
PART/TIME FARMING 9 

nnd tho members of his fo,mily was gre11ter thau tho vttlue of f11rm 
products sold. Fnrms with a toi:al value of sales of farm products 
of less than $250 a were designated in Census tabulations as resi­
dent-ial farms. Some of these residential farms represent fmms on 
which the operai:or worked off fnrm more than 100 days in 1954. 
Some represent farms on which the income from nonfarm sourees 
was gre11ter tlum the value of sales of agrieultuml products. Others 
represent subsistence and m<trginnl farms of vnrious kinds. 

This study does the following: (1) It shows location, percentage 
distribution, and increases and decreases in all classes of farms 
where the operator worked off farm 100 days or more, or where 
income of the family from nonfarm sources exceeded the value of 
fm·m sales. (2) It compnres certain opemtion and expenditure 
characteristics of the various classes of farms. (3) It presents 
for the first time a tabulation of Economic Class V farms, with 
value of farm sales of $1,200 to $2,499, dividing them into part-time 
fttrms (those farms where the operator worked off farm 100 or 
more days or other income of the family exceeded the value of 
farm sales) and commercial farms (those farms where the operator 
did not work off farm as much as 100 clays and the value of farm 
snles excccclecl the other income of the family). Detailed farm­
operation characteristics of pttrt-tirne and cornmcrcin,J farms arc 
given, and some items that enter into the level of living-such as 
electricity, telephone, and piped running W!ttcr-are compared 
between the two groups. (4) On the basis of a special restricted 
snmple, the study lists sources of off-farm income for all classes 
of farms. (5) It gives the results of special survey data of farm­
n)ortgage debt for part-time, residential, and Class V and Class 
VI farms. 

Detailed comparisons, based on Census data for part-time 
farms, are largely drawn from the farms with value of farm sales 
of less than $2,500 in 1954. This group of 2,679,374 farms, or 
56 percent of the total number of farms tabulated in the 1954 
Census of Agriculture, is classified according to Census tabulations 
us follows: 

Table 1.--GLAssiFICATION OF FARMs HAVING LEss THAN $2,500 

VALUE OF FARM SALES, FOR THE UNITED STATES: 1954 

Economic class Gross sales 

Class v ______ : ____ $1,200 to $2, 499 ___________ _ 
Closs VL _________ $250 to $1, 199 _____________ _ 
Part·timc _________ $250 to $1, 199 _____________ _ 
ResidentiaL------ Less than $200._ .. ________ _ 

'l'ot!ll P!lrt-tlme Commer­
cial 

I 769, 080 I 233, 780 I 535, 300 
462,442 ------------ 462,442 
574,570 574,570 ------------
870, 004 590, 397 288, 097 

TotaL ______ ---------------------------- 2, 685,195 1, 398,756 1, 286,439 

1 Estimate based on a sample of approxhnately 1 percent of all fnrms. 'l'bo total 
number of Closs V farms shown by tllo CeJlsus was 763, 000. 

Certain inferences are drawn in respect to the Economic Class I 
to Class IV farms with value of farm sales of $2,500 or more 
when the nonfarm income exceeds the value of farm sales, or when 
the operator reported 100 or more clays of work ofT the farm in 
1954 although talmlatious have not been made comparing opera­
tion characteristics of these farms with the commercial farms 
where operators did not work off farm I 00 days and other income 
of family did not exceed the value of farm sales. Information 
is given on the location of these farms and on the increases and 
decreases in number. 

In summary, the percentages of farms that reported other 
income exceeding the value of farm sales in 1949 and 1954 arc as 
follows: 

Table 2.-PERCENTAGE OF FARMS REPORTING OTHER INCOME 

OF FAMILY ExcEEDING VALUE OF FARM SALEs, FOR THE UNITED 

STATES: 1949 AND 1954 

Economic cln.ss 

8l~~ h: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Olns~ nr_ ______ --------------------------- -·---- ---------. --
Class IV ___ ---------------------- _______________ .. ____ .. ____ _ 
Clnss V __ . --·---·------- ____ ------------------------.--- ·---
Part-timo .. __ .... ---- ___ ---------------------------------
ResidentiaL. .- __ ---·------- ------ ..... ---- _______ --. _ 

1\140 

Percent 
4. 6 
4. 2 
5.3 

11. 0 
20.7 
8(1. 2 
05.0 

195-l 

Prrcent 
4. u 
4. 4 
u. 4 

12. G 
24.3 
82.5 
ll7. 2 

----------------·---··--·-------·-·-----'-------'------

This study is not limited, thordore, to the part-time fltrms. 
It inc.luclcs compttrison among all t:conomie classes ns to farm 
organization and living facilities by regions. It emphasizes those 
comparisons that seem important in assessing the st1ttus of 
part-time farming ttnd the impact of off-f1trm income. Pnrt-time 
farms are generally regarded as those farms on which the operator 
works off fttrm 100 days or more and/or the income of the family 
from off-farm sources exceeds t.he value of farm products sold. 

Comparison with other studies.-Previous studies based on 
data of the 1950 Census have classified farm-operator households 
into three groups according to their degree of dependence on 
agriculture: (1) Wholly dependent on agriculture, (2) partly 
dependent on agriculture with agriculture as the major source 
of family income, and (.'J) partly dependent on agriculture with 
nonagriculturc as the major source of income.' In 1950, out of 
5,341,000 farms, about 2 million farms (2,031,000), or 38.0 percent 
of the total, were classed as wholly dependent on agriculture.• 
The remainder of the farm operators-those partly dependent 
on agriculture-were cliviclecl between those who listed agriculture 
as the major source of family income (1,444,000 or 27.1 percent of 
the totttl) and those who listed nonagriculture as tlw major souree 
(1,615,000 or 30.2 percent of the total). A smnll number (251,000 
or 4.7 percent) wore not classifiable. 

3 For tile 1954 and the 1950 Censuses of Agriculture, places of 3 or more acres wore counted as farms if the annual value of agricultural products, exclusive of home.garden products 
amounted to $150 or more. Tho products could be either for homo usc or for sale. Ph>ccs of less than 3 acres wero counted as fnrms only If tho value of sales of agricultural product-~ 
amounted to $150 or more. Places for which the value of agricultural products for 1954 was less than these minima because of crop failure or other unusual conditions and placL" 
that wore being operated for the first time at the tlmo Census was taken, woro counted as fnrms if normally they could be expected to produce these minimum q;umtitics 0~ 
agt·lcultural products. 
I ~See Far·m~ ~~d Fa:m People: Pofru.la~ion, Income and J;Iousing Characleristics by Economic Class of Farm, U. S. Govommcnt Printing Office, Washington, D. c .. Juno 19!>3; 
.ou:s J .. Ducofi.' ClasSification of the .A~·Jcultuml Popuilttwn or tho United States," Journal of Farm Economics, Vol. XXXVII, No.3, August 1955, pp. 511-523. 

Tins classJilcatlon was more restnct1vo tllan the criterion of dependency on agriculture implies. Tho Census data do not permit separation of oiT-ftwm work into farm and non· 
farm work, and !~come ~?m otT-farm work on other farms would bo classiflod simply as nonfarm income. The clt1Ssification understates the sizo of the groups labeled "completely 
dopoudent on agriCulture by nn cstimnted 200,000farm operators in 1950. cf. Ducoll', Ibid., pp. 512 and 513. 
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