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Table 3.—FARMS CLASSIFIED* BY TOTAL VALUE OF PRODUCTS SOLD OR USED BY FARM

[Figux‘es for regions.and

. FARMS REPORTING VALUE OF PRODICTS FOR-— FARMS Bf VALUE OF SALES
Sale or
farm Farm Both sale
FARMS BY VALUE OF . .
house— houssholds? and farm $100- | $250- | $400- | $500- | §600- | $800- | $1,000~ | $1,200- | 1,500~
PR oD | holas* use Sale only | pouseholdst | TOtel $-499 | “eiao | 4399 | 8400 | €599 | 4799 | 4999 | 41,199 | $1.499 | 81,999
. use, or only use
HOUSEHCIDS it
Number || Number i:é Number | FOT21 Number :‘é Number || Number | Numbsr | Number | Number | Number | Number | Number | Number | Number | Number
1 A1l groups®....s, 752,908 || 425,221 | "7.4 [259,180 | 4.2 5,088,507 | 88.5 [5,327,687 |(398,285 |447,519 1850,508.1207, 245 (195,286 346,217 208,561 | 267,366 | 353,440 | 434,362
2| $1 to $98...... 120,467 {| 79,961 | 66.4 15,079 | 12.5| . 25,427 | 20.1| 40,508 || 40,508 | ——-— —
5| $100 to $240. 333,115 || 142,045 | 42.6 | 22,888 | 8.8| 168,1801 50.5| 191,068 ||119,092 | 71,976 | ~—m
4] $250 to §399. 435,922 {1117,273 | 27.0 ] 20,088 | 4.8 298,560 | 68.3 316,849 |[923,833 |136,863 | 55,953 ——{ ———
5] $400 to $499. 267,688 38,071 | 14.2 | 11,738 4.4 217,859 Bl.4| 229,585 || 48,042 | 90,333 | 87,968 | 23,252
8| $500 to $598. 246,528 1] 21,384 | 8.7 110,475} 4.2 214,869 | 87.1( 225,144 28,881/ 62,241 | 75,523 | 36,316 | 22,188 | ——mmem | —mem —
71 $800 to $798. 421,125 || 17,943 | 4.3 | 17,583 | 4.2| 385,618 )81.6| 403,182{| 22,053 | 58,697 | 88,831 | 83,552 | 75,3988 | 66,850
s | $800 to $995 359,309 || 5,896 1.8 15,924 | 5.0 359,489 | 94.5| 355,413 7,879 | 18,298 | 35,255 | 43,085 | 80,654 133,029 | 55,413
9| 81,000 to $1,180. 516,119 || 1,800 0.6 12,899 | 4.0| 301,820 |95.4| 514,319| 2,200| 6,304 11,465 | 13,511 | 24,505 | 91,178 {112,905 | 51,855 | ~cmmeev
10| $1,200 to $1,499. 401,880 5311 0.1 14,277 ) 3.8 387,082 | 98.3 401,359 639 2,001 4,508 | 6,512 ) 9,627 43,9834 100,392 | 140,785 82,961
11| $1,500 to $1,996. 517,728 2441 (8) 17,258 | 5.8 500,228 { 96.8| 517,482 289 511 859 898 | 2,235| 10,896 | 28,111 | 68,628 | 210,701
12 | $2,000 to §2,499 590,898 52 | (3) |12,880| 8.2 378,266 96.7| 380,848 44 8L 118 104 238 644 1,578 5,813 | 27,805
15 2,500 to $2,999 300,373 15| (3) 8,578 2.9 201,782 | 97.1| 300,358 12 8 20 15 34 651 134 430 1,852
14| $5,000 to $3,9989 442,407 8| (s) [1s,022| 2.8| 420,378 |97.1| 442,400 5 5 10 5 1 20 26 53 216
15| $4,000 to $4,998 802,208 || -——— | ——-=| 8,689 | 2.5| 208,514|97.1| 502,208 || -~ NS P D 2 1 2 A 2
16 | $5,000 to $5,999. 211,852 || ~—oo— | ~—- | 8,257| 35.0| 205,505 |97.0] 211,852 v 1 3
Pl
17 8,000 to $7,899.... 257,681 || —---— | —-—=| 8,392 3.3 249,288 | 96.7| 257,681 {| ——v-n NN U poS—
18| $8,000 to $9,999....] 140,588 || ———-— | ———— | 5,258 3.7| 135,330 |96.5| 140,589 | —_— —_
19 | §10,000 to $18,999..[ 205,803 —_———— | = | 10,775 5.2 195,028 | 94.8 205,808 e ———
20 | $20,000 to $29,999.. 42,025 || ~——v [ ~—~| 3,601| 8.8 38,424 | 81.4 42,025 || ——mem | mmmere | e | e} e | e
21| $30,000 to $58,998.. 16,308 || —o——u | e | 1,841 | 11.3 14,465 | 88.7 18,306 —_— ———— ————
221 $40,000 to $49,999..] 6,086 || ——v | —— | 1,028 12.7 7,058 | 87.3 8,086 —
23 | $50,000 to $74,898.. 8,488 || ~——— | —~— | 1,304} 15.4 7,185 | 84.6 8,489 [} ——mm— | o | mme | e | e | e | e
24 | $75,000 to §69,999..] 3,448 || ~—nv | —m| 598 | 17.2 2,853 | 82.8| 5,446 || ———omm ——
2571 $100,000 and over... 4,885 e [ e 1,177 24.1 3,708 | 75.9 4,885 || —~———

1 Does not include 98,873 farms with no products sold or used, nor 7,588 unclassified farms.

Percent of all farms in each valuse group.
%6.05 percent or less.

{for a list of fruits and nuts included, see tables 3 and 4 in
chapter 1IX), all vegetables harvested for sale, all torest '
products s801d, all horticultural specialties sdld, and the value
of specified field crops produced (for a 1list of the crops in-
cluded, see table 3,chapter VIII). Since data on the calculated
value of vegetables harvested, horticultural specialties pro-
duced, and forest products produced are not available, the re~
‘ported value for sales for each of these three groups of farm
products has been included in the total
production for specified farm products in order to secure a
total representing, as nearly as possible, the gross value of
farm productlon in 1944. Therefore, the total given in the
rirst column representé an approximation of the total value of
agricultural production during 1944. This total 1is somewhat
incomplete as it does not Include the value of unspecified
livestock and livestock products, such as mohair, animals pro-
duced for meat for consumption on the rarm, hides and pelts,
ducks, geese, etc.; the vailue oI vegetables grown on the farm
and consumed by farm households; the value of unspecified field
crops; or the value of ungpecified fruits and nuts for which
tigures on production were not secured in the 1945 Census of
Agriculture. The total reported valus of sales for all farm
products, as shown in the second column of the table, includes
the value of all farm products sold plus the value or products
of the farm used by ferm households. S

The difference between the calculated value of production
and the reported value of sales is shown for fruit-and-nut crops
and for all livestock and livestock products., For fruits and
nuts, the reported value of sales includes the value of all
small fruits, grapes, tree fruits, and nuts sold, while the
dalculated value of production 1includes only the value of
specitied fruits and nuts for which production data were secured.
For example, the reported value of sales includes the value of
such crops as gooseberries, currants, cranberries, etc., while
the calculated values do not. Hence, in States where these
miscellaneous frruit-and-nut crops are 1mportant, as are cran-
berries in Massachusetts, the reported value of sales may al-
most equal or exceed the calculated value of production. How-
-ever, in most States, the value of miscellaneous frult-and-nut
crops forms an unimportant part of the total value of all frults
and nufs, and consequently the calculated value of production
‘and the reported value of sales are reasonably comparable. The
dirrerence between the calculated value of production and the
repdrted value of sales 18 shown on a per-farm basis in order

calculated valus of-
_the high unit price used

to present a means of appraising the dirferences between the
figures for the calbulated value of production and the reported
value of sales in each State. For most States, the average
value per farm of 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 avallable in-
formation whether the unusually high value of frults and nuts
produced, but not sold, for these four States i1s the result of
in computing the values or the result
of the incompleteness or understatement of the reports for
value of sales. )

Two indicators of the characteristics of the data on the

. calculated value of production  and the reported value of sales .

of 1livestock and lives¢ock products are also presented. Live-
stock and livestock products are produced from the feeding of
crops produced on the farm, from purchased feed, or by the
pasturing of grasslands. Therefore, the valus of <field crops
produced, but not sold, plus the value of fesd purchased should
be related to the calculated value of livestock and livestock
products produced. In relating the total for the value of fleld
crops produced, but not sold, to the calculated value of pro-
duction for livestock and livestock products, consideration
should be given to the following: (1) in some States, a consid-
erable part of the reed crops produced on the farm as well as
purchased feed is used for.work animals and (2), as 1944 was 2
year of above-average yielﬁs, larger than usual quantities - of
teed crops produced in 1944 may have been stored on farms for
use In 1945 or later, or as 1nsurance against low yields the
following year. The value’bf field crops produced, but not
sold, plus the value of feed bought and the calculated value of
all livestock and 1livestock 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 is
also shown,. This average appears high in some States, particu~
larly 1in the midwestern States. Sufficient data are not
available at this time to 1indicate whether the high value per
farm in thesb'St@tes 18 the result of the average unit values
used for comﬁuting calculated values beilng too high or the
result of the reports for sales being incompletse.

" Gomparisons similar to those made of the calculated value

of production and the reported value of sales for Irults and

nuts could be made for other groups of products. Then, too,
the calculated value of products produced, but not sold, could
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states 'in table 247

FARMS BY VALUE OF SALES—Continued
- - 100,000
2,000~ $2,500- $3,000- $4,000~ $5,000- $6,000-. | $8,000- $10,000- | $20,000- | $30,000— | $40,000- | $50,000: $75,000 $100,
sgé,499 32,980 45,900 $4,950 5,989 47,999 49,999 $19,950 | $29,909 | $39,999 | 449,999 | 474,999 | 499,999 | and over
‘Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Numbsr Number Humber Kumber Number Number Number
335,082 | 257,598 389,331 266,236 185,648 | - 228,841 124,768 188,368 39,968 15,816 7,908 8,418 3,298 4,857 1.1
= .
3
4
J 5
6
7
8
9
10
1
143,928 | —- ig
166,703 104,380 1
24,113 151,304 264,380

336 1,834 122,863 177,134 15
4 78. 1,998 87,558 122,206 - 16
_________ 2 110 1,511 63,174 192,884 17
32 263 35,858 104,436 18
5 93 20,532 185,367 ] 19
: 3,002 39,023 : 20
943 15,363 21
453 7,633 22
272 8,217 | —mmmmmmn | e 23
’ 201 5,245 et [ 24
48|  4,837|25

be compared with the reported valpe of farm products used by
farm households. In . most States, such comparisons -will indi-
cate a reasonable agreement between the data for the calculated
value of produgtioh and the data showing the repaorted value of
sales and the value of farm products used by farm households.
In other States, where the differences between the two sets of

values do not appear reasonable, considerable research would be

required to appraise the reliabllity of the two groups of data
and to determine the reasons for substantial differences between
the two sets of valuss. Such research work involves the deter-
nination of the reliability of unit prices used to compute the
célculated value of .production and the appraisal of the incom-
pleteness of the reported value of sales, arising net only from
the failure of farm operators to report completely the sales of
all farm products, but also from the understatement of the
. gross value of sales. )

Farms classified by total value of farm products.—
Several of the tables present data for farms classified accord-
ing to the total value, for each farm, of farm products sold or
used by farm households. The value group in which an iIndividual
Tarm has been classified was determined by obtaining a total
for the reports of the eight 1nquiqies on value of farm products
s0ld plug the inquiry on the value of farm products used by
farm households.

The data 1n table 2 indicate that a large part of the agri-
cultural production is concentrated on a relatively small pro-
portion of the farms. ' In the 1945 Census, rarms with a value
of products of $10,000 or more represented 4.9 percent of all
farms and had 36.0 percent of the total value of products.
Flgures in the same table indicate that approximately one-fifth
of the farms, those with a value ér products ot $4,000 or more,
produced nearly two~thirds of all farm products in the United
States., Farms with a total value of products of 1less than
$250 numbered 652,253, or 9.4 percent of all farms. These
farms 1inelude 98,673 wlith "O" value, 120,467-with a value of
broducts of $1 to $99 each, and 333,113 farms with a valus of
$100 to $249. Together this group of less than $250 furnished
only 0.3 percent of the total valde of products. “Another group
of 433,922 farms, 7.4 percent of all farms, with a value of
$250 to $399, contributed 0.8 pdrcent of the total value of
products. * Farms with a total value of products of less than
$1,000 numbered 2,280,803, or. 38.9 percent of all farms, and
contributed 5.9 percent of the total value of products.

Table B shows farms cross-classified by value of products
80ld:. or uged by ;arm households and by  value of sales. This

table was prepared for the purpose of giving an iIndication of
the results that would be ssecured by classifying farms by valus
of farm products sold rather than by the total values of farm
products sold and used by farm households. The data 1n 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 farm produéts sold or used by farm households valued
at $1 to $99 did not 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 1n this table also indicate the effect that the estgb-
lishment of a minimum value of products at various levels would
have on the number of tracts of land recorded as farms, It
numbers of farms were determined on the basls of value of prod-
ucts only. For example, if the minimum value of all farm
products sold or used by farm households had been set at $1,000,

. The number 'of farms 1in the United States would have been

reduced by 2,182,130 (excluding "O" value farms). Also, if a
tract of land had to have at least 250 in sales in order to
quallfy as a farm,840,604 farms {excluding "O" value farms) en-
umerated in 1945 would have been excluded from the enumeration.
Even more farms would have been excluded in 1940 Dbecause of
lower price levels.

Net farm income.-—The Pigures secured In the ceusus of
agriculture cannot be used to detsrmine the net farm income, as
data were not secured for all farm expenditures and net changes
in inventory. 1In the 1945 Census, data on expenditures were
obtained only for the cost of Ieed purchased and for cash paid
tor hired farm labor.

Government-benefit payments and nonagriculiural  income
of farmers excluded.—Census enumsrators were instructed not
to 1include government payments, such as rental and benefit,
cotton option, conservation, Sugar Act, price adjustment,
parity, dairy production, and other production payments in the
value of products sold. Income received by Tarmers from non-
agricultural sources and income received by landlords from farm
land reqted Tor cash have not been 1included in the value of
farm products. On farms other than those rented for cash, the
value of rarm products sold was to include the value of the
landlord's share. ' )

Yalue of farm products for institutional farms.—
The products of Institutional rarms, such as prisons, schools,
asylums, etc., used by the Inmates were congldered as sold. For

- these institutional farms, only the value of products consumed

by full-time farm employees was included 1in the value of the
products used by farm housseholds.



