
54 FARMERS AND FARM PRODUCTION 

These data do not measure net income. The specified expendi­
tures do not include any fixed costs, nor all operating costs. 

Efficiency levels of farm operation.-Various qata on size of 
farm, capital investment, a'mount of labor, gross sales and specified 
expenses, although inadequate for a complete analysis, provide 
information on the differences in efficiency of farm operation for 
peanut farms in various areas and also for different size of farms. 
Both gross sales and gross sales minus specified expenses per man­
equivalent were higher in the Virginia-North Carolina area than 
in either of the other two peanut areas (see Table 58). There 
was not a great deal of difference in investment per man-equivalent 
in the Virginia-North Carolina and Georgia-Alabama-Florida 
areas; the investment in the Oklahoma-Texas area was about 50 
percent more than in either of these two areas. 

The investment per crop acre was more than twice as much in 
the Virginia-North Carolina area as in either of the other two 
areas. On the other hand crop acres per man-equivalent was only 
one-third as great in the Virginia-North Carolina area as in the 
Oklahoma-Texas area. Average yield of peanuts per acre in the 
Virginia-North Carolina area was almost twice the yield in the 
Georgia-Alabama-Florida area and more than four times the 
yield in the Oklahoma-Texas area. As indicated before, yield of 
peanuts in the Oklahoma-Texas area was especially low in 1954. 
Low yields reduced average income per farm and also the relative 
efficiency of farms for this area. 

In each of the peanut areas, ns the gross farm income increased 
the investment per man-equivalent increased. This same rela­
tionship existed for crop acres per man-equivalent. This means 
that on the larger farms more capital was associated with a unit 
of labor. A unit of labor was also able to handle a larger unit of 

TABLE 58.-SELECTED MEASURES OP EPPICIENCY ON OTHER FIELD­

CROP FARMS IN SPECIFIED PEANUT SuBREGIONs, BY EcoNOMic 

CLASS OP FARM: 1954 

--
Economic cluss of famt 

Item All 

-~-~~~-~;-~-~~T-;~~ farms 

VIrginia· North Carolina (subregion 21) 
---

1, 6511 Gross sales per man-cquimlont •. dollars .. 3, 228 8, 765 5, 685 3, 980 2, 081 8:16 
Not sales per ma.n-oquivalcnt...clollars .. 2,359 6,140 3, 755 2, 993 2,032 1,149 542 
Gross sales por $1,000 invcstccl .. dollars .. 464 653 493 504 452 350 216 
Investment per $100 of gross S!tles 

dollars .. 216 181 203 198 221 285 404 
'rota! invcsLment per IIU\ll·equivalent 

dollars .. 6, 971 15,868 11, 553 7, 908 5, 951 4, 730 3,868 
Investment per crop acre ...... dollars .. 280 224 260 292 284 258 311 
Crop acres por man-oqui valent ......... 26 71 43 27 21 18 12 
I'ounds of peanuts per acre ............. 1,521 1, 601 1, 853 I, 699 1,383 1, 203 1,097 

Ocorgia.-Alabama-Florida (subregion 4i) 

0 ross sales per man-oqui valent .. dollars .. 2, 534 3,149 4, 588 3, 640 2, 488 1, 612 718 
Net sales per num-equlvalont .. dollars .. I, 463 998 2,642 2,128 I, 586 913 324 
Gross sales per $1,000 invested .. dollars .. 393 486 618 466 367 303 182 
Investment per $100 of gross sttlcs 

dollars .. 254 206 103 214 272 330 660 
'l'otal investment per man-equivalent 

dollars .. 6,440 6,476 8, 862 7,805 6, 781 5,005 3,929 
Investment per oro p acre ...... dollars •• 107 106 89 107 118 108 99 
Crop acres per man-equivalent ......... 60 62 99 73 57 47 40 
l'ounds of peanuts per aero ........ ----- 793 979 944 912 736 650 483 

Oklahoma-Texas (subregion 96) 

Gross sales per mltn-oquivnlent .. dollars .. 2,000 10,722 7, 599 4, 416 2, 558 1, 418 646 
Not sales por man-equivalent .. dollars .. 1,286 9,046 5,887 3,095 1,620 823 320 
Gross sales per $1$000 lnvested .. dollars .. 187 1,102 298 242 197 144 116 
Investment por. 100 of gross sales 

dollars .. 535 91 336 412 609 695 862 
'l'otal investment per man-equivalent 

9, 871 dollars .. 10,711 9, 740 25,693 18,193 12,972 5,578 
Investment per crop aero ...... dollars .. 138 136 203 146 129 142 127 
Crop acres per man-equivalent ...... --- 77 72 126 125 100 70 44 
Pounds of peanuts per acre .. ___ .------- 364 3,013 1,100 413 316 301 226 

production. Both labor Mld capit.al were used more efficiently 
on the larger farms. The capital investment per $100 of sales was 
less than half on the lm·ge farms as on the small farms. Both 
gross sales and net S!tles per man-eguivalent were much grenter 
on the large farms than on the small farms. 

SUMMARY AND PROBLEMS 

Specialized peanut farms vary co;1~iderably in volume of busi­
ness and size in the various production areas. There are fewer 
small peanut farms than tob:wco fal·ms. About 25 percent in 
the Virginia-North Carolina region, 45 percent in the Georgia­
Alabama-Florida region, and 66 percent in Oklahom:a and Texas 
were Classes V and VI farms. These farms had sales of less than 
$2,500 in 1954. About 35 percent of the farms in Virginia-North 
Carolina were in Classes I, II, and III having sales of over $5,000 
in 1954. In Georgia-Alabama.-Florida area only 22 percent had 
sales of $5,000 or more. 

In the Virginia-North Carolina area the average size of farm 
in 19M was 83 acres compared to 164 acres in the Georgia-Ala­
bmna-Florida arett and 213 acres ii1 the Oklahoma-Texas area. 
In each nrea about half of the total land area was in crophtnd. 

In the Virginia-North Carolina area in 1954, 17 percent of the 
far1ners had less than 5 acres of peanuts and only 7 percent had 
more than 25 acres. In the Georgia-Alabama-Florida area 5 
percent of the farmers had less than !> acres, and 30 percent !;ad 
more than 25 acres. In the Oklahoma-Texas area, only 1 percent 
of the farmers had less than 5 acres in peanuts, and 70 percent 
had more than 25 acres. 

Peanut farms are diversified. Although peanuts were the main 
source of income on the majority of the farms in the two areas, 
they contributed less than 50 percent of the average gross income 
on most groups of farms. Peanut farms tend to be operated in­
tensively with a high percentage of the cropland in row crops. 
Corn is the most important crop acreage-wise in the Virginia­
North C!trolina and the Georgia-Alab!trna-Florida areas. 

In both the Virginia-North Caroiina and Georgia-Alabama­
Florida peanut areas, tobacco wns grown on a number of farms. 
On some farms, tobacco contributed more than 50 percent of the 
gross income so these farms were included in the other field-crop 
group. In this analysis there was no way to separnte tobacco 
from peanut farms in these areas. 

Cotton is important in all of the areas. About one-fourt.h of 
the harvested cropland in the Virginia-North Carolina and 
Georgia-Alabama-Florida areas is devoted to peanuts compared 
to slightly more than 55 percent in the Oklahoma-Texas area. 

Hogs are an important enterprise on peanut farms in the 
Virginia-North Carolina and Georgia.:.Alabama-Florida areas, but 
not on farms in the Oklahoma-Texas area. Beef cattle are im­
portant on most of the farms in Oklahoma-Texas m·ea. They 
tend to be important only on the larger farms in the other two 
areas. 

With the exception of the larger farms, the labor force on 
peanut farms is made up mostly of family labor. The proportion 
of operators working off farms varies by areas. Of the peanut 
farmers working off the farm the majority worked less than 100 
days per year. 

Color of operator and percent tenal!l.cy also vary by areas. In 
the Virginia-North Carolina area in 1955, oRly 44 percent of the 
operators were white and 63 percent of all operators were classified 
as tenants. In the Georgia-Alabama-Florida area, 62 percent of 
the operators were white and 57 perceBt were tenants. There 
were no nonwhite operators ill the one peanl!lt subregion sum­
marized in the Oklahoma-Texas area; 38 percent of the operators 
were classified as tenants. 
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