
GENERAL REPORT 
was relatively important. The questionnaire for each State con­
taiiled an inquiry regarding the receipts from the sale of miscel­
laneou~ forl'st products such as poles and piling, bark, bolts, and 
mine timbers. In the States for which the agriculture qnl'~tion­
naire did not have separate questions for pulpwood, CIJ,riHtum~ 
trel's, and maple sirup, the re<·eipts from the sale of miscellaueouH 
forest products included the rec·eipts from the sale of pulpwood, 
Christmas trees, and maple sirup. Only the quantity of maple 
sirup produced was obtained from farm operators. The esti­
mated quantity sold was obtained from the Agricultural Market­
ing Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. The esti­
mated percent of the production sold for each State was as 
follows: 

Percent of Percent of 
State production 

sold 
State production 

sold 

United States_________ 93.2 New York________________ 93.9 
Connecticut_______________ 94.6 OhiO---------------------- 94.9 
Maine____________________ 93.3 Pennsylvania_____________ 92.2 
Maryland_________________ 00.0 Rhode Island_____________ 94.6 
Massachusetts____________ 94.6 Vermont__________________ 94.1 
Michigan_________________ 92.2 
Minnesota________________ 80.0 

West Virginia_____________ 00.0 
Wisconsin_________________ SD. 2 

New Hampshire__________ 93.0 

The inquiries regarding maJ)le sirup provided for determining 
the number of buekets hung as Wl'll as the quantity of maple 
sirup produced. Prior to 1H;)9, figures were obtained regarding 

·'the number of maple trees tapped. The number of buckets hung 

is not fully comparable with the number of trees tapped sinc~e 
the number of buckl'ts hung genl'rally ex<>eeds the nmnb~>r of tree~ 
tapped from l!.i to 80 percent. 

Land in Fruit Orchards, Groves, Vineyards, Planted Nut Trees, 
and Co:tree Plantations.-The total acres of land in planted or­
ehards, groves, nut trees, vineyards, and c~offee we1·e obtained 
for all States. In California and Hawaii, the a<>reage was ob­
tained for individnnl fruit and nut crops, vineyards, ami coffee 
erops. 

In 1H!.i9, as in 1954, the acreage of land in farms and the num­
ber of trees or vinl's, quantity harvested, etc., for fruit trees, nut 
tt·ees, grapevines, and coffee trees were not obtained for farms 
having a combined total of less than 20 trees and vines at the 
time of enumeration. Both bearing and nonbearing trees and 
vines were to be included. Prior to 1954, data were obtained 
fot• each farm with any fruit or nut trees or grapevines on the 
fnrm. In Hl!.iO, the area in fruit orchards, groves, vineyards, and 
planted nut trees was obtained only if one-half acre or more 
was reported. Because of the changed procedure, the data for 
1!)59 and 19M are not fully comparable with earlier census figures. 
In l'ommercial fruit-produc·ing eounties, the change in procedure 
may hnve had a definite effect on the number of farms re­
porting without a significant change in the quantity harvested 
or in the number of trees and vines. In counties where most of 
the trees or vines are in Rlllall plantings and where production iR 
largely for home use, the result may have been a significant 
redu<"tion not only in the number of farms reporting, but also 
in the number of trees and vines and in the quantity harvested. 
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