
24 A GRAPHIC SUMMARY 

FARM RESOURCES 
FAR:\I nm..;ocw 'I•;~ 

Laud, labor. an<! <·apital an• tlw major inputs used in tht> pro­
d nl'tion of agrku It ural eomnwdi t ieH. '!'he al·eompa n;>ing table 
from thP U.S. DepartnlPnt of Agri<-ulturp 'l'e('hnkal HnllPtin No. 
12:~s E>ntit.lt>d Prodnl'lirif!l in A!Jrir-ultttn· JH'Psents tlw ehauges in 
eomposition of inputs in agri(oulturp from 1S70 to 1 !Jil7. 

CHANGES IN COMPOSI'riON OI<' INl'll'rS. 
UNITED 81' ATES AGR!CULTV RE, 1870-1957 

Pcrcentngp of totul inputs I 

Year 

I Land rml I Ca !tal 2 rstatP _/( P Labor 

INPUTS BASED ON 1935-39 l'RICE WEWHTS 

1870 _______ ----- --------------------
1880.-------------------------------
1890 ........ --------------.---------
1900 ......... - ------.---------.-----
1910 ........... - .. ------.--.--------
1920 ....... - ------------------------
1930 ....... --- -----.-----
1940 ........ -----------------------

Percent 65 
62 
GO 
.57 
53 
50 
46 
41 

Percent 
18 
19 
18 
19 
20 
18 
18 
18 

Percent 
17 
19 
22 
24 
27 
32 
36 
41 

IKPUTS BASED ON 1947-49 PRICE \VEWHT~ 

561 40 
31 

30 I 45 
54 :m::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::I 141 15 

15 

Total 

Percent 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

I The usc of different price weights prohibits direct comparison of composition 
percentages for the periods IJ<'forc and after 1940. Ilowevrr, changes in composition 
within the two price-weight periods, 1870-1940 ami 1940-57, serve to indicate the magni­
tude of changes in composition of Input. Comparisons of periods before and after 1940 
substantiate the trend in changes of Input mix. 

'All inputs other than labor and real cstatP. 

From this table three major eondusious are apparent: (1) 
Labor inputs have declined eom;iderably as a part of thE' total 

inputs; (::!) lnrul has remained remarkably <·oustaut as an input; 
(a) eapital has now heemne the domiuant iuput irl American 
agri!'ulturP. 

'l'lw maps and <·harts that follow in this sedi<m will graphieally 
substantiate the trend inrlieat·ed in tht' above table. 

'rluc- lirst of t ht> maps showu below indi!'at,(~S the pereentage of 
total land arpa ill farms ill l!lil!) on a eouuty unit basis. This map 
gh·es a fairly !'lear indi<-ation of where the major fanniug areas 
of tlw country are loeatP<l. Not shown on the map is the signili­
cnnt dmngp in the tH'rE>nge of laud in farms that has taken vial'€' 
hetween 1 !Iii-! and 1 !lii!l. 

'l'he aereage of land in farms, including that reported for the 
new States of Alaska and Hawaii, dropped from 1,1G1 million acres 
in 1!lii-! to 1.1:!:3 million acres in l\)fi9. Thi:s drop of 38 million 
a<·rps was due to se\·eral fa(•tors. In the first place, a change was 
m;Hlf' in the dt>tinition of a farm between the eensus of 1004 arid 
that of 1!l5!J. Howe\'Pr, the dee1·ease in land in farms resulting 
from this r·hauge in dt>finition amounted to imly (.i million of the 
:31-1 million-tH·re dt>erPasP. Part of the decrease can be attributed 
to the expansion of urban areas, since 7 million acres of the 38-
mi!lion-acre deert>ase was in eounties induded in standard metro­
politan areas. The Hoi! Bank program, which retired many whole 
farms from agrieultural production, has also been a signifi<'ant 
faetnr. Furthermore, the ilUJ}l'OVement in highways and the high 
dE>gTt>e of mobility of the labor fon~e has meant that many farmers 
have ju>'<t quit farming and are working full time in industrial 
.iohs while eomn1uting from the home on the farm that they no 
longer operate. 

'l'he rptirement of this large acreage from agriculture along 
with the continued decline in farm population of course indicates 
that <·apital is being substituted f<}r land and labor i:9 the produc­
tion of farm products in practi<'ally all parts Hi the Unlte<t States. 
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