te mag­
nitudes of these errors. ·See text. 

8 Not 'Classitied by type. See text. 
:sNot cla.sei!ied either by total value ot !arm. products or by type. see text.. 

Type of farm.--Several !actors should'be considered when 
interpreting the stat.istics · by type o! !ann. In the first 
place, tor the Census ot 1945, the basis !or the type classi­
fication was the relationship of the value of all farm products 
sold to the total value of !arm products sold or used by !arm 
households and, further, on the relationship of the value of 
sales from each general source to the total value of products 
sold. In the second place, 50 percent or more ot the total 
value of :Carm products sold had to· be derived !rom a particular 
source tor the farm to be classified as a specific type. The 
use ot income as a common denominator tor the classification of 
farms by type may result in inaccuracies when the normal price 
relationship between various !arm products is temporarily out 
of balance, or when yield or acreage is out ot line because of 
weather condftions, etc. Thus, income does not provide a good 
basis for classification by type when there has been total or 
partial crop failure, when there has been an abnormal liquida­
tion of inventory items, or when income has been atfected·ma­
terially by increasing inventories. In areas where income from -s·ales or both 11 vestock and crops ls important, a change 'in 
'price :r:illationship, when type classification is tiase.d on income, 
may cause a shift in the type ot farm, such as !rom a crop farm 
to a livestock farm, from a livestock farm to a 'crop farm, or 
!rom one of these types to a general farm, or vice versa. 

considerable change in the proportion ot farms producing 
products primarily for sale ·and the !arms producing products 
primarily for use by !ann hoUSeholds occurred between 1940 and 
1945 because of differences in the relative increases in the 
values of farm products sold· and !arm products for household 
use. The increase per !arm in the value or farm products sold 
was considerably greater than the increase per !arm in the es­
timated value of farm products used by farm households. Thus, 
as shown in table 1, the average. value or s8les for farms re­
porting any sales increased from $1,190 in the Census of 1940 
to $3,046 in the Census of 1945 and the value of farm products 
used increased from $197 to $341. As a result of these dis­
proportionate increases, a considerable number or farms classi­
fied as farms producing !ann products primarily for use by !ann 
households in 1940 became !arms producing products primarily 
tor sale in 1945, even When the 1945 classification procedure 
was used tor both years. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TYPE, FOR THE UNITED STATES: 

TYPE OF FARM 

FRUIT-AND-NUT 

VEGETABLE 

HORTICULTURAL­
SPECIALTY 

ALL- OTHER-CROP 
(FIELD CROP } 

DAIRY 

POULTRY 

LIVESTOCK 

FOREST­
PRODUCT 

GENERAL 

SUBSISTENCE 

CENSUSES OF 1945 AND 1940 

THOUSANDS OFFARMS 
400 800 1200 1600 2000 

~ 

~ 

• ~ 

~ 

I 
~ 

- CENSUS OF 194!5 ~CENSUS OF 1940 

SOURCE, TABlE 4, 
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MOST 

MOST FREQUENT 

, c::J FRUIT- AND- NUT FARMS 
c::! VEGETABLE FARMS 
l!llll\ll HORTICULTURAL- SPECIALTY FARMS 
tTiffil ALL- OTHER- CROP (FIELD CROP) FARMS 
~ DAIRY FARMS 
111111111!1! POULTRY FARMS 
111111111 LIVESTOCK FARMS 
IBil GENERAL FARMS 
- SUBSISTENCE FARMS 

FREQUENT 

FOREST- PRODUCTS FARMS (NO COUNTY REPRESENTED) 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

TYPE OF FARMS. CENSUS OF 1945 

(COUNTY UNIT BASIS) 

TYPE OF FARMS HAVING THE GREATEST VALUE OF PRODUCTS SOLD OR 

LEGEND 

f&'J FRUIT-AND-NUT FARMS 
c:J VEGETABLE FARMS 
UlJ HORTICULTURAL- SPECIALTY FARMS 
l!lilmll ALL- OTHER-CROP (FIELD CROP) FARMS 
~ DAIRY FARMS 
lllllllalll POULTRY FARMS 
IRll LIVESTOCK FARMS 
- GENERAL FARMS 
- SUBSISTE~CE FARMS 

USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS.CENSUS OF 1945 

FOREST-PRODUCTS FARMS (NO COUNTY REPRESENTED) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
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. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
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LEGEND 
PERCENT 

D UNDER 10 
UIO TO 19 

~20 TO 39 

- 40TO 59 
1111!11!1 60 TO 79 
-80 AND OVER 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945 

VALUE OF CROPS SOLD AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL VALUE 
OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, 1944 · 

(COUNTY UNIT BASIS) 

UNITED STATES AVERAGE 
41.5 PERCENT 

THE CENSUS 

VALUE OF LIVESTOCK AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS SOLD AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL VALUE 

PERCENT 

D UNDER 10 -D 10 TO 19 -~ % 20 TO 39 -
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, 1944 

PERCENT 

40 TO 59 

60 TO 79 

80 AND OVER 

(COUNTY UNIT BASIS) 

UNITED STAlES AVERAGE 
47.7 PERCENT 

, BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 



VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS.AND TYPE OF FARM 573 

VALL£ OF FARM PRODUCTS USED BY FARM HOUSEJ-QDS AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL VALUE 
OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, 1944 

PERCENT PERCENT 

D UNDER 10 -30 TO 39 

10 TO 19 -40 TO. 49 -20 TO 29 -50 AND OVER 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Although farms or a given type have the same general char­
a.cter1st1 cs' they may di-ffer cons 1d€rably in various parts of 
the country, ror example, all-other-crop (field crop) farms in 
one part of u·,e ·country maybe grain farms; in another part, 
potato farms; in another part, tobacco farms;· and in another 
part, cotton rarms. 'Thus, in making compapisons among rarms of 
the same type by States and geographic di vis'1ons or regions, 
recognition should be given to this tact. Also, in measuri!'lg 
the relative importance of dairy farms, 11 vestock farms, and 
other types of farms, it mu:st be remembered that dairy farms 
have been clas~i!ied Ol'l the basis of the relation or the value 
of all dairy products sold to the value of all !$!I'm products 
sold. Tile value oi dairy animals. sold was ·not considered in 
determ!ning whether or not a farm was a dairy !.arm. Therefore, 
the number or dairy farms is not a full measure of the impor­
tance of the dairy enterprise. 

Type of farming areas. -Several cross-hatch maps, pre­
pared on a county basis, contrast the predominant types or 
farms in particular areas. one map indicates the most frequent 
type of farm based o!'l the eight groups of products !or which 
cash income was received and onan additional group relating to 
the va11:1e of products or the. farm used by farm hoUSehOlds. A 
second map shows the type or farm having the greatest value of 
products sold or 1:1sed. A somewhat different distribution. is 
shown. 011 the maps oR·wMch the value or all livestock and live­
stock products sold and the value Q! all crops sold are shown 
as a proportion or the total of !arm products sold or used by 
farm households. Another map shows t·he proportion of the to·ta:). 
value or products represented by the. value or !arlli products 
used by ratm households. 

Source of income for farms classified by type and 
total value of farm products sold or used.-SSveral 
ta:bles present figures on the source or income. Table 5 shows 
iRformatiort or this. character· by type of !arm. For example, 
field-crop farms, in the Cei1S·US or 1945, represented 32.4 per­
ceRt or all c.Lassifiad farms, 50.3 percent of all .farms report­
ing sales of crops of any ki,nd, 57. 9 percent or all farms 
reporting sa1es of field cr.ops, and 26.7 percent . or !arms re­
porting sales of 11 vestock and 11 vestock products. These 1'1eld-

UNITED STATES AVERAGE 
10.4 PERCENT 

• BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

crop rarms contributeP, 33.1 percent or the total value of farm! 
products for all ClaSSified farms. Of the total value Of products 
ror field-crop farms, 90.7 percent represented the value of 
products sold. On these same farms, sales or crops, practi­
cally all of Which were field crops, represented 76.7 percent 
of the tota.L v~lue of products for these !arms. Three-fifths 
of the field-crop farms sold livestock or livestock products, 
the sales of which amounted to 13.9 percent or the total value 
of products for field-crop,farms. 

VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM 
HOUSEHOLDS FOR FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TYPE, 

FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUS OF 1945 
TYPE OF FARM BILLIONS OF DOLLARS 

FRUIT-AND-NUT 

VEGETABLE 

HORTICULTURAL­
SPECIALTY 

ALL-OTHER-CROP 
(FIELD CROP) 

POULTRY 

LIVESTOCK 

FOREST­
PRODUCT 

GENERAL 

SUBSI·STENCE 

0 2 3 4 

~ • 

... 
SOURCE: TABLE 5 

5 6 

T!i-ble 5a presents the average va:llle or products ~old or used 
ror farms reporting income (value) from various sources. Field­
crop farms Which nwnbered 1,862,637 had an average value of 
sales or $2,922. The field-cr.op farms re.po:rting sales or 11 ve­
stock and livestock products avera~d. $719 for livestock and 
livestock products sold. 
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Table 5.-SnURCES OF INCOME FOR FAR!IIS CLASSHI!i:D 

[FigUres ·ror regions and 

FARII PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED F ARII PRODUCTS SOLD BY FARII HOUSEHOLDS 

Total Crops Sold 

TfPE OF F ARII Total Fruits and nut.s sold Vegetables sold1 Horticultural 
hnns Value specialties sold 

l 

2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
ll 

12 
13 
l4 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 

28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

reporting (<lollors) Farms Value --··· 
repo'rting (dollars) Farms <Farms ~·ams 

Farms Value Value Valut" 
reporting (dollars) report- (dollars) report- (dollars) ~ 1-eport.-

ing ing ing . . . 
All classified fanas ••••• 25,752,908 16,106,132,494 5,327,667. -16,230,627,204 3,702,469. 7,507,597,166 531,039 1,076,642, 772 57-9,579 576,592,662 34,690 

Fruit-and-nut rams ••••••••••• 133,577 1,076,403, 773 133,577 1,051,645,662 133,577 1,015·,564,889 133,577 961,653,263 16,781. 12,516,764 1,120 
Vegetable farms ............... 92,178 467,262,057 92,178 444,163,646 92,176' 422,029,55! 12,266 7,891,552' 92,176 374,668,246 2,302. 
Horticultural-specialty farms; 15,954 232,614,971 15,954. 229,936,596 1~,954 226,434,704 1,656 1;607.,467: . 3,459 4,916,626 15,954 
All-other-crop (field crop) 

farm.s •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,862,637 6,000, 755,858 ,862,.637 5,442,072,463 1,662,637· 4,600,567,33 99,363 18,521,913· 136,721 56,306,653 2;949 
Dai17 farms ................... 558,609 2,290,002,586 558,609. 2,092, 945,097 211 ,oeo ll4, 775,973 36,955 6,510,309' 65,034 22,705,539. 1,306 
Poultry !anas ................. 274,504 959,459,615 274,504 665,673,464 94,954 41,608,720 30,018 9,658,575. 29,329 6;634,310 1,249 
Livestock farms ••••••.•.•..•••• 606,320. 4,143,595,364 606,320 3,865,323.,229 365,165 393,826,396 36,043 7,752,490 32,910 13,5!!6,402 1,084 
Forest-products farms ••.•••. ... 28,015 46,058,745 29,015 39,437,687 12,202 3, 712,025 3,181- 316,101 2,523' 374,763 196 
General farm.s . ••• , .......... ~ .• 690,906 2,264,222,913 690,906 2,026,602, 702 563,674. 632,546,748 69,679 37.726,116, 126,206 76,441,696 6,185. 
Farms producing products 

primariJ.T for own household 
use ••.•••••••••.•••••••••••••• 1,289,206 605,756,592 863,965 152,626,418 345,060 56,530,822 86,297 4,802,964 74,436' 6,271,439 2,345 

. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE <>F ·FARII 

All classified fanas ••• , • 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 lOD.O' lOil.O roo.o 100.0 
Fruit-and-nut fanas ••••••••••• 2.3 5.9 2.5 6.5 15.6 15.5 25.2 91.0 2.9 2.2 5;2 
Vegetable farms ••• .••.•.•••.•• 1.6 2.6 1.7 2.7 2.5 5.6 2.3· 0.7 15.9 65.0· 6.6 
f\orticultural-spec1alty farms. 
All-other-crop ( fiald crop) 

0.3 1.3 0.3 1.4 0.4 3.0 0.3 0.2 0.6 0.9 46.0 

farm.e ......................... 32.4 33.1 35.0 33.5 50.3 61.3 18.7 ·• 1.7 23.6 9.8 e.5 
Daiey tams ••••••••••••••••••• 9.7 12.6 10.5 12.9· 5.9 1.5 7.0 o.8· 11.2· 3.9 3.6 
Poultry farms ••••••••••••••••• 4.8 5.3 5.2· 5.5 2.6 o.6 5,7· 0.9 5.1 1.5 3.;6 
Livestock rarm:s •.••••••••••••• 14.0 22.9 15.1 23.6 9.9 5.2 7.2 0.7. 5;7 2.~' 3.1 
Forest-products ranns ••••••••• 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.2 o.s (•) 0.6 (3) 0.4 0.1 0.6 
General farms ••••••••.•••.•. •. 12.0 12.6 13.0 12.5 15.2 . 8.4. 16.9 s.s 21.8 13.3 17.8 
flmml producing products 

priiDar1l.,. for own household 
use, ...•. ••••••••••·•····•••· 22.4 3.3 16.2 0.9 9.3 o •. e 16.3 0.4 12.8 l.l 6.6 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY SOURCE OF INCOME WITHIN EACH TI'Pi-OF-rARII ·GROUP 

All classified farms ••• ; 100.0 100.0 92,6 89.6 64.4 41.5 9.~.1 6.0 10.1 3.2 0.6 
Frui t.-and-nut. farms . •••••••.•• 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.7 100.0 94.3 100.0· 9i.2 12.6 1.2. 0.6 
Vegetable farms. , .•..•..•....• 100.0 lOD.O 100.0 95.1 -100.0 90.3 13.3 1.7 100.0 80.2 2.5. 
Horticultural-specialty farms • 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.8 100.0 97.3 10.4 o.e. 21.7 2.1 ]:00.0 
All-other-crop (field crop) 

rams •... ·······'!.~· .......... 100.0 100.0 100.0 90.7 lOil.O 76.7 5.5 0.3 7.3. 0.9 0 .• 2. 
Dairy f'arm.s • ......... , •• , ••••• , 100.0 100.0 100.0 91.4 38.9 5.0 6.6 0.4 ll.6 1.0 0.2 
Poult17 !anaa ••••••••••••••••• lOil.O lOil.O 100.0 92.3 54.6 4;3 10.9 1.0 10.7 0.9 0.5 
Livestock farms ....... ,, ••• ., .. .,. lOil.O 100.0 100.0 95,3 ·45.3 9,5 4.7 0.2· 4.1 0.3 0.1 
Foreat.:.produc'bs farms .• ., ......... 100.0 100.0 lOD.O Bi,I 42.1 7.7 11.0· 0.7 6.7 0.8' 0.7 
Gemral farms • ................... '100.0 100.0 100.0 66,7 61.6 27.7 13.0 1.7' 18.3 3.3 0.9 
Farms producing products 
primar~ !or awn household 
use ............................ '100.0 100.0 67.0 '25.2 26,8 9.3 6,7· 0.8 5.8 1.0 0.2 

1Irish and sweet potatoes included w::Ltb nw other cropQ (field crops),•• not with 11Vegetables. 1• 

•Does not include 98,673 farms with no products sold or Ulled, nor 7,588 farms not classir.t.ed either by total value or :t;arm products <>r by type. See text;. 
so.05 percent or leas.· 

Value 
(do!lars) 

231,2:;6,953 

1,342,479 
2,606,591 

'2];7 ,054,499 

2,3:61,245 ' 
·616',612' 
689,567 
523,068 
24,680 

·6,063, 722 

174,470 

100.0 
0.6 
1.1 

93.9 

0.9 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 

(3) 
2.6 

0.1 

l.~ 
0.1 
0.6 

93.3 

!3) 
3) 

0.1 
(•) 

0.1 
0;.3 

' 
(•) 

Tab.•.e 5a.-AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM REPORTING FOR SPECIFIED SOURCES OF INCO.ME, BY TYPE OF FARM, FOR TilE UNITED STATES: 
CENSUS OF 1945 

[Averages based on figures 1n table 5] 
'· 

Average AVERAGE VALUE PER FARII REPORTING '(D0LLARS ). Average 
value value 

per farm Crops sold Livestock and livestock prod,.,ts sold per f'at'ID. 
of all reporting 

TYPEOFFARII 
farm prod- AD¥ Livestock Forest for farm 
·ucts sold f'ana Fruit Horti- All other All live- Daiq. Poultry and' live- proc!-

produc·ts 
or used prod- AD¥ Vege- crops stoe:k and stock prod~ used by 
by farm ucts and tables cultural· (field : liveotock 

·prod- and poul- ucts sold ucts : farm crops nuts special- ucts try.prod- 1 sold h0118sholdo sold sold oold1 cropo) products (other- thaD. households 
(dollars) sold ties sold sold1 sol.d sold Uc.ts.sold da1J7 and (do:Uars) 

poult17) 

All classified farms8 • .............. , ..•. 3,148 3,046 2,028 2,031 995 6,666 1,746 1,993 1,024 466 1,302 : 353 341 
Fruit-aDd-nut tal'llliJ . ........................... e,oss 7,873 7,603 '7,349 746 1,199 1,006 666 558 307· 5ll 316 242 
Vegetable farm. a • ......... • ........................... 5,069 4,819 4,576 643 4,067 1,133 1,150 472 467 197 339 202 279 
Horticultural•apec1alty fanas •••••••••••••••• 14,580 14,412 14,193 ,1,090 1,421 13,605 l:,294 843 885 421 607 538 232 
All-other-crop (field crop) farms ............... 3,222 2,922 2,470 ' 166 412 733 2,429 719 316 165 592 220 324 
Dairy farms • ........................................... 4,099 3,747 529 I 230 349 472 525 3·,523 2,679 294 !il3 263 357 
Poult17 rams ................................ 3,495 3,227 438 I 322 294 552 394 ::~3~. :j 340 2,607 294 218 276 
Livestock tatm.s ... • .................................... 5,139 4,794 1,078 204 4ll 463 1,138 499 334 3,754 263: 560 
Foreat-products rams •••••••••• ; ••••••••••••• 1,658 1,359 304 100 149 126 329 321' ii 226 lOS 237 1,012 323 
General t'&l"DUUI .... ................................ •••• 3,306 2,933 1,122, 421 606 960 996 2'~11 

770 464 939 362 375 
Farms producing producto prl.mariJ.T tor 

Sal own bouebold use • ............................ 4.70 177 164 66 64 74 195 126 as· 71 89 104 --
1Ir1sh and sweet potatoes included with "All other crops (field cropo) ,• not with •vegetables.-• 
•In calculati~~g the averages, 96,673. rarma with no products oold or uaed and 7,588 unclassified farms were excluded· from the base figures. 



VALUE OF ·FARM PRODUCTS.AND TYPE OF FARM 575 
B.Y TYPE, FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUS OF 1945 

States 'l:n table 26]. 

FARII PRODUCTS SOLD-Continued FARII PRCDUCTS USED BY 
FARII HOUSEHOlDS 

cropo ·sold--Co11. Livestock and livestock product~ aold Forest products sold 

:All other crops (tield ,I Poult:ey and poult:ey 
Livestock and livestock 

Total Dai:ey products sold products sold (other 
·Crops) s'old1 produots sold t.han dairy snd poult.:ey) F8l'IIIB Value 

Farms Value reporting (dollsrs) 

rarU 
reporting (dollsrs) 

Farms Value Farm. Value Value Farms Value Farms Value 
reporting · (dolla·ra) reporti11g (dollsrf) reporting . (dollars) reporting (dollsrs) reporting (dollars) 

.·S,2l6,108 5,621,102,779 4,336,641 la,644,670,,850 . 2,472,709, 2,531,407,944 3,401,918 1,586,549,044 s,47e,763 14,5:16,713,862 221,901 78,359,186 5,5!3, 730 ~77,505,290 1 

19,953 20,052,362 . 51.,420 35,386,007 16,588 9,248,241 ·.s6;476 U,161,693 29,252 14,'93!1,073 2,253 712,967 102,448 24, ?5?,9ll 2 
lU,,85l 36,641,186. 46.,0ll 21,697,157 11,693 5,698,186 32,124 6,538,459 ~8,519 9,660,512 2,160 436,930 82,701 23,098,4ll 3 
1!,052 ~,655,,890 3,958 3,537,312 1,969 .948,435 2,663 1,122,017 2,089 1,268,860 306 164,580 11,564 2,678,375 4 

; '1,'862,.637 4,523,577,520 1,158,lll 833,086,298 51.4,696 162,512,182 904,904 149,164,171 860,489 521,409.945 38,230 8,418,854 1, 724,223 558,685,375 5 
. l,57,94l 82,943,513. 558,,609 ,sea ,059 ,sol 558',609' i.608,378,357. 374,313 109,970,140 486,983 249,711,104 35,694 10,109,523 552,145 197,057,489 6 

57,478 22,626,286 ·274,504 842,813,596 94,241 32,039,467 274', 504 . 770,540 ,sao· 136,820 40,233,769 6,658 1,451.,168 266,633 73,586,131 7 
326;856 372,•014, 416 806,33) ,465,842; 784 472,434 235,521!,894 608,143 205,087,507 806,3ID 3,027,228,385 21,701. 5,654,049 771,944 278,272,155 8 

9,ll4 2;994,481 19,548 6,365,441 7,056 1,605,557 12,588 1,299,136 14,616 5,458, 748 29,015 29,362,221 26,717 8,621,058 9 
513,3Q'7 . 512,515·,212 686,405 ,375,644,290 595,304 ' 458,290,721 640,.360 296,986,078 660,918 620,367,491 50,877 18,411,664 666,149 257, 620' 2ll 10 

" 
254,~19 45,,281,949 751,763 92,458,364· 201,019 17.,161,904 515,643 36,859,483 .430, 777 38,436,977 35,007 3,637,232 1,289,206 453,130,174 ll 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTial BI TIPE OF FARII-Continued 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0 100.0 100.0 .100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 12 
o.s 0.4 1.2 0.4 0.7 0.4 1.1 0.7 o.8 0.3. 1.e 0.9 1.9 1.3 13 
1.0 0.7 .f.1 0.3: o.s 0.2 0.9 0.4 o.8 0.2 1.0 0.6 1.5 1.2 14 
0.1 (B) 0.1 (•) .(•) (•) o.1 0.1 o.1 (•) 0.1 0.2 0.2 o.1 15 

5? •. 9 90;5 215.7 9.6. 20.8 6.4 26.6 9.4 25.S u.r. !7.2 !0.7 31.3 29.8 l6 
41.8. loS 12.9 22o8' 22.6 6s.s n.o 6.9 14.0 &.& 16.1 12.9 10.0 10.5 17 
1.8" ·0.4 6.3 9.7 s.8 1.3 8,1 .48.6 3.9 0.9 s.o 1.9 <&.a 3.9 l8 

10.2 6.6 18·.6 40.1 l9ol 9.3 17.9" .,12.8 23.2 66.9 9.8 7.2 14.0 14.8 l9 
·o.s o.1 o.s Ool o.s 0.1 6.4 0.1 0.4 0.1 13.1 37.5 o.s o.s -20 

16.0 · 9•1 15.8 ·JS,9 24.1 J,.8o1 18.8 la.7 19.0 13.7 22.9 23.5 12.4 l3.7 2! 

7.3. ' 0<8 16o9 1o1 e.1 0.7 15o2 2.3 ·12o4 o.a 15.8 4.6 23.4 24.1 22 

PERCENT DIS'l'IIIBUTial BY SOURCE OF Ii!C!IIE WITHIN EACH TYPE-OF-FARII·GROUP-Continuod 
" 

55.9 :n.o 75.4 4.7.7 43.0 14.0 59.1 
l4o9 1.9 38o5 s~s 12.4 0.9 27.3' 
34•6 ' 7o8 49.9 4.6 12.7 1.2. 34.8 
12o9 lol 24•8 1.4 6.'1 0.4 16.7 

100•0 : 75.4 62;2 13•9 27.6 2.7 48.6 
26<3. 3.e 100 •. 0 85,9 100.0 70,2 67.0 
20•9'· 2o4 100.0 87.8 34.3 . 3.3 100,0 
40.5:' 9o0 100•0 83 •. 6 58;6 5.7 75.4 
31.4' 6.2 67.3 33.2 24.3 3.3 43.4 

1 
7·M: 22.4 99.3 60.2 86.2 20.1 92.7 

18.3! '1.5 se.8 15oS 15.6 2.8 40.0 . 
'Ta,ble· 6 shows a cross-cl-ass1!icahon or !arms and the total 

value or p:ro.duc·ts by type or rarm and by valu.e groups. In. 1945, 
there were 289,040 !arms of an types with a value or products 
ot $~0·1000 and over, or which -92,376, or 32.0 percent, were 
tteid-crop farms. 'These 92,376 farms represented 5.0 percent 
or al:l_Ueld-crqp :farms and contr!.buted 31..4 .percent or' the 
tota:i val·lie er products rer such farms. 

Table 7 :shows, tn' addition t.o :tae principal so·urce or 
income, tae income rrom 'other sources rer each type er rarm 
tor value groups, For. 8X!I.DIP1e, ·ror t1e1d-crop rarms, the 
va.lue shown ror the principal product sold .(rield crops) was 
$1,541,53$,.630 tor rarms with a total value or products or 
$10,000 al'id ove.r Which. :represented 83.6 percent or the total 
value or sales fer such rarms. ·The value or crops sold other 
than Ueld cre!ps tor these rarms amounted to $37 ,'485,258, or 
2.0 percent er the total sales. The sales or livestock and 
livestock prod:ucts on such rarms amounted to. $263,886,540, or 
14. 3 percent er the to·tal. 

Geographtc .dtstrl:button and general ·Characteristics 
o.r· ~ditferen·t types Qf farms.- Some or the types or rarms are 
to·una rather ·~~Senerany tlri-oughou.t the TJni ted States, · while 
etb.er.s· are. :round: i·n a raw or restricted areas. The series of 
a0c6mpanwing dot maps :tnateates the geographic distribution ot 
the :rarms or each t;ype.. . . 

·Fa~· or a given type within the same locality tend to have 
the same broad. ch.aracterist1cs,. but they may .a1f:ter cons1dera'bly 
tram those. 1.n same other locality. The distribution or rarms 
or each type and an 1nd~eat1en er the dirterences in the 
cb.aracteristlcs er !arms or the same type :tollow: 

8.8 60.4 25.0 3.9 0.4 95.8 10.4 23 
1.0 21.9 1o4 1.7 0.1 76.7 2.3 24 
1.4 30.9 2.1 2.3 0.1 89.7 4.9 25 
0.5 13o1 o.s 1.9 0.1 72.5 1.2 26 

2.5 47.3 8.7 2.1 0.1 92.6 9.3 27 
4.8 87.2 '10,9 6.4 0.4 98.8 8.6 28 

80.3 49.8 4.~ 2.4 0.2 97.1 7.7 29 
4.9 100<0 n.1 2.7 0.1 95.7 6.7 30 
2.7 50.4 7.2 100.0 6l.1 92.1 17.9 Sl 

]3,0 95.7 27.2 7.4· o.8 99.s u.s 32 

6.1 33.4 6.s 2.7 0.6 100.0 74.8 ss 

Frult-an:I-J;Ut farms are located, as indicated by the ac­
companying dot map, in specialized areas. Fruit-and-nut farms 
represent various kinds and combinations or fruits and nuts. 
The pr~ncipal areas where tru1 t-and-nut !arms const1 tute an 
important part or the total number or !arms and the kinas. or 
coDDDercial :trui ts and nuts grown on these rarms are as follows: 

Massachusetts--apples and cranberries 
New·York, lower Hudson Valley--apples. 
We~tern New York--apples, peaches, pears, and cherries 
New York, Finger Lakes and along the shores of Lake Erie--grapes 
New Jersey--apples and peaches 
Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland, .and Pennsylvania (Shenandoah-

Cumberland Begion) --apples and peaches 
Maryland and Virginia, Eastern Shore--strawberries 
Northeastern Ohio--apples and grapes 
Michigan, &long 'Lake Michigan--apples, .cherries, peaches, pears, 

and grapes 
Southern Illinois--apples and peaches 
South central North Carolina--peaches 
Northwestern So~th Carolina--peaches 
Western Tennessee--strawberries 
Central Georgia--peaches 
Southwestern G.eorgia-pec'S.ns 
Florida-citrus· fruits, mainly oranges and grapefruit 
Southern Mississippi-pecans and tung nuts 
Eastern Louisiana-strawberries 
Southern Texas, lower Rio Grande Valley--citrus fruits, mainly 

oranges and grapefruit 
Northwestern Arkansas, Ozark Region.:...apples, peaches, and straw~ 

berries 
East central Arkansas-strawberries 
Southwest~>rn Arlcansas-peaohes 
Colorado,. Mesa· and Delta counties--apples and peaches 
Nortfiern Utah Valleys--apples and peaches 
New Mexico, R:l:o Arriba and San Juan counties-apples 
Arizona,·~alt River Valley--Qitrus fruits. mainly grapefr\lit and 
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Table 6. ~FARMS CLASSH'IED BY TOTAL VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM P.OUSEMOLDS AND 

Figures for regions and 

ALL CLASSIFIED FARYS1 FARYS PRODUCING PRODUCTS PRIIIARILY. FOR SALE BY TYPE OF FARII 

Crop farms 

VALUE GROUP 
Total value 

Horticultural-of farm prod- Total value Fruit-and-nut farms Vegetable farms 
ucts sold or of farm Total value specialty farms 

Number used by farm Number products of farm 
households (dollars) Number products Total ·value Total value Total value 

(dollars) (dollars) Number of farm Number of farm Number of farm. 
products products products 

(dollars) (dollars) (dollars) 

1 Total •••••••••.•••••.•• 5, 752,908 18,108,13i,494 4,465, 702 17,502,375,902 2,104,546 7,777,056,659 133,577 ,076,405, 773 92,178 467,262,057 15,954 232,614,971 

2 $1 to $249 •••••••••••••••••. 453,580 62,778,863 105,707 15,706,927 54,623 7,911,564 6,385 869,939 5,057 761,087 240 38,907 
~ $250 to $399. : •••••••••••••• 433,922 137,140,595 122,686 39,499,.064 61,447 19,695,722 6,575 2,013,835 5,593 1, 783.569 547 174,145 
4 $400 to $599 ••••••••••••••••• 514,194 251,498,132 227,858 112.887.818 114,736 56,762,659 8,493 4,159,423 8,615 4,220,682 875 427.775 
5 $800 to $999• ••••••••••••••• 780,434 610,359,097 640,163 428,857,391 291,827 231,949,321 13,701 10,665,695 14,787 11,499,869 1,243 955,201 
6 $1,000 to $1,499 •••••••••••• 718,009 992,231,750 640,601 790,150,472 359,961 442,910,584 12,571 15,294,685 13,031 15,861,194 1,203 1,435,443 
7 $1,500 to $2,499 ••••••••••••• 908,624 1; 767,680,838 664,503 1, 724,767,756 452,605 . 874,041,744 16,727 32,.528,538 14,205 27,384,687 1,726 3,333,335 
8 $2,500 to $3·,999 ••••••••••••• 742,760 2,351,212,559 740,904 2,345, 702,372 306,870 961,262,137 15,958 50,452,502 10,005 31,492,910 1,666 5,216,504 
9 $4,000 to $5,999 •••• ; •••••••• 514,055 2,506, 711,274 513,979 2,506,353,529 184,192 895,426,425 13,606 66,351,750 7,033 34,024,560 1,668' 8,098,672 

10 $6,000 to $9,999 ••••••••••••• 398,270 5,021,570,059 398,261 3, 021,501,246 148,426 1,150,348,208 15,350 117,755,358 5,964 45,401,074 1,804 15,746,612 
11 $10,000 and over ••••••••••••• 289,040 6,516,949,547 289,040 6.,516,949,547 129,659 5,156, 729,295 24,4.1.3 776,332,248 7,888 294,832,625 4,982 199,166,377 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY V ALU1 GROUPS 

-
12 Total .................... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
13 $1 to $249 ••••••••••••••••••• 7.9 0.3 2.4 0.1 2.6 0.1 4.8 0.1 5.5 0.2 -1.5 (•) 
14 $250 to $399 ••••••••••••••••• 7.5 0.8 2.7 0.2 2.9 0.3 4.8 0.2 6.1 0.4 3.4 0.1 
15 $400 to $599 •.••••••••••••• ,. 8.9 1.4 5.1 0.6 5.5 0.7 6.4 0.4 9.15. •. 0.9 5.5 0.2 
16 $800 to $999 ••••••••••••••••• 13.6 3.4 12.1 2.5 13.9 3.0 10.3 1.0 16.0 2.5 7.8 0.4 
17 $1,000 to $1,499 ••••••••••••• 12.5 4.9 14.4 4.5 17.1 5.7 9,4 1.4 14.1 3.4 7.5 0.6 
18 $1,500 to $2,499 ••.•• -••••••• 15.8 9.8 19.8 9.9 2lo5 11.2 12.5 3.0 15.4 5.9 10.8 1.4 
19 i2, 600 to $3,999 ••.••.•••••• 12.9 1~.0 16.6 13.4 14.6 12.4 11.9 4.7 10.9 \6.7 10.4 2.2 
20 $4,000 to $5,999 ••••••••••••• 8.9 13.8 11.5 14.3 8·.8 11.5 10.2 6.2 7.6 7.3 10.5 3.5 
21 $6,000 to $9,999 ••••••••••••• 6.9 16.7 8.9 17.3 7.1 14.5 11.5 10.9 6.5 9.7 u.s 5.9 
22 $lo,ooo. and over .•••••.•....• 5.0 36.0 6.5 37.2 ' 6.2 40.6 18.3 72.1 8.6 63.1 31.2. 85.6 

P<:RCENT DISTRIBUTION WIT~IN MCH VALUE GROUP 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
~3 

Total •••••••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 77.6 96.7 
$1 to $249 ••• ••• ••.•••••••••• 100.0 100.0 23.3 25.0 
$250 to $399 ••••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 28.3 28.8 
$400 to $599 ••••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 44.3 44.9 
$800 to $999 ••••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 69.2 70.3 
$1,000 to $1,499 •••• , •••••••• 100.0 100.0 89.2 89.6 
$1,500 to $2,499 ••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 97.3 97.6 
$2,500 to $3,999 •••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 99.7 99.8 
$4,000 to $5,999 •••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
$8,000 to $9;999 •••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
$10,000 and ov""Jr ............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

oranges; dates and figs 
California--apples, peaches, cherries, pears, plums and prunes, 

apricots, grapes, avocados, olives, figs,dates,almonds, walnuts, 
and citrus fruits, mainly oranges and lemons 

Oregon and Washington--apples, peaches, cherries, pears, plu~ and 
prunes, apricots, walnuts, filberts, and small frui te, such as· 
strawberries, loganberries, boysenberries, and raspberries 

Also, there is a difference in the form in which fruit is 
sold on fr~t-and-nut !arms. Fruit is sold as fresh fruit ln 
most areas. In other areas, especially in California, fruit is 
dried.and sold in that form. In some areas, fruit is sold to 
canneries. 

Vegetable farms, as indicated by the accompanying dot map, 
are found in greatest numbers in the following areas: Massa­
chusetts, Connecticu~New York (Long Island), western New ·York, 
New Jersey, Delaware, Eastern Shore or Maryland and Virginia, 
South Carolina, southwestern Georgia,Florida, Alabama, southern 
Mississippi, southern Louisiana, the lower Rio Grande Valley of 
Texas, northeastern Texas, northwestern Arkansas; northeastern 
OhiO, south central Indiana, northeastern Illinois, southern 
Michigan, southeastern Wisconsin, and near urban centers, Other 
areas o! concentration a! vegetable farms are northern ColoTado, 
northern Utah, north central New Mexico, the Salt River Valley 
o! Arizona, south central Washington, the Willamette Valley of 
western Oregon, and in parts o! California. Vegetables for 
canning are produced, for the most part, in Maryland, Virginia, 
and in the ·Middle Atlantic, North Central, and Pacific Coast 
States. on the other hand, farms producing vegetables for 
fresh consumption are found in greatest numbers in New York_, 
New Jersey, Arizona, california, th~ States bordering the Gulf 
·or Mexico, the.South Atlantic states, and near urban centers. 
Most of the fresh winter vegetables are produced in Florida, 
southern California, and southern Texas. 

. ··-
36.6 42.9 2.3 5.9 1.6 2.6 0.3 1.3 
12.0 12.6 1.4 1.·4 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1 
14.2 14.4 1.5 1.5 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.1 
22.3 22.6 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 0.2 0.2 
37.4 38.0 1.8 1.7 1.9 1.9 0.2 0.2 
50.1 50.2 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.8 0.2 0.2 
49.8 49;4 1.8 1.8 1.6 1.5 0.2 0.2 
41.3 40.9 2.1 2.1 1.3 1.3 0.2 0.2 
35.8 35.7 2.6 2.6 1.4 1.4 0.3 0.3 
37.3 37.4 3.9 3.9 1.5 1.5 0.5 0.5 
44.9 49,4 8.4 11.9 2.7 4.5 1.7 3.1 

Horttcultural-I!Pecialty farms occur in greatest numbers 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, eastern 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, Florida, Ohio, Indiana, 
'northeastern Illinois, southern Michigan, Colorado, southwestern 
:Idaho, western washington, western Oregon, California, and 
'eastern Texas. 

All-other-crop (field cropl farms.-The kinds of field 
crops grown on these farms vary Widely from one region to 
another, as well· as Within the same region. The principal 
areas where field crops are important and the main field crops 
grown for sale on field-crop farms are as follows: 

Northern Maine--Irish potatoes 
Western New York--Irish potatoes and dry field beans 
Southern Maryland--tobacco 
Southern Virginia--tobacco, peanuts, wheat, and !rish potatoes 
Tennessee--cotton and t~baOoo 
Kentuoky~tobaooo 
North Carolina--tobacco, ootton, peanuts., Irish and sweet potatoes 
South Carolina--cotton, tobacco, and sweetpotatoes 
Georgia-cotton, peanuts, tobacco, and sweeitpotatoes 
Northern Florida--tobacco, Irish potatoes, peanuts, and cotton 
Alabama--cotton and peanuts 
Mississippi--cotton 
Louisiana-cotton·, rice, sugarcane for sugar, and sweetpotatoes 
Eastern Arkansas-cotton and rioe 
Eastern Texas--ootton and rioe 
Central Texas--cotton and peanuts 
Northwestern Texas--wheat, cotton, end grain sorghums 
Western Ohio--winter wheat, soybeans, and corn 
Southern Michigan--dry field beans, Irish potatoes, and winter wheat 
Eastern Illinois--corn, wheat, soybeans, and oats 
Oentral Iowa--corn, soybeans, and oats 
We.stern Minnesota--corn, ·spring wheat, flax, and Irish potatoes 
North De.kota~spr1ng wheat, flax, barley, and Irish pota:toes· 
Eastern South Dakota-spring wheat, oorn, and oats 
Eastern and southern Nebraska-com and wheat 
Central Kansas--winter wheat 
Southwestern Kansas--winter wheat and grain sorghums 
Oklahoma--winter wheat, cotton, and peanuts 
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BY TYPE, WITH TOTAL VALUE OF' FARM PRODUCTS, FOR THE UNIT.Eil..STATES.: CENSUS OF 1945 

States in table. 26 J 

FARIIS PRODUCING 
FARMS FRODUCING PRODUCTS PRIMARILY FOR SALE BY TYPE OF FARM-Continued PRODUCTS PRIIlARILY 

FOR 01\N HOUSEHOlD USI! 

Crop !arms-Con. Livestock and livestock products farms Forest-products far.ms , General farms 

A11-otherccrop (field 
Dairy farms Poultry fartl8 Livestock farms 

Total . 
crops) farms value 

Total value Total value Total w.lue ij'umber ·or farm 
Total value Number of farm Total value Total value ';L'otal value Number of farm Number of farm products 

of, farm products of flU'JJl of farm of rarm products products (dollars) 
Number products (dollsra) Number products Number products Number producta (dollaro) (dollsra) 

{dollsrs) (dollsrs) (dollsrs) {dollsrs) 

1,862,651 6,000,755,858 l.jl39,135 7,395,057,585 558,609 2,200,002,566 274,504 959,459,615 806,520 4,145,595,584 29,015 49,058,745 690,908 2,284,222,915 1,289,206 605,756,592 1 

42,941 6,241,651 45,598 6,575,881 4,630 775,656 17,501 2,589,865 21,267 3,208,360 2,216 317,945 5,470 903,537 547,873 47,071,936 2 
48,934 15,724,373 49,004 15,806,447 8,190 2,688,330 18,256 5,871,609 22,558 7,246,508 2,162 687,723 10,075 3,309,1?2 311,236\ 97,641,531 3 
96,753 47,954,779 85,658 42,406,836 18,199 9,109,951 30,047 14,812,405 37,412 18,484,500 5,116 1,532,932 24,548 12·,185,391 266,336 158,610,314 4 

262,09\l 208,827,556 172,586 156.239.536 45,568 36,409,105 50,678 39,538,130 76,540 60,292,103 5,553 4,366,466 70,197 56,305,268 240,271 181,501,706 5 
553,156, 410.519.262 160,560 225,051,218 59,665 74,413,640 59,594 48,080,494 81,~21 100,537,084 5,554 6,581,515 94,706 117,627,155 77,408 "92,081,278 6. 
419,947 810,795,584 273,212 538,545,487 109,218 216,705,668 38,894 75,037,124 125,100 246,602,695 5,533 10,615,501 153,155 501,765,204 24,121 42,913,102 7 
279,241 874,120,221 284,114 908,670,279 124,755 399,111,963 26,518 82,940,548 155,041 426,617,766 2,895 8,937,859 147,027 466-,832,097 1,876 5,510,187 8 
161,885 786,951,445 228,025 1,116,259,501 92,609 450,978,285 18,169 88,548,369 117,247 576,712,847 1,300 6,244,lll 100,462 488' 443 '492 76 357,745 9 
125,508' 955,445,164 185,918 1,415 ,354,400 63,146 476,215,940 16,102 125,668,072 106,670 813_,470,388 645 4,841,860 65,272 472,956,778 9 ·68, 795 10 

92,576 1,800,376,045 136,938 2,992,19(),200 32,629 623.594,070 19,145 478,572,999 85,164 J.,l:ll0,42li,lH 245 3,933,053 22,200 363.896. 819 ---- ------- 11 

.PERCEliT DIS'IRIBUTION BY VALUE GRODPS-Continued 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1oo.o· 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 12 
2.5 o.1 2.6 0.1 0.8 (•) 6,4 o.5 2.6 0.1 7.6 0.7 0.8 (•) 27.0 7.8 15 
2.6. 0.3 5.0 0.2 1.5 0.1 6.7 0.6 2.8 0.2 7.5 1.4 1.5 0.1 24.1 16.1 14 
5.2 0.8 5.2 0.6 5.3 0.4 10.9 1.5 4.6 0.4 10.7 3.2 5.5 0.5 22.2 22.9 15 

14.1 5.5 10.5 1.8 8.2 1.6 ·18.5 4.1 9.5 1.5 19.1 9.1 10.2 2.5 18.6 30.0 16 
17.9 6.8 11.0 5.0 10.7 3.2 14.4 s.o 10.1 2.4 18.5 15.7 15.7 5.1 6.0 15.2 17 

. 22.5 13.5 16.7 7.3 19.6 9.5 14.2 7.8 15.5 6.0 19.1 22.1 22.2 15.2 1.9 7.1 18 
15.0 14.6 17.5 12.5 22.3 17.4 9.6 8;6 16.5 10.5 ],0.0 18.6 21.3 20.4 0.1 '().9 19 

8.7" 15.1 15.9 15.1 16.6 19.7 6.6 9.2 14.5 13.9 4.5 13.0 14.5 21.4 (2) 0.1 20 
6.7 15.9 11.5 ~9.1 11.5 20.8 5.9 12.9 15.2 19.6 .2.2 10.1 9.2 20.7 (•) (•) 21 
5.0 51.4 8.4 40.5 s.8 27.2 7.0 49.9 10.6 45.6 0.8 8.2 3.2 15.9 ---- ----- 22 

PERCENT DIS'IRIBUTION WITHIN EACH VALUE GROUP-Continue!! 

32.4 
35.11, 

28.5 40.8 19.7 12.6, 4.8 
9.5 9.9 9.6 10.5 1.0 1.2 3.9 

11.3 11,5: 11.5 11.5 1.9 2.0 4.2 
18.8 19.1 16.7 '16.9 .5.5 5,6 5.8 
33.6 34.2 22•1 22.3 5,8 5;o 6.5 
46.4 46.5 25.2 25.3 8.5 8.4 5.5 
46.2 45.9 50.1 30.5 12.0 1"2.3 4.31 
57.6 57.2' 38.3 58.6 16.8 17.0 3.5 
31.5 31.4 44.4 44.5 18.0 18.0 3.5 
31.5 51.6 46.7 46.8 15.9 15.8 4.0 
32.0 28.9 47.4 45.9 11.3 9.6 6.6 

Eastern Colorado--winter wheat, dry field beans, and broomcorn 
Central Utah;....winter wheat, sugar beets, and Irish potatoes 
Montana--Winter wheat, suge.r beets, and flax 
Northern Idaho--wheat, dry field peas, and dry field beans 
Southern Idaho--wheat, sugar beets, and Irish potatoes 
Eastern Washington--wheat and dry field peas 
South central Washington--hops and Irish potatoes 
Eastern Oregon--wheat 
Southeastern Oregon--Irish potatoes 

5.5 
4.1 
4.3 
5,9 
6.5 
5.4 
4.2 
~.5 
3.5 
4.1 
7.5 

Western and southwestern Oregon--hops and Irish potatoes 
California--cotton, Irish potatoes, barley, hay, dry edible beans; 

rice, sugar beets, wheat, hops, and flax 

In eastern Washing1;on, eastern Oregon, California, western 
Kansas, western Oklahoma, and western Texas, large farms pre­
vail and large-scale· farming operations are practiced, While in 
the East North Central, East South Central, and South Atlantic 
States, r'teld-crop farming is on a more moderate scale. When 
considering the relative importance of field-crop farms in 
different sections Of the colllltry, tlie variation in size or the 
farming operations should be taken into consideration. 

llBito/ farms are folllld .in greatest 'numbers in the New England 
~tates, the Middle Atlantic States, Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, 
Michigan, Indiana, northern ana south central Illinois, Wiscon­
sin,· Minnesota, central Tennessee, and southwestern Missouri. 
Other locations where dairy farms are concentrated are north 
central Utah, southern Idaho and Washington,· Oregon, and 
California. Other clusters of dairy farms are she~ near urban 
centers. 

Whole milk constitutes the princi].Dal dairy product sold in 
the ·New England States, M1ddie Atlantic Sta:tes, in Delaware, 
.Maryland, northeastern Ohio, Micli.i~,· northern Indiana, north­
ern Illinois, Wisconsin, Washington, Oregon, and California. 

14.0 22.9 0.5 0.5 12.0 12.6 22.4 3.3 25 
4.7 5,1 0.5 0.5 1.2 1.4 76.7 75.0 24 
5.2 5.5 0.5 0.5 2.5 2.4 71.7 71.2 25 
7.3 7.3 0.6 0.6 4.7 4.8 55.7 55.1 26 
9.8 9.9 0.7 0.7 9.0 9.2 30.8 29.7 27 

11.4 11.4 0.7 0.7 13.2 13.3 10.8 10.4 28 
13.8 14.0 0.6 0.6 16.9 17.1 2.7 2.4 29 
17.9 18.1 0.4 0.4 19.8 19.9 0.3 0.2 50 
22.8 25.0 0.3 0.2 19.5 19.5 (•) (•) 51 
26.8 26.9 0.2 0.2 15.9 15.7 (2) (•) 52 
29,5 29.0 0.1 0.1 7.7 5.6 ----- ------- 55 

In other ·sections of the colllltry1 except neat urban centers 
·where the sale of whole milk is important, .the income fro~ 

dairy products on dairy farms is largely from the sale of cream 
or butter, :or from the sale of whole milk to cre~ries, con­
densaries, and cheese factories. 

Poultry farms are folllld principally in the New England 
States, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
northern ·Virginia, central North Carolina, northern ·.Georgia, 
Ohio, Indiana, southern _Illinois, southern Michigan, southern 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, and northwestern Arkansas. .Other 
areas having a considerable number of poultry farms-are.eastern 
Nebraska, eastern Kansas, central ·Oklahoma, eastern 'Texas, 
Colorado, central Utah, washington, Oregon, and California. 

On a majority of the poultry !arms in these areas, the 
sales or chickens and chicken eggs account for a large part of 
the value of poultry ·and poultry products :;;_old. However, re­
ceipts !rom sales of ducks are important on Long Island, New 
York. Turkeys provide an important source of income on many 
of the poultry farms in Pennsylvania, Virginia, Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado, Utah, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Washington, oregon, and California. The· receipts from broiler 
sales are very important on many poultry farms, mainly in 
Connecticut, Delaware,Maryland, Virginia, Georgia,and Arkansas. 
Hatchery operations are important in Ohio, Ind.iana, Illinois, 
Minnesota, Iowa, Yissouri, Texas, and California. 

Livestock farms are found 1n greatest numbers in the Corn 
Belt. They are ~so numerous in West Virginia, the Shefiandoah 
Valley ot Virginia, central and western Kentucky, Tennessee, 
northern Arkansas, eastern Oklahoma, and eastern Texas. In 
general, these areas produce large quantities of feed grains 
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VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, CLASSIFIED BY TOTAL VALUE 

FOR EACH TYPE OF FARM, FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUS OF 1945 

FRUIT-AND-NUT FARMS MILLIONS OF DOLLARS 

$ 1_ 1249 r-----~2fo~o ______ 4~o~o~----~s~o~o ______ e~o~o~----~looo 

$250-$399 
hoo-$599 
tsoo- $999 
$1,000-$1,499 
$1,5oo- S2,499 
$2,500-$3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
ts,ooo- t9,999 

$10,000 AND OVER --------·-------IIJ ______ _j 
VEGETABLE FARMS 

$1-$249 r-------r-------t-------t-------t-----~ 
$250-$399 
$400~$599 
hoo-1999 
$1,000-&1,499 •• 
$1,500-$2,499 

$2,500 -~3,999 ~ 
$4,000-t5,999 ~ 
$6,000-t9,999 ... 
$10,000 AND OVER ______ ._ __ _j_ ______ _j ________ L ____ _j 

HORTICULTURAL-SPECIALTY FARMS 
Sl- S249 
$250-9399 
$400-$599 
$600-$999 
t 1,000 -$1,499 
$1,500.-$2,499 
f2,500 -$3,999 
$4,000 -$5,999 
$6,000-$9,999 I 
$10,000 AND OVER ____ ll_ ______ __Lc._ ____ _J ________ L ______ j 

ALl: OTHER- CROP FARMS 

$1- $249 
(FIELD CROP) 

r------1-------T-------r------~----~ 

$250-$399 ·-· 
$400-$599 

$600-$999 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;;~::.] 
SI,OOD -$1,499 
$1,500-$2,499 
$2,500 -$3,999 

. $4,000 -t5,999 
$6,000 -$9,999 
$10,000 AND OVER • W 

et,BBe,37~ 1 045 ~ 

DAIRY FARMS 
$1-$249 r-------r-------r-------t-----~r-----__, 
$250-$399 
$400-$599 
$600-$999 • 
$1,000-$1,499 -

$1,500-$2.,499 ~~~~§~§§§~:. __ l ___ l ___ j $2,500-$3,999 
$4,000-il5,999 
$6,000-$9,999 
$10,000 AND OVER 

SOURCE: TA·BLE 6 

POULTRY FARMS 

·$1- $249 
.250-$399 
hoo-$599 
$600-$999 

. SI,OOO -$1,499 
$1,500-$2,499 
$2,500-$3,999 
S4,ooo·-t5;999 
$6,000 -ll9,999 

200 
MILLIONS OF DOLLARS 

400 6 0 800 1000 

$10,000 AND OVER --------·-L_ __ _l ____ ~....JL ____ __j 

LIVESTOCK FARMS I 
t 1-ll249 1----------r-------r-------r-------r--------t 
$250- $399 
S400· $599 ~· 

's6oo-$999 ~ 
$1,000-$1,499 ~ 

$1,500-$2,499 ~~~~~~§§~~===~:::J ___ j $2,500-$3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
$6,000-$9,9.99 
t 10,000 AND OVER • 

t 118!J01423·,l3l __../' 

FOREST-PRODUCT FARMS 
$1-$249 r-------1--------r-~--~r-------r--------t 
$250- $399 
$400-$599 
$600-$999 
$1,000 - $1,499 
$1,500 -$2,499 ~ 
$2,500 -$3,999 ' 
$4,000-$5,999 
$6,ooo -$9,999 
$10,000 AND OVER '--------'---~--..L-------'---------'--------J 

GENERAL FARMS 
$1-$249 r-------1--------r-------r-------r--------t· 
$250- $399 
$400-$599 ~ 
$600-$999 1--
$1,000-$1,499 ~ 

$1,500 -.$2,499 ~~~~~~~§~~t __ l ___ l __ ~J $2,500-$3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
$6,000 -h,999 
$10,000 AND OVER 

SUBSISTENCE FARMS 
tl-i249 ------~r-------r-------r-----~1---------t 
$250- $399 
$400-$599 

, tsoo-$999 
t 1,000 -$1,499 
$1,500-112,499 
$2,500 -$3,999 
$4,000 -!15,999 
ts,ooo -$9,999 
t10,000. AND OVER .__ ______ .._ ____ ~"'--------'----'-----'---------' 
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FARMS. OF SPECIFIED TYPES CLASSIFIED BY TOTAL VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD. OR USED 

BY FARM HOUSEHOLDS, FOR THE UNITED STATES: CENSUS OF 1945 
ALk OTHER.-CROP FARMS 

!FIELD CROP') 
0· 100 

~.-$249 ~ 

THOUSANDS OF FARMS 
200 300 400 500 

$25;)-$399 -

$.400-$599 ~~~~i~~~~~~~1:~:]~ __ j $6oo-t999 
$l;ooo-s 1,499 
$1;500-$•2,499 
$2,50.0- $3,999 
$4,000-$5,999. 
ss,poo-s 91999 
$.10,,000 A_ND ·OVER 

DAIRY FARMS 
$1-$249 lo----'--1----+-----+--~-~-~----; 

$2507 $399 
$400-$599 
$600~$999 
$.1,000• $•1,499 
$+;500- $2,499 
$2;500- -~.999 
ji4,000-·.$5,999 
$6,000- $9;999 
$10,0.00 AND OVER ------'--~~-'-~----'---,--L--,--__j 

POULT.RY 
,$1~ $249 
1'250- $399 
$400-$599 
$.600•$999 
$:1,000·• $1,499 
$'1,500• $2,4. 99 
$2;500- $3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
·$6,000- J9,,999 
$10,000 AND. OVER --'---,-~-"'------'---,----'--'---L---__j 

LIVESTOCK FARMS 
s 1- $249 ;: $250•$399 
$400-$'$99 
$.6oo-$999 
$1,000·~ $1,499 
$1,500- #2,499 
$2,500- $3,999 
$4;000- $5;999 
$6,000-$9,999 
$10,000 .AND• OVER 

.. -
GENERAL FARMS 

I 

li- $249 Jr------'1r--~-+----t-~~~-+-----1 

$25'0-$399 
$400-$599 
$600- .$9_99 
S+,OOO•l\•1,499 
$•1·;5.00.•$2,499 
$.2 •500 ••$3 999 
$4poo ,-jls:9e9 
$6,00.0 -j$9;999 
$100000 AND OVER -L-'-~--L--~-'------'----L---___l 

SliiBSI.STENCE FARMS 
$·1- $249 
$250• $399' 
$.400-'$599 
llsoi>-h99 
$1,000-$1,499 
$.1,500-$2,499 
h,s6o•$3;999 
114,00.0- $5,899 
#6,p0o -.$9,999 
ji10o000·AND OVER 

-
SOlJRCE: rAB.LE 6 

' 

FRUIT•AND-NUT FARMS 

$1-$249 
$250-$399 
$400-$599 
$600-$999 
s 1,000-$1,499 
s 1,500-$2,499 
$2,500-$3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
$6,000-119,999 
$ 10;000 AND OVER 

0 8 

VEGETABLE FARMS 

THOUSANDS OF FARt-' 0 

16 24 40 

$1-$249 ---------'1~---+-----+----r-~-~ 

$250- $399 
f400- $99 
$600-$999 
$ 1,000- $1,499 
t 1,500-$2,499 
$2,500-$3,999, 
$4,000-$5,999 
$6,000-$9,999 
$10,000 ANDOVER ____ t_ ___ _j_ ___ _j ____ L ___ j 

HORTICULTURAL- SPECIALTY FARMS 
$1-$249 
$250-$399 
$400-$599 
$600-$999 
$1,000· $1,499 
$1,500- $2,499 ' 
$2;500- $3,999 
$4,000-$5,999 
t6,ooo- $9,999 
$1.0,000 AND OVER ------L-~--'---,---...J'-------'-----' 

FOREST -PRODUCT FARMS 
$1- $249 -.r-----'1r-----+----"-t------r------j 
$25o- $399 
$4oo- t599 
hoo-t999 
$1,ooo- tt,499 
··1,500- 82,499 
• 2,500- $3,999 
$4,000~$5,999 

h,ooo- 99,999 
$10,000 AND OVER "'-----L----'----...J'-------'-----' 
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and roughage. This feed is used principally to fatten hogs, 
cattle, and sheep. For the most part, hogs are raised on the 
farms where fattened; but in many instances, the cattle and 
sheep represent feeder stock, shipped in from the range areas. 

Another important livestock-producing area is the range 
country or the western half of the United States. The areas of 
importance are central Texas, central Oklahoma, the Flint-Hills 
area of southern and eastern Kansas, central and western 
Nebraska, central and western South Dakota, North Dakota, 
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, New Mexico, Arizona, Nevada, 
Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and California. In these range 
areas, feed grains are not generally grown and the livestock is 
produced principally through grazing. cattle and sheep pre­
dominate in these range areas, although goats are also impor­
tant in Texas; The production or livestock and livestock prod­
ucts (wool, mohair, etc.) through grazing differentiates these 
western livestock ranches from livestock farms in the eastern 
portion of the country where livestock is produced through 
reeding. 

forest~products farms occur in greatest numbers in the 
·New England States. New York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
Virginia,western North Carolina,wes~ern South carolin~Georgia, 
northern Florida, Alabama, Mississ1ppi, northern Louisiana, 
Arkansas,. southern Missouri, and eastern Texas. Other areas of 
concentration of forest-products farms are in eastern Ohio, 
southern Indiana, northern Michigan, northern Wisconsin, north­
ern Minnesota, western Montana, northern Idaho, western Wash­
ington, western Oregon, and northern California. 

Of the vario.us sources·· of income on forest-products farms 
maple sirup and sugar constitute a substantial proportion i~ 
New York and in certain of the New England States. rn the 
States of the lower South, turpentine and resin are important 
sources of income on many of· these farms. 

General farms are concentrated largely in the North Central 
States, centering particularly in Ohio, Iowa, Indiana, south­
ern Illinois, southern Michigan, ~outhern Wisconsin, southern 
Minnesota, eastern South Dakota, ·eastern Nebraska, eastern. 

Kansas, and Missouri. Other areas where general farms occur in 
considerable numbers are west central New York,. sout''fiastern 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, western Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, and east Texas. No one source of inpoiile 
on general farms represents more than 50 percent of the total 
value of prodY.cts of ·the farm. However, there is a wide dH­
ference in the sources of income on general farms. The sales 
of llvestock and ·u vestock products on most general farms ac­
count for the bulk of. the products sold. For the United States, 
as a whole, the value of sales of livestock and livestock prod­
ucts represented 67.9 percent of the total sales for general 
farms, Poultry and poultry prodl!lcts comprised 21.6 percent of 
the sales of livestock and livestock products on general farms; 
dairy products comprised 33.3 percent; and livestock and live­
stock products (other than dairy and poultry), 45.1 percent. 
In some areas, general farms have three or more important 
sources of income; in other areas,. especially in those adjacent 
to areas having different main types of farming, the source of 
income of general farms represents a comb~nation of the products 
characterizing the adjaclint main types of farming. 

Subsistence or f.amtly-living farms are found in greatest 
numbers in the New England States, New York, Pennsylvania, 
eastern Ohio, Michigan, Virginia, West Virginia., eastern Ken­
tucky, Tennessee, western North Carolina, South Carolina, north­
ern Georgia, northern Florida, Alabama, .Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, eastern Texas., and eastern Oklahoma. Other 
areas where they are found in substantial numbers are sol!lthern 
Indiana, southern Illinois, western Washington, western Oregon, 
and parts of California and New Mexico. 

subsistence farms should not be construed as those that 
provide :sufficient products to supply the entire needs of the 
farm households. For the most part, they are small farms on 
which there is very llttle commercial farming and which supply 
products primarily for household use. In many areas, these 
subsistence farms include a considerable number of part-time 
farms; i.e., farms whose operator works a coNsiderable number 
of days off the farm during the year. 


