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Individual County Reports

Eight-page reports have been issued for each county and
State.

Volume |. Area Reports

A separate report has been published for each State,
American Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico, Trust Territory, and
the Virgin lIslands. The report consists of two sections,
Section 1 contains State summary data, county summary of
sefected data, and miscellaneous items by counties; Section 2
contains the detailed county reports.

Volume |1, General Report
Statistics by subject are presented in separate chapters with
totals for the United States, regions, geographic divisions, and
States. The nine chapters are being issued as individual
reports as foliows:

Chapter 1 General Information, Procedures for Collection,

Processing, Classification

Chapter 2 Farms: Number, Use of Land, Size of Farm

Chapter 3 Farm Management, Farm Operators

Chapter 4 Equipment, Labor, Expenditures, Chemicals

Chapter 5 Livestock, Poultry, Livestock and Poultry Prod-
ucts

Chapter 6 Crops, Nursery and Greenhouse Products,
Forest Products

Chapter 7 Value of Products, Economic Class, Contracts
Chapter 8 Type of Farm
Chapter 9 Irrigation and Drainage on Farms

Volume L1, Agricultural Services
This new report contains data relating to agricultural services
for the United States by State and county.

Volume V. Irrigation

Data will be included on drainage basins, land irrigated, crop
production on irrigated land, water conveyed, users, and
types of organizations.

Volume V. Special Reports
Reports may contain data obtained from supplemental
surveys, such as type of farm, horticulture, and farm finance;
in addition to information obtained in the census.

Parts 1 to 9. Type-of-Farm Operations.—One for each of

nine major type-of-farm classifications.

Part 10. Horticultural Specialties.

Part 11. Farm Finance.

Part 12. Ranking Agricultural Counties.

Part 13, Forms and Procedures.

Part 14. Procedural History.

Part 15, Graphic Summary.

Part 16. Evaluation of Coverage.

Volume V1. Drainage of Agricultural Lands

This report will include agricultural drainage statistics collec-
ted from individual farms and from publicly organized
drainage projects.
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Introduction

GENERAL INFORMATION
Purpose of Census Coverage Checks

The Bureau of the Census attempts to measure the accuracy of
its statistics for all major censuses. The coverage check
evaluation program is a major source for indications of data
completeness and accuracy in the census of agriculture. The
primary purposes of the coverage check for censuses of
agriculture are—

1. To provide users of the census data with estimates of the
completeness of the census farm counts and of a limited
number of items.

2. To identify factors associated with census errors, in-
cluding an evaluation of the characteristics of the farms
missed in the census, in order to improve coverage in the
future censuses.

Previous Coverage Checks and Evaluation Programs

A coverage check has been conducted for each census of
agriculture since 1945. The basic procedures have been the same
for past coverage checks, but techniques have been refined and
sample design improved with each census.

The basic procedures have been—

1. Selection of an area probability segment sample and
canvass of all farms associated with each segment to
establish a measurement base or standard.

2. Match of all farms in the base sample, case by case, to the
census reports and lists to establish the relationship of the
census to the base sample units.

3. Followup to check and clarify differences and establish
"true’’ values.

4. Processing, tabulation analysis, and publication of results.

The use of an enumerated area sample as a measurement
standard was justified on the basis of the higher quality results
obtained thru more intensive enumeration and processing of the
sample farms than is possible in a nationwide census.

Starting in 1950, the results of the coverage checks have been
widely available to users of the agriculture census data.

Publication has been primarily in the regular census of agricul-
ture volumes. Preliminary results of the coverage checks have
been made available to the Department of Agriculture as
quickly as possible for use in revising the current estimates on
number of farms, land in farms, cropland, livestock numbers,
and major crops.

In addition to the usual evaluation of census coverage, special
evaluation studies have been completed during each census
period. These studies include such subjects as accuracy of
reporting, coverage of specific commodities or areas, and the
effects of various processing operations.

Objectives of the 1969 Coverage Check

The basic purposes of the coverage check for the 1969 Census
of Agriculture have been the same as for previous censuses.
However, since the 1969 census was the first to be enumerated
by mail, some specific objectives were altered, and others were
added in order to determine the effectiveness of the new
procedures.

The 1969 coverage check was planned to accomplish the
following objectives:

1. To measure the completeness of the census mailing list
and the farm count, and the effectiveness of the census
processing procedures in identifying farms.

2. To provide estimates for selected items, indicating the
characteristics of farms not included in the census,

3. To evaluate the consistency of reporting acres of fand in
farms by operators included in the census.

4. To evaluate the quality of the various administrative lists
used to construct the census mailing list and provide
information for improving coverage in future censuses.
Special emphasis was placed upon evaluation of the
contribution of the different list sources to the number of
census farms, the evaluation of the accuracy of the source
size indicators and the extent of the duplication between
sources.

5. To make estimates of coverage for the larger States, in
addition to the regional and national level of estimates
provided in prior coverage checks.



Types of Measurement Error

The error in a statistic is the difference between the statistic and
its “‘true”” value. True values are usually hypothetical; therefore,
in practice we use target values or estimates of “‘true’’ value
obtained by improved measurement methods.

It is useful to consider the measurement errors in a census
conceptually in two components — response variance and bias.
To do this, it is necessary to assume that the census is a
repeatable process of measurement; i.e., that independent
census enumerations could be carried out with some conditions,
such as the form of the questionnaire and written instructions,
held constant but with other conditions, such as the particular
persons selected as enumerators and the time of day a particular
farm operator is interviewed, subject to random fluctuations!

For national statistics especially those self-enumerated, the error
due to response variance is probably insignificant in comparison
to the bias. The response variance arises from factors which tend
to average out through compensating errors when large numbers
of enumerators and/or respondents are involved, whereas the
bias, although it may differ considerably for different areas or
different censuses, is essentially independent of the size of the
population. For smaller areas, such as counties and townships,
however, response variance may be a significant source of error.

The above definitions are appropriate for census items for which
data are collected from all farms. |If some items are collected on
a sample basis, sampling variability must also be considered
along with the other components of error.

THE 1969 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE
Background

The following brief description is presented to provide back-
ground for the coverage check. A more detailed description is
presented in 1969 Census of Agriculture, volume H, chapter 1.

The 1969 Census of Agriculture was the first mailout-mailback
self-enumerated national census of agriculture. All prior cen-
suses were taken by personal interview in a complete canvass of
rural areas. The first of these was taken in 1840 as part of the
Sixth Decennial Census. They were taken every 10 years
thereafter as part of the decennial censuses until 1920. In 1909,
Congress provided for a national census of agriculture to be
taken every b years. However, the census was not taken in 1915
because of abnormal conditions created by Worid War . The
census was taken in 1920 and every 5 years thereafter.

The feasibility of a mail enumerated census was tested prior to
the census in a study involving a match of the 1964 coverage
sample farms to Internal Revenue Service (IRS) records for the
same period.? That study indicated that on a national basis

! In practice, of course, independent repetitions of a census cannot be
realized; however, the model can reasonably approximate actual census
conditions,

2 Detailed results are published in U.S. Census of Agricuiture 1964,
Volume 1ll: Special Reports, Part 7: Evaluation Surveys, Chapter 1:
Coverage Check, Washington, D.C., Government Printing Office.

about 96 percent of farms with total value of products (TVP) of
$2500 or greater would be included on a mailing list composed
of names and addresses from |RS alone. Nationally the
indications were that the IRS list would include about 70
percent of the farms with TVP less than $2500; for the South
the indicated inclusion rate for farms with TVP less than $2500
was about 62 percent.

The Mailing List

The initial step in conducting the 1969 census was the
construction of a mailing list of names and addresses of persons
and organizations associated with agriculture. The primary
record source for the mailing list was the IRS Form 1040 F file
of farm operators and persons with farm income for tax year
1968. Other supplemental files used were the Form 1040 C file
of farm businesses, the Form 1065 farm partnership file, the
Form 1120 S small farm corporation file, the Form 943 farm
employers file, the Agriculture Stabilization and Conservation
Service (ASCS, USDA) file in the Northeastern, Southern, and
specified North Central States, and an updated large farm list
from the previous census. All of the lists contained names of
persons associated with agriculture but not all units on the
mailing list represented census farms.

The lists were merged and unduplicated on the basis of social
security and/or employer identification (El) number. The total
potential census mailing list which resulted had about 5,000,000
names and addresses. The names which had size indicators for
under $2,500 value of agricultural production were sampled at a
rate of 1 in 2 for the census. These smaller units were mailed an
abbreviated report form (Form 69-A2). All other units were
sent the more detailed standard report form (Form 69-A1).

Data Collection

The major part of the census name and address file (about 3.7
million names) was mailed in late December, 1969. Supple-
mental lists primarily from ASCS, containing about 132,000
names were mailed in May 1970. In addition, about 309,000
report forms were mailed in July 1970 to units filing 1040 F
returns for tax year 1969, but not for the tax year 1968.

It was known that the mailing list contained duplicates and
names of persons who were not farm operators {(out of scope).
Screening questions on the 69-A2 report form were designed to
eliminate most of the out-of-scope cases early in the processing.

In order to eliminate duplication which remained after
unduplication on identification number, persons receiving more
than one report form for the same operation were requested to
complete one of them and to return the others marked
“Duplicate.”’

There were five followup mailings after the original December
mailing. The first was a reminder card mailed on January 10,
1970, to all units receiving the standard form (69-A1). All
nonrespondents (69-A1 and 69-A2) as of February 13 were sent
a followup letter on February 25. The third followup was
mailed April 8 to nonrespondents and included a letter and
report form. The fourth and fifth followups were mailed on
May 13 and June 9, respectively, with a report form and letter



being sent in the final mail followup. The cumulative percent
returns for the initial mailing at each followup date were as
follows: February 25: 61 percent; April 8: 74 percent; May 13:
81 percent; and June 9: 85 percent. The supplemental list units
which were added after the initial mailout received only one
mail followup and had a much lower rate of return (between 40
and 50 percent).

At the time of the fourth followup (about May 13) an intensive
telephone and personal interview program was begun for all
nonrespondents having indicator codes for $50,000 or more
total value of agricultural products (TVP). The proportion of
nonrespondents remaining after the last mail followup was
examined at the county level to identify counties with
unacceptable response rates. As a result, 371 counties in 29
States were selected for additional followup by personal
interview,

The nonrespondents in these counties all had size indicator
codes for TVP of under $50,000, since the intensive telephone
followup program begun in May had accounted for those with
larger indicators. About 86,000 reports were completed in the
field followup.

Treatment of Nonrespondents

By mid-September, no response had been received for about 13
percent of the total report forms mailed out. The large majority
of nonrespondents included farms with TVP under $50,000 and
farms from the supplemental mailings. A regional sample of
these nonrespondents, stratified by size class was followed up
intensively, using mail and telephone procedures. Based upon
the sample, it was estimated that almost half of the names were
out of scope of the census or had received more than one report
form (duplicate) and had sent only one back. The estimates of
in-scope farms in the census nonrespondent group were used in
a procedure which replicated reported data for similar sized
respondents within the same county to represent the non-
respondent farms. In the final census data tabulations the total
number of farms replicated was 8.7 percent of the published
census farm count. Since these farms were generally smaller
than average, they accounted for an estimated 4.5 percent of
the total value of agricultural products sold.

Processing the Data

All report forms received from census respondents were
clerically reviewed prior to keying the data. For most farms this
operation involved a brief review, primarily to place the data in
a keyable format. Reports for large operations were reviewed in
detail by the professional staff.

After the data keying, all data were subjected to a detailed
computer edit operation which supplied missing data, corrected
inconsistent data and made farm classifications needed for data
tabulation. Exceptionally large values and major inconsistencies
were printed out for technical review.

Data correction runs were made on the computer and another
review was made to insure the corrections had been properly
carried. The data were then tabulated and again reviewed prior
to publication.

SURVEY DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

Standard Used for Measuring Coverage

The base or standard used for measuring coverage in the 1969
Census of Agriculture was the area sample of farms meeting the
census definition from the 1969 June Enumerative Survey. The
June Enumerative Survey was conducted by the Statistical
Reporting Service, USDA. The use of the June Survey data was
based upon a cooperative agreement between the Statistical
Reporting Service (SRS) and the Bureau of the Census. The
type of survey information to be provided and the conditions
for use of the information were specified in the agreement. The

~ agreement illustrates the recent progress being made by govern-

ment agencies in reducing respondent burden through coopera-
tive studies as well as in reducing costs by consideration of
appropriate alternatives.

The June Enumerative Survey Sample of Farms

The June Enumerative Survey sample was a stratified area
sample of farms in the 48 conterminous States. It used a
modified closed segment approach in associating farms, land,
crops, and livestock with the sample segments. The stratification
was geographical, based upon the intensity of agriculture.3 The
sample consisted of about 17,000 area segments which included
about 23,000 farm operators living in the segments. The average
size of segment ranged from about 300 acres in areas where
most of the land was under cultivation to about 4,000 acres in
the range or grazing areas. The June Survey collected agriculture
data for the whole farm if the operator lived in the area segment
and only for land in the segment plus livestock data for the
whole farm if the operator lived outside the segment. informa-
tion for the June Survey was collected in personal interviews by
enumerators employed by SRS.

The base used for the 1969 coverage check was the sample of
approximately 23,000 farm operators living inside the segment,
for whom whole farm data were available, together with a
subsample of 1500 of the 30,000 respondents located in the
sample segments but classified as nonfarm in the June Enumera-
tive Survey. The June Survey information obtained for the
23,000 segment residence operators included name and address,
name of farm or ranch, county of location, telephone number,
total acres in place, acres by tenure, and class interval based
upon total value of June Survey 1968 sales. Only name and
address and county of location were obtained from SRS for the
nonfarm part of the sample.

In the coverage check processing, small operations in the June
Survey were reviewed to determine if they qualified as farms
under the census operational definition. Those not qualifying
were excluded from the measurement base.® In addition, June
Enumerative Survey nonfarm places were reviewed to deter-

3For a more complete description of the sample design and related
information, see Trelogan, H.C. and Houseman, E.D., "Progress Toward
Optimizing Agricultural Area Sampling,’’ Paper presented at 36th session
of the International Statistical Institute, Sydney, Australia, 1967.

4 Although the Census Bureau and USDA have the same general
definition of a farm, some differences occur due to the information
available and the operational methods of defining a farm. In general, the
USDA criteria produce larger farm counts.



mine if they qualified as Census farms. If they qualified, they
were added to the base.

The June Survey provided a source for the coverage check
which was operationally independent of the census and the
sources used to construct the census mailing list. The sample
size was larger than for past coverage checks. It provided the
capability for greater refiability, greater geographic detail than
was previously possible, and at a considerable savings in cost.

Coverage Check Processing Procedures

The principal processing operations (see exhibit A) for the
coverage check were—

1. Receipt of June Survey data from the Department of
Agriculture and transcription to control-match records.

2, A first match (Stage 1) on name and address of June
Enumerative Survey sample cases to the entire census
name and address microfilm file and preliminary classifi-
cation as match, nonmatch, or possible match.

3. Mailing of report forms (69-A90) and followup for all
nonmatch and possible match cases. The purpose of the
mailing was to obtain additional information which would
possibly permit a better determination of match status.

4. Second match (Stage 2) of cases in item 3, above, to the
census file using the additional information collected.

5. Match to census report forms and technical review for
assignment of coverage classification codes to distinguish
association with the census.

6. Transcription to keying document and keying.
7. Consistency edit by computer and edit review.
8. Corrections and correction runs.

9. Tabulation of data.

The matching was primarily a clerical operation based upon
name and address. Detailed specifications and procedures were
provided to clerks in making the determinations between match
and possible match situations. In general, when a positive match
was found no further search continued. This could contribute to
an underestimate of mailing list duplication. The census file was
on microfiim and contained about 5.7 million names and
addresses. The microfilm file consisted of the following six
major parts:

1. Original file: Contained about 3.6 million records from
the ASCS files and the following IRS files: 943, 1065,
1120S, 1040F, 1040C. These are names and addresses to
which census report forms were mailed in December
1969.

2. 1968 Adds” file: Contained about 72,000 records
consisting of all ASCS outside the South having El
numbers and/or government payment codes indicating

$25,000 and over and some late RS 1040F and 1040C
filers. These were also mailed in late December 1969.

3. "“ASCS Adds’": Contained about 122,000 ASCS records
from New England and Middle Atlantic States and Ohio
and Michigan which had not been mailed in December.
These were added because of an indication of low
coverage in those areas. A list of approximately 10,000
specialized farm operator names from various specialized
sources was included in this mailing. These were mailed,
for census purposes, in May 1970.

4, 1969 Births'': Contained names of IRS 1040F and
1040C, 943, 1065 and 1120S filers who reported farm
operations in IRS processing year 1970, but who, after
partial unduplication, did not appear to have been
included in earlier mailouts. These yielded about 309,000

names and were mailed, for census purposes, in July
1970.

5. Small farms not included in the census 50 percent sample:
This file contained about 900,000 names and addresses
having size indicators of under $2,500, which were not
selected in the 50-percent sample of small farms.

6. Names and addresses on ASCS lists not included in
mailing list: There were about 700,000 names and
addresses on the ASCS files not used for the mailing list in
the Western and North Central States. Matches against
this file were made to measure possible improvement in
coverage which use of the entire ASCS file might afford.

For the purpose of facilitating the match, each of the above six
parts was sorted by State, county, ZIP code, and name control
(first four letters of last name).

The Stage 1 matching operation was complicated by the lack of
precision in assignment of county of location of the agricultural
operation in the administrative records used in compiling the
census mailing list. County was assigned to the census record
from the ASCS source file if it appeared on that file. Otherwise,
it was assigned to the ““most probable’” county based on the ZIP
code of the post office named in the address.

This meant that a given agricultural operation might be shown
in one county in the June Enumeration Survey, but its county
as shown on the mailing list could have been different. A
reference file to aid the matching operation was compiled on
the computer. It listed each ZIP code in the major census file
and each county in which the ZIP code appeared. (See exhibit
B.)

The Stage 1 matching operation was completed in June 1970,
and a specially designed report form (Form 69-A90) was mailed
to all nonmatch and possible match cases in July 1970. (See
exhibit C). The 69-A90’s were not mailed to matching census
nonrespondents, since final nonrespondents could not be
identified at that time. The report form contained basic
questions on land, land ownership, farm production, and farm
operator characteristics. To provide additional information for
matching to the census file, questions were asked regarding
county of location of all land, changes in acres operated in
1969, alternate mail addresses, Social Security and/or El
number, type of business organization, and names and addresses
of other persons associated with the operation. Report forms



were mailed to about 4,200 nonmatched and 3,000 possible
match cases. Three followup mailings were performed with
about 80-percent mail response. Nonrespondents to the third
mail followup were enumerated by personal interview. To
reduce costs of the field followup, those farms with size
indicators of under $2,500 total value of products sold were
subsampled. Personal interview followups were conducted for
all farms with $2,500 and over total value of products sold.

The Stage 2 matching operation was a second attempt to locate
coverage check sample farms in the census files. Supplemental
information on the 69-A90 report form was used for this
additional search. At this stage, about 4,200 of the 7,200
preliminary nonmatch and possible match cases were found to
be included on the census lists. After the Stage 2 match, census
report forms were puiled and copies prepared for all matched
cases. These materials were assembled and reviewed for acreage
comparability and coverage classification in relation to the
census.

There were 32 coverage classification codes used to identify
coverage check cases within the 3 major groupings: Included,
overcounted, or missed in the census. Each of the three major
groupings had subclasses which related to the similarity of acres,
the part of the sample, or the part of the census involved. (See
exhibit D.) Differences in acres of reporting unit were resolved
primarily by telephone followup. If the respondents did not
have telephones, necessary information was obtained with
assistance from the county agricultural offices. The review of
very small operations to determine qualification as a farm under
the census definition, and the additional search for large farms
classified as missed in the census were also completed during the
technical review. (See exhibit A.)

Transcription of coverage check data to a keyable format and
keying were completed in December 1971. In early 1972, the
program for the computer consistency edit was completed. The
purpose of the computer edit was to identify technical review
and keying errors. Edit correction tcok place in mid-1972.
Preliminary estimates were published in August 1972.° Correc-
tions and correction runs followed and were completed in
October 1972. Census data records for matched coverage check
units were then merged with the coverage data to form a single
coverage data file. The tabulation of coverage check data was
the final processing step.

Estimation Procedure
The coverage check provides estimates of three components of
coverage in relation to the census. These are estimates of farms
and acres —

1. Included in the census.

2. Overcounted in the census.

3. Missed in the census.

SPreliminary results were published in a paper titled ‘’Measuring
Completeness of Coverage in the 1969 Census of Agriculture,” in 1972
Proceedings of the Business and Economic Sections, American Statistical
Association, August 1972,

The estimates are based upon the June Survey headquarters
sample of farms and nonfarm places (farm operator or nonfarm
persons living inside segment) reclassified on the basis of census
farm definition. The estimates of coverage take the general
form:
E=Y-Y, + Y
where

E’ = Estimate of total farms as determined in the

coverage check.

Y = Estimate of all farms included in the census.
Y;)= Estimate of farms overcounted in the census.

Y'm= Estimate of farms missed in the census.

The estimates of the proportion of farms included in the census
are in the form:

Percent included = (Y/E’) x 100

The estimates of the proportion of net missed farms are in the
form:

Percent net missed = Y;n ) Yé) x 100

Er

The estimate for total farms (E’) is essentially the original June
Survey direct expansion estimate minus places not qualifying as
census farms plus June Survey nonfarm places reclassified as
census farms.

The estimates for census acres and farms are based upon data
from the final edited census data file used for data tabulation
and reflect all processing and computer edit changes. The
coverage checks in previous censuses used census acres as
reported by respondents which were not necessarily the final
figures used for tabulating the census.

Two estimation problems arose in preparing the coverage check
estimates. One problem was the estimate of coverage for the
census nonrespondent population. The procedure (previously
described on page 3, Treatment of Nonrespondents) of
replicating data from similar sized respondents to represent
nonrespondents was used in the census. The census replication
rate of in-scope farms at the U.S. level was about 35 percent of
all nonrespondents. Of the coverage check units matched to
census nonrespondents, about 80 percent were in-scope farms,
based upon the June Survey characteristics. This difference can
be explained in part by the fact that the census mailing list was
composed of names and addresses associated with farm opera-
tions or suspected of being farm operators, wherein the June
Enumerative Survey lists were primarily of persons who were
already determined to be farm operators by June Enumerative
Survey enumerators. In fact, it would have been expected that
practically all June Survey cases matched to the census files
were farms. Since the nonrespondent populations were greatly
different, the Census replication rates could not be related
directly to the sample estimates of nonrespondents. The
estimates presented for number of farms in tables 1 and 7
include matches to all nonrespondents as included and over
counted in the census; however, the estimates do not directly
reflect the effect of census replication. Use of this method
assumes that census nonrespondents (if they had reported)
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would correspond directly to the June Survey classification of
farm or nonfarm and to the value of sales class indicated by the
June Survey value code. The coverage estimates for acres in
table 4 and number of farms by value of sales class, type, tenure,
etc. in tables 2, 3, and 8 do not include adjustments for the
nonrespondent matches. Nonrespondents are also excluded
from the sampling reliability estimates in tables 10 and 11.

The adjustment procedure used in tables 1 and 7 was needed to
distribute the nonrespondents by value of sales class since
census records could not be related to the nonrespondent
matched units. Inclusion of the nonrespondents provides more
complete estimates of the entire census universe of farms. The
procedure involved a separate tabulation of nonrespondent
matches by the June Survey value code, which reflected the
1968 value of products sold. The distribution of the units by
value code were related to sales class and corresponding
adjustments were made for the nonrespondent match units in
each State, division, and region. It is believed that this
procedure does not introduce any large degree of bias in the
estimates.

The second estimation problem involved the coverage check
farms which matched small farms not included in the 50-percent
census sample. Since the nonsample places did not receive a
census report, no measure of the effect of mailing, processing,
and respondent reaction was available. Therefore, matches to
nonsample cases were not used and coverage check estimates
include only the matched sample of the small farms which
received census reports. This part of the sample is weighted to
represent the small farm portion of the population.

COVERAGE CHECK RESULTS
Estimates of Census Coverage

Estimates of census coverage of farms are presented in tables 1,
2, and 3 for the United States and census regions, and in tables

7 and 8 for specified States. Estimates of census coverage of
land in farms and the sampling error of these estimates are
presented in table 4 by census region and division. The major
characteristics of farms missed in the census are presented in
tables 5 and 6 for the United States and census regions, and in
table 9 for specified States. Estimates of sampling error are
presented in tables 10 and 11.

The estimates in tables 1 and 7 are from the entire coverage
sample and include adjustments for matches to census non-
respondents. The data presented in all tables other than 1 and 7
do not include the part of the coverage sample matched to
nonrespondents and represent only those coverage units directly
matched to census reports. In general, the estimates excluding
nonrespondents indicate a lower level of census coverage, since
all units matched to nonrespondents were assumed to be
included in the census by virtue of the census replication
procedure. The total group matched to nonrespondents is
approximately 11 percent of the estimate of all farms included
in the census. (See page 5, Estimation Procedure.)

Estimates of the components of coverage are presented in table
1 thru 4 and tables 7 and 8. The components of coverage are
groups of farms included, overcounted, and missed in relation to
the census. The overcounted farms are a part of the farms
included in the census.

The coverage check estimates for number of farms by value of
sale class are presented in table 1 and by value of sales class and
type of farm in table 2 for the United States and census
divisions. Estimates of farms $2,500 and over and under $2,500
value of sales are presented in tables 8 and 9 for specified States
or State groups. The value of sales class is based upon 1969
census data for units included and overcounted in the census
and 69-A90 data for units missed in the census. The 69-A90
value of sales class is assumed to be the same as would have been
obtained if the operation had been included in the census.

The estimates in table A below and in table 1 indicate that 85
percent of all farms in the conterminous United States were

Table A. Estimates of Census Coverage and Sampling Error of Number of Farms by Value of Sales Group: United States

Estimated total farms, number .............. ... i.aain. 1,000. .

Included in census:

Numberoffarms ........ ..ot iiiiinrans. 1,000. .

Percent of estimated total ...................... percent. .
Overcounted in census:

Number of farms ....... ittt 1,000. .

Percent of estimated total ...................... percent. .
Missed in census:

Numberof farms .........cocviieririniinenennns 1,000. .

Percent of estimated total ...................... percent. .

Total value of products sold

All farms $2,500 and over Under $2,500
Standard Standard Standard
error error error
Number of estimate Number of estimate Number  of estimate
2,708 31 1,586 20 1,122 23
2,301 34 1,534 25 768 19
85.0 - 96.7 - 68.4 -
70 5 5 3 19 4
2.6 - 32 - 1.7 -
477 13 103 6 374 12
17.6 - 6.5 - 33.3 -

Note: Data may not add to totals due to rounding. Coverage estimates include adjustments for nonrespondents; sampling error estimates do not include

nonrespondents.
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included in the census. Completeness of the census in the North
Central States was somewhat greater (90.5 percent) than in
other regions. The United States total underenumeration is
represented by a missed farm rate of 17.6 percent and an
overcount rate of 2.6 percent for a net missed rate of 15.0
percent. The estimated net missed rate for all farms was 11.3
percent in the 1964 census and 8.4 percent in 1959¢. The
missed farm rate for all farms with total value of products sold
(TVP) $2,500 and over was 6.5 percent and overcount rate was
3.2 percent for a net missed rate of 3.3 percent. For farms with
TVP of under $2,600, the missed farm rate was 33.3 percent
and the overcount rate was 1.7 percent, for a net missed rate of
31.6 percent.

The net missed rate has been considerably greater for farms with
TVP under $2,500 than for the larger farms in all censuses for
which coverage checks have been conducted. In earlier censuses
the larger miss rate for small farms was explained in part by the
difficulties experienced by enumerators in locating and identi-
fying the smaller units. This was reflected in the larger miss rates
for nonresident operators, operators living in urban enumeration
districts, and operators with small acreages. In the 1969 census,
the larger miss rate for small farms is accounted for largely by
the composition of the mailing list. To the extent that small
farm operators had no reason to file farm returns with IRS, did
not participate in government programs administered by ASCS,
or were not included on other lists they had no chance of
appearing on the mailing list, and were, therefore, not included
in the census.

The estimated number of units identified as overcounted in the
census was about 70,000, or about 2.6 percent of the estimated
total. Of these, about 15,000 were nonfarm places which were
counted as farms in the census. About 16,000 were duplicated
census reports for a single farm, and about 22,000 were
represented by multiple census reports for parts of a single farm.

Multiple reports for parts of a farm arose in such instances as
partners reporting separate parts of a farm, and husband and
wife reporting different parts of the same place. The remaining
17,000 were represented by multiple census nonrespondents or
a census report plus a nonrespondent. The only characteristics
available for farms ““overcounted’’ in the census were number of
farms and acres in place. For that reason, it was not possible to
make estimates of net undercoverage in the census for charac-
teristics other than those two. In general, larger farms were
more likely to be overcounted in the census. One reason for this
is that they were more likely to appear on more than one source
list with a different identification number on each list.

Characteristics of Missed Farms

This section and tables 5, 6, and 9 refer only to farms which
should have been included in the census but were not. These are
farms described as “‘missed in the census’’ on page 4, Coverage
Check Processing Procedures. The missed farm data does not
represent net error in the census because detailed data for the
overcounted farms could not be derived in the coverage check

¢ For more detailed description see reference in footnote 2.

and reporting error on correctly counted farms was not
measured. Although the missed farms probably represent the
larger proportion of the total census error, the data presented
do not represent net error.

The estimated total number of farms identified as missed in the
census was about 477,000 (with sampling error of 2.7 percent)
or 17.6 percent of the estimated total number of farms. The
average size of the missed farms was 118 acres with an average
of 21 acres of cropland harvested. The missed farms had an
estimated total value of agricultural products sold of $1.5
billion or about $3,150 per missed farm. About 78 percent of
the missed farms had value of products sold of under $2,500.
Most of the missed farms were operated by full owners (76
percent), with 12 percent being operated by part owners, and
12 percent operated by tenants.

It appears that a larger proportion of the livestock-type farms
were missed in the census compared to crop-type farms. This
could be attributed to the gain in coverage from use of the
ASCS lists which are crop oriented or to a number of other
factors.

Farms missed in the census were classified into three subgroups:

1. Coverage check farms not located on the census mailing
list.

2. Coverage check farms on ASCS lists not included in the
census mailing list. These were confined to specific States
primarily in the North Centra! and Western regions.

3. Coverage check farms on the census mailing list which
were classified as nonfarm in the census processing due to
incomplete reporting or processing error.

About 76 percent of the total farms missed in the census were
not located on the mailing list (group 1) and 24 percent were on
the mailing list but were incomplete or misclassified in
processing (group 3). in 20 North Central and Western States
where ASCS names were not used in generating the mailing list,
61 percent of the farms missed were not on the mailing list or
ASCS list, 16 percent were on the ASCS list only, and 23
percent were misclassified in processing.

According to the 1969 Census of Agriculture, 37 percent of the
2,730,250 farms enumerated in the census were farms with total
value of products sold under $2,500. These small farms had
about 2 percent of the total $45.6 billion total value of
products sold for all census farms. The coverage check estimates
show that more than three-fourths (78 percent) of the missed
farms were in that class. Thus, the census coverage of farm
production without considering the effect of over and under
reporting of TVP in the census is estimated to be at least 97
percent for total value of products sold. This compares with the
net 85-percent coverage for total number of farms. Table B
shows estimates of census coverage for farms and TVP by value
of sales class. It should be noted that a direct estimate for TVP
was not made and the data in the table are indications using the
procedure described in the footnote.



Table B. Comparison of Census Coverage of Farms and Value
of Products by Value of Sales Class: United States

{Includes adjustments for nonrespondents)

Net percent of coverage

Total value
Number of of products!
of farms {TVP)
Allfarms ...................... 85.0 96.6
Class 1-5:
Sales of $2,500andover............. 96.7 97.1
Class 6 - 8:—
Sales of under $2,500............... 68.4 73.5

! Estimates are based upon census TVP class group averages applied
to coverage estimates of number of farms included in the census plus
sample estimates of TVP for missed farms. They do not reflect possible
over and under reporting of TVP for farms included in the census, nor
the contributions of errors in processing.

Other Results

As stated on page 1, Objective of the 1969 Coverage Check,
one of the objectives was to evaluate the quality and

characteristics of sources for the census mailing list. Two studies
have been completed. One analyzes the sources from the point
of view of the number of farms each of them contributed to the
census; the other analyzes the sources from the point of view of
the relationship of the measure of size provided by the source to
the total value of products (TVP) reported in the census. The
study reported on here is the analysis of the contribution of
farms to the census by source.

Table C shows estimates for the United States by mailing list
source or source combination and whether a report for the
coverage farm included in the census was matched to one
address or more included in the census mailing list.

The stub of the table gives the mailing list sources and source
combinations for farms included in the census. It is apparent
that no one source was adequate for determining the mailing
list. The largest contributor of names and addresses of farms
included in the census were sources available from the internal
Revenue Service. These accounted for about 89 percent of the
farms. However, some of the sources providing relatively small
numbers of farms accounted for a high proportion of the total
value of products. Lines showing Precanvass (PC) Only and MID
Only account for the majority of these.

Due to the fact that several different sources were used in
accumulation of the mailing list and to the ambiguousness of
some of the identifying information, on occasion more than one

Table C. Coverage Check Farms Included in the Census by Mail List Sources: United States

Total farms included in census

Number

Allfarms ... . i i 2,243,066
Precanvass (PClonly ...................... 1,246
MIDonkly! .. e 58,668
1040FandConly ... et 402,393
ASCSonly ..oveeei s AU 245,232
PCandMID ..., 7,021
PC.and1040FandC.................ets 266
PC.andASCS ... .ot 251
MiDand1040FandC .................... 60,637
MIiDandASCS ... ... 35,198
1040Fand C,and ASCS . .................. 1,137,780
PC.,MIDand 1080FandC ................ 4,284
P.C.,MIDandASCS ...........ciiiinn. 5,759
P.C.,1040Fand C,and ASCS............... 1,549
MID,1040Fand Cand ASCS . .............. 279,599
3,183

Al SOUTCES & v o ee e eeeeieeeenenneenenennen

Included in the census
Matched to one census record Matched to two or more
census records
Percent Percent Percent
of all of all of all
farms Number farms Number farms
100.0 1,872,667 100.0 370,399 100.0
A 1,061 A 185 -
2.6 54,067 29 4,601 1.2
17.9 388,750 20.7 13,643 3.7
10.9 231,964 12.4 13,268 3.6
3 5,566 3 1,455 4
— 105 - 161 -
- 196 - 55 -
2.7 19,971 1.1 40,666 11.0
1.6 10,727 K] 24,471 6.6
50.7 1,061,469 b6.6 76,311 20.6
2 2,284 A 2,000 5
3 3,470 2 2,289 6
A 1,541 A 8 -
12.5 91,316 49 188,283 50.8
1 180 - 3,003 8

Note: The total farms included in the census is in slight disagreement with other tables due to computer programming differences. includes adjust-

ments for nonrespondents.

! The MID list was a combination Aof units from the 1065, 1120S and 943 file.



report form was mailed to some respondents who should have
completed only one form. Instructions were given to each such
respondent to complete only one of the forms and return the
other one blank. In some cases this instruction was not
followed. The last two columns of the table give estimates by
mailing list source of the number of times a census farm
appeared on the mailing list after unduplication. To the extent
that a farm submitted more than one report and was not
discovered in processing, the result could have been a
duplication in the data file. Duplication is discussed in Estimates
of Census Coverage.

In the matching operation, farms in the coverage check sample
were matched against all names on the mailing list. The second
through the fifth columns give the results of the match.

Accuracy of the Estimates

Estimates of sampling variability, expressed as standard errors
are presented in tables 4, 10, and 11. The chances are about two
out of three that the difference between an estimate based on
the coverage check sample and the figure that would have been
obtained by applying the coverage check procedures to all farms
would be less than the sampling error shown. The chances are
about 95 out of 100 that this difference would be less than 2
times the sampling error.

All estimates of sampling variability exclude matches to census
nonrespondents. The standard error for the coverage check
estimates of total number of farms expressed as percent of
estimated total, ranges between 4.8 percent and 14.5 percent at
the State level; 2.2 percent and 6.6 percent at the census
division level; and is 1.3 percent at the United States level. The
standard error for estimates of acres range from 4.0 percent to
13.5 percent for division level data, and is 3.8 percent for the
United States. Sampling errors were not computed directly for
the “included in census’” component; however, they are
approximately equal to the sampling error of the estimated
total. The estimates of sampling error for the overcounted farms
are based upon a very small number of observations and are not
considered reliable. Coverage estimates are presented for census
division or State groups where individual State estimates are not
considered reliable.

There are several aspects of the coverage check procedures and
sample design which make it probable that the estimates of net
error are somewhat larger than the actual undercount. First, the
difficulty of carrying out searching and matching procedures
was great, and some of the census farms corresponding to
coverage check farms may not have been located.

- The search for coverage check farms was usually limited to the
five digit ZIP code area within the specified county, with the
search for missed farms expanded to cover adjacent counties
and ZIP code areas. An intensive study of missed farms in
Washington and Oregon using the complete IRS files as an
added information source indicated about 5 percent of the
farms classified as missed were in fact included in the census
(See Special Census Evaluation).

Second, once a census farm corresponding to a coverage check
farm was located, there was no systematic attempt to search the

census files further for duplicate report forms, so that some
cases of duplication in the census may have been overlooked.
Duplicate cases which were found were normally adjacent in the
file and in the same ZIP code area. To make a thorough search
would have been costly in terms of both time and money, as it
would have been necessary in all matched cases, to make
additional checks in adjacent ZIP code areas and counties.

The quantitative estimates from the coverage check sample are
low in relation to data from other sources. Examples are the
coverage check estimates of 2.7 million total farms compared to
the USDA official estimates of 2,994,000 farms and the
coverage estimate of 2.3 million farms included in the census
compared to 2.7 million farms counted in the census. The
primary reasons for this low level of the guantitative estimates
appear to be factors involving the sample design of the June
Survey and the difference between enumeration dates for the
census and the June Enumerator Survey.

The measurement base used for the coverage check was the June
Survey area sample of farm operators living inside the segment
boundaries. Although the June Survey contains some urban
segments, there are indications that the part of the sample used
for the coverage check may underrepresent farms operated by
persons not living on the farms they operate. A special
tabulation of farms in the coverage sample by residence was
made for all States and compared to census counts. The census
data indicated about 19 percent of the farm operators did not
live on their farms. The data for coverage check farm operators
included in the census indicated about 9 percent did not live on
their farms. The proportion of nonresident operators for
coverage check farms missed in the census was about the same
as for those included.

The enumeration for the June Survey took place in the latter
part of June 1969, while the census data were collected during
the first few months in 1970. The difference in reporting date
caused some matching difficulties when farms were sold,
operators moved to different farms, or operators died. In
general, farms “dropped out’” of the base sample as a result of
these situations and there was no practical method available to
add “new farms’ into the base sample. The number of farms
affected by the difference in dates has not been determined
from the coverage sample; however, a previous study made in
connection with the 1965 Sample Survey of Agriculture
indicated about 5 percent of the farms had changes of
ownership or operators during a 1-year period.

The net result of the nonresident and enumeration date
problems is that a portion of the farms in the universe had an
inadequate chance for inclusion in the base sample which
resulted in an incomplete measurement of the census.

SPECIAL CENSUS EVALUATION
Special Studies

Several special studies were conducted in connection with the
1969 Coverage Check. Among these were studies of the
accuracy of reporting of livestock inventories; underreporting of
soybean and hay crops in the census; and evaluation of the
accuracy of the administrative list size indicators compared to
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the size reported in the census. The results of these studies will
be used primarily for planning future censuses.

An additional study was the administrative record study of
missed farms in Washington and Oregon. The Internal Revenue
Service (IRS) record check study was initiated in an attempt to
determine possible reasons for the large decrease in the number
of farms reported between the 1964 and 1969 censuses in
Washington and Oregon (see table D). Although other
administrative source lists were used, only the IRS file was used
in this study since it was the source of the majority (about 78
percent) of the 1969 census mail list names in the United States.

Table D. Number of 1969 and 1964 Census Farms by Total
Value of Products Sold Group: Washington and Oregon

Washington Oregon
1969 1964 1969 1964
All farms:
Number..................... 34,033 45,574129,063 39,757
Percent change 1964 t0 1969 .... -253 -1 -26.9 -
Total value of products sold:
Under $2,500:
Number................... 12,245 22,643|12,060 21,772
Percent change 1964 to 1969 .. -45.9 —| —44.6 -
$2,500 and over:
Number................... 21,788 22,931(17,003 17,985
Percent change 1964 to 1969 .. 5.0 -1 -55 -

The basis for the study was the “missed farm’’ group from the
1969 Census Coverage Check sample. There were originally 189
unweighted missed farms (106 in Washington and 83 in Oregon)
out of the total 895 farms in the coverage check sample in the
two States. Missed farms are places which were classified as
agricultural in the coverage check which were not included on
the census mailing lists or were classified as out of scope in the
census processing. Estimates of census coverage for the two
States are presented in table 7.

General

The 189 missed sample farms were matched against |RS files at
the Western Service Center in Ogden, Utah to obtain Document
Locater Number {DLN) and the indication of the type of form
filed. All work was performed under the Census-1RS agreement
which insures that the strict confidentiality requirements of
both agencies are observed. No data relating to an individual tax
filer or census respondent are made available except in the form
of statistical totals. The totals are reviewed prior to release to
insure that there is no disclosure.

Copies of the IRS files were then reviewed for all farms with
individual business or farm returns along with coverage check
materials in an effort to determine the reason for exclusion
from the census mail lists.

10

Results

The distribution of the original 189 missed farms in relation to
the IRS files is presented in table E. About 76 percent of the
missed farms were not included on lists obtained from IRS
because the persons filing gave no identified indication of
agriculture activities, about 8 percent of the missed farms were
not on the census mailing list but should have been, and about
11 percent were excluded from the census because of response
or processing error. The remaining 5 percent classified as missed,
represent inadequacies in the coverage check matching
procedure or incompleteness of information used for matching.

Table E. Coverage-Check Missed Farms by Match Status and
Relationship to IRS Files: Washington and Oregon

Number Percent

Not on census mailing list—Not justified ........... 15 7.9
Filed farm return (schedule 1040F) ............ 8
Filed business return (schedule 1040 C) with
some farmactivity ... 5
Information not received fromiRS ............. 2
Not on census mailing list—Justified. .............. 144 76.2
Filed business return {nonfarm schedule C) ....... 10
Filed individual return (schedule 1040) .......... 92
Not located on IRS file in 1968 or 1969 ......... 42
On census mailing but matched to census out of
SCOPE «vevevnnnnreranrerosassnsnsssseesnans 20 10.6
On census mailing list but located after |RS search. ... 10 5.3
Total o et ittt e 189 100.0

Almost half {92) of the 189 farms filed only individual returns
{form 1040). Two farms in this group had a total value of
products (TVP) sold over $2,500 as indicated by coverage check
material. One of these farms had timber sales as the primary
source of farm income and the other had cattle income. Seven
other small farms (under $2,500) in this group had some entry
relating to agriculture income (see table F).

Table F. Coverage-Check Missed Farms Filing Individual Re-
turns in 1968 and/or 1969, by State and Value of Products:
Washington and Oregon

- Washington: Oregon:
Total value of | Total value of
products of— | products of—
$2,500 $2,500
Under and| Under and
Total| $2,500 over} $2,500  over
IRS individual return with at
least one agriculture item .... 10 3 1 5 1
RS individual return no
agriculture . ............... 82 48 - 34 -
Total oo oeeniene e 92 51 1 39 1




Twenty-five of the 150 sample farms not on the mailing list
filed a business or farm return (1040 C or F) in 1968 and 1969.
The characteristics of these cases in relation to the IRS files are
presented in table G.

Only 8 {4.2 percent of all missed farms) of the 26 farms in this
group filed a Schedule “F”. These are cases which ordinarily
shouid have been included in the mailing list, but were not. Six
of the eight had indications as being late returns, correspond-
ence or audit cases which may be the reason for exclusion from
the census mail fists. Five of the 256 farms with business or farm
returns filed Schedule “C” with some agriculture related
activity. Three of these five agricultural related activities may
have been considered nonfarm according to SIC criteria.

Conclusion

The decrease in the published census count of farms between
1964 and 1969 in Washington and Oregon appeared to have had
a significant component due to undercoverage in 1969 and a
smaller part due to response and processing error in addition to
the actual decline in number of farms. Most of the missed farms
(86 percent) in Washington and Oregon had value of products of
under $2,500. The farms are very small, marginal operations
(usually livestock and hay) and most of the products are
probably for home use. Off-farm wages or retirement income
were often reported. Apparently, there was little farm income

or expenditures which qualified for reporting to IRS. There is
no indication that a major part of the intended IRS file was
excluded from the census mailing list. Use of ASCS list would
improve coverage somewhat; however, it is doubtful that the use
of administrative records currently available to us will have
much effect in improving census coverage of small farms (TVP
< $2,500).

Table G. Coverage-Check Missed Farms With IRS Business
and/or Farm Returns in 1968 and/or 1969 State and Total
Value of Products: Washington and Oregon

Washington: Oregon:

Total value of [Total value of

products of— | products of—
$2,500 $2,500

Under and | Under and
Total{ $2,500 over |$2,500  over

Filed Form 1040 “F” ........ 8 - 3 2 3
Filed Form 1040 “C” with some
agriculture related activity ... 5 2 1 2 -
Filed 1040 “C” nonfarm...... 10 6 - 4 -
IRS form not received . .. ..... 2 1 - 1 -
Total . ...ovvieii 25 9 4 9 3

1






1969 Census of Agriculture Evaluation of Coverage 13
United States and Regions

Table 1. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Sales Class

(Includes adjustments for nonrespondents)

Included in census Overcounted in census. Missed in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total
United States
AlL faTMS. + o v + « ¢ v = o« ¢ ¢ « o o » o « o+ 2,707,805 2,301,428 85.0 70,193 2.6 476,670 17.86
Clags 1-5—Sales of $2 500 and over . . . . . 1,585,713 1,533,743 96.7 50,725 3,2 102,695 6.5
Class 1—Sales o $40 000 and over . . . . 229,162 231,728 101.1 8,881 3,9 6,315 2.8
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . 302,758 303,948 100.4 11,460 3.8 10,270 3.4
Cless 3~-Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . 360,594 356,604 98.9 11,960 3.3 15,950 4.4
Clase 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . 339,609 321,118 94.6 9,481 2,8 27,972 8.2
Class 5—Sales of $2 500 to $4 999 . . . . 353,590 320,345 90.6 8,943 2.5 42,188 11.9
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . 1,122,192 767,685 68.4 19,468 1.7 373,975 33.3
Class 6. « o « v v 4 b e 0 v e e 229,318 158,730 69.2 2,587 1.1 73,175 31.9
Class 7—Part time . . . . . . . . . . . . 601,303 416,323 69.2 13,236 2.2 198,216 33.0
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . 291,571 192,632 66.1 3,645 1.3 102,584 35.2
The Northeast
ALL LOXTS, = = o o o o o o o o o o s o 0 o o o 177,765 145,368 81.8 6,746 3.8 39,143 22.0
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . 94,223 90,222 95.8 3,197 3.4 7,198 7.6
Class 1—>Sales of $40,000 and over . . . . 19,645 18,740 95.4 942 4.8 1,847 9.4
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . 26,152 26,040 99.6 789 3.0 901 3.4
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . 21,733 20,705 95.3 1,003 4.6 2,031 9.3
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $2,9%9 . . . . 13,180 12,343 93.6 144 1.1 981 7.4
Class 5—Sales of $2 500 to 84,999 . . . . 13,513 12,394 91.7 319 2.4 1,438 10.6
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . 83,542 55,146 66.0 3,549 4.2 31,945 38.2
Class 6. v v o o v o o o 0 o i v a e e 10,253 7,030 68.6 110 1,1 3,333 32.5
Class 7—Part time . . . . . . . « . . . . 52,069 33,285 63.9 2,448 4.7 21,232 40.8
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . 21,220 14,831 69.9 991 4.7 7,380 34.8
The North Central
AlL FAIMS. + « « o o « « ¢ o o e o v o o o o« . 13,143,192 | 1,034,984 90.5 26,426 2.3 134,634 11.8
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . 826,715 804,704 97.3 22,053 2.7 44,064 5.3
Class l—~Sales of $40 G00 and over . . . . 111,338 113,122 101.6 3,634 3.3 1,850 1.7
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . 181,378 181,840 100.3 6,305 3.5 5,843 3.2
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . 218,503 216,121 98.9 4,977 2.3 7,359 3.4
Class 4—Sales of $5, 300 to $9, 999 . . . . 172,213 161,819 94.0 3,209 1.9 13,603 7.9
Class 5—Sales of $2 500 to $4,999 . . . . 143,283 131,802 92.0 3,928 2.7 15,409 10.7
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . 316,477 230,280 72.8 4,373 1.4 90,570 28.6
Class 6. v v o v v w e e e e e e e e 46,096 35,348 76.7 - - 10,748 23.3
Class 7—Part time . . . . . . . .. ... 188,398 140,928 74.8 4,373 2.3 51,843 27.5
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . 81,983 54,004 65.9 - - 27,979 34.1
The South
ALL fBYMS. « = « v« o + v o = o v & o =+« . . 1,131,662 909,396 80.4 30,485 2.7 252,751 22.3
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . 493,649 475,085 96.2 19,409 3.9 37,973 7.7
Class 1—Sales of $40 000 and over . . . . 59,965 61,153 102.0 2,795 4.7 1,607 2.7
Class 2—Sales of $20 000 to $39,999 . . . 62,568 62,812 100.4 2,740 4.4 2,496 4.0
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . 84,309 84,369 100.1 4,410 5.2 4,350 5.2
Class 4—Sales of $5, 400 to $9,999 . . . . 122,916 118,619 96.5 5,540 4.5 9,837 8.0
Class 5—Sales of $2 500 to $4,999 ... . 163,891 148,132 90.4 3,924 2.4 19,683 12.0
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . 638,013 434,311 68.1 11,076 1.7 214,778 33.7
ClASS 6. o o o v o s s o v o n 2« a . . . 162,076 111,005 68.5 2,477 1.5 53,548 33.0
Class 7—Part time . . . . « . . . ... . 303,384 209,799 69.2 6,363 2.1 99,948 32.9
Class 8—Part retivement . . . . . . .. . 1,172,553 113,507 65.8 2,236 1.3 61,282 35.5
The West®
ALY £BITS. = = « « « o + 4 o o o o o s o « + . . 255,286 211,680 82.9 6,536 2.6 50,142 19.6
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . 171,126 163,732 95.7 6,066 3.5 13,460 7.9
Class 1—=Sales of $40 000 and over e . 38,214 38,713 101.3 1,510 4.0 1,011 2.6
Class 2—Sales of $20 000 to $39, 999 . . . 32,660 33,256 101.8 1,626 5.0 1,030 3.2
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . 36,049 35,409 98.2 1,570 4.4 2,210 6.1
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . 31,300 28,337 90.5 588 1.9 3,651 11.3
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to $4,999 . . . . 32,903 28,017 85.2 772 2.3 5,658 17.2
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . 84,160 47,948 57.0 470 0.6 36,682 43.6
Class 6. . D e e e e e e e e 10,893 5,347 49.1 - - 5,546 50.9
P 57,452 32,311 56,2 s2 0.1 25,193 43.9
Clags 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . .. 15,815 10,290 65.1 418 2.6 5,943 37.6

Note: Includes an estimated 1,261 abrormal farms. Figures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.
See tables 10 and 11. Date is also subject to nonsampling errors which result in differences in census farm counts and coverage
check estimated farm counts. See text, Accuracy of Estimates.

Does not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.
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Evaluation of Coverage

Table 2. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Sales Class and Type of Farm

(Excludes adjustments for nonrespondents)

United States

All farms. . « . . .

Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . .
of $¢~O 000 and over . . .

Class 1—Sales
Class 2—Sales

Class 3—Sales
Class 4—Sales
Class 5-Sales

of $20 000 to $39,999

of $10,000 to $19,999
of $5,000 to $9,999 .
of $2,500 to $4,999 .

Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . .

Class 6. . . e e e e e e e e
Cless7Partt1me.........
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
by type of farm, total. . . . . . . . . .

Cash-grain. . . .
Tobacco . . . . .
Cotton. . . .

Other field- crop.

Vegetable . . . .
Fruit and nut . .
Poultry . . . . .
Dairy . « « « . .

Livestock other than poultry and

dairy; livestock
General . « . . .
Miscellaneous . .

ranches . . . . . .

The Northeast

All farms. . . . . .

Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . .

Class 1—Sales
Class 2—Sales

Class 3—Sales
Class 4—Sales
Class 5—Sales

Class 6-8—Sales of under $2 500.

Class 6. . .

of $40 000 and over

of $20 000 to $39, 999

of $10,000 to $19,999
of $5,000 to $9,999 .
of $2,500 to $4,999 .

Class 7—PFart t‘.ime PP
Class 8—Part retirement . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
by type of farm, total. . . . . . . . . .

Cash-grain. . .

Tobacco . . . . .
Cotton. . . . .
Other field- crop.

Vegetable . . . .
Fruit and nut . .
Poultry . . « . .
Dairy . . . . . .

Livestock other than poultry and

dairy; livestock
Ceneral . . . . .
Miscellaneous . .

ranches . . . « « + «

The North Central

All farms. . - . . .

Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . .

Class 1—Sales
Clags 2—S8ales

Class 3—Sales
Class 4—Sales
Class 5—=Sales

Class 6-8—Sales of ynder $2,500.

Class 6. . . .

of $40 000 and over .
of $20 000 to $39,999

of $10,000 to $19,999 .

of $5,000 to $9,999 .
of $2,500 to $4,999 .

C]ass’i—-Per‘tt:me.........
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
by type of farm, total. . . . . . . « . .

Cash-grain. . . .
Tobacco . + « + «
Cotton. « . .

Other fleld- crop.

Vegetable . . . .
Fruit and nut . .
Poultry . . . . .«
Dairy . . . . . .

Livestock other than poultry and

dairy; livestock
General . . . . .
Miccellaneocus . .

Note:

check estimated farm counts.

ranches . . . . . . .

Includes an estimated 1,261 abnormal
See tables 10 and 11.

Data is also subject to

Included in census

Overcounted in census

Missed in census

Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimted Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total

. 2,462,322 | 2,039,550 82.8 53,898 2.2 476,670 19.4
. 1,435,593 1,371,626 95.5 38,728 2.7 102, 685 7.2
. 211,234 210,605 99.7 5,686 2.7 6,315 3.0
276,516 274,433 99.3 8,187 3.0 10,270 3.7
. 324,530 317,705 97.9 9,125 2.8 15,950 4.9
. 303,047 283,087 93.4 8,012 2.6 27,972 8.2
. 320,266 285,796 89.3 7,718 2.5 42,188 13.2
. 1,026,729 667,924 65.1 15,170 1.5 373,975 36.4
. 210,736 139,594 66.3 2,033 1.0 73,175 34.7
. 548,319 360,565 65.8 10,462 1.9 198,216 36.1
. 267,674 167,765 62.7 2,675 1.0 102,584 38.3
1,435,593 | 1,371,626 95.5 38,728 2.7 102,695 7.2
. 290,731 287,462 98.9 10,745 3.7 14,014 4.8
79,520 73,185 92.0 2,713 3.4 9,048 11.4
. 27,612 27,612 100.0 1,088 3.9 1,088 3.9
22,142 21,842 98.7 742 3.4 1,042 4.7
. 18,244 17,170 94.1 209 1.1 1,283 7.0
. 35,313 33,481 94.8 959 2.7 2,791 7.9
49,586 47,542 95.9 332 0.7 2,376 4.8
. 235,728 226,678 96.2 5,542 2.4 14,592 6.2
. 537,507 502,292 93.4 13,001 2.4 48,216 9.0
. 115,740 113,919 98.4 3,054 2.6 4,875 4.2
. 23,470 20,443 87.1 343 1.5 3,370 14.4
. 154,900 120,193 77.6 4,436 2.9 39,143 25.3
. 82,772 77,725 93.9 2,151 2.6 7,198 8.7
. 18,421 17,405 94.5 831 4.5 1,847 10.0
. 23,168 22,678 97.9 411 1.8 901 3.9
. 18,344 16,883 92.0 570 3.1 2,031 11,1
. 11,001 10,164 92.4 144 1.3 981 8.9
. 11,838 10,595 89.5 195 1.6 1,438 12.1
. 72,128 42,468 58.9 2,285 3.2 31,945 44.3
. 8,676 5,414 62.4 71 0.8 3,333 38.4
. 45,288 25,632 56.6 1,576 3.5 21,232 46.9
. 18,164 11,422 62.9 638 3.5 7,380 40.6
. 82,772 77,725 93.9 2,151 2.6 7,198 8.7
. 2,734 2,485 90.9 - - 249 9.1
. 1,837 1,832 99.7 76 4.1 81 4.4
. 1,893 1,956 103.3 99 5.2 36 1.9
- 3,445 3,202 92.9 - - 243 7.1
. 6,350 6,047 95.2 61 1.0 364 5.8
. 48,478 46,495 96.2 1,555 3.2 3,538 7.0
. 9,485 8,604 90.7 124 1.3 1,005 10.6
. 4,802 4,837 100.7 53 1.1 18 0.4
. 3,748 2,267 60.5 183 4.9 1,664 44.4
1,033,990 919,559 88.9 20,203 1.9 134,634 13.0
754,573 726,898 96.3 16,389 2.2 44,064 5.8
103,595 103,833 100,2 2,088 2.0 1,850 1.8
. 167,826 166,642 99.3 4,659 2.8 5,843 3.5
. 197,911 194,312 98.2 3,760 2.0 7,359 3.8
. 155,708 144, 508 92.8 2,403 1.5 13,603 8.7
. 129,533 117,603 90.8 3,479 2.7 15,409 11.9
. 279,417 192,661 69.0 3,814 1.4 90,570 32.4
. 40,321 29,573 73.3 - - 10,748 26.7
165,935 117,906 71.1 3,814 2.3 51,843 31.z
. 73,161 45,182 61.8 - - 27,979 38.2
. 754,573 726,898 96.3 16,389 2.2 44,064 5.8
. 217,480 215,611 99.2 8,018 3.7 9,887 4.5
. 2,074 2,074 100.0 - - - -
. 546 1,092 200.0 546 100.0 - -
. 2,387 2,830 106.0 143 6.0 - -
. 4,205 3,554 84.5 - - 651 15.5
. 4,990 4,990 100.0 - b - -
. 8,988 8,674 96.5 - - KhEY 3.5
. 141,471 134,983 95.4 2,002 1.4 8,480 6.0
. 316,756 299,392 94,5 4,953 1.6 22,317 7.1
47,278 46,680 98.7 727 1.5 1,325 2.8
8,398 7,318 87.1 - - 1,080 12.9

farms. Figures are estimates besed on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.

nonsampling errors which result in differences in census farm counts and coverage

See text, Accuracy of the Dstimates.

1969 Census of Agriculture
United States and Regions



1969 Census of Agriculture
United States and Regions

The South

All farms. . . . . .

Clese 1-5—Salee of $2,500 and over . .
,000 and over .
of $20,000 to $39,999

Class 1—Sales
Clags 2—Sales

Class 3—Sales
Class 4—Sales
Clags 5-—Sales

of

of $10,000 to $19,999
of $5,000 to $9, 9%
of $2 500 to $l. 999

Clage 6-8—Sales of under $2,500

Class 6. . . .

Claaa'l—Partt:Lme.....:

Class 8—Part retirement . .

Farms with sales of $2,500
by type of farm, total. .

Cash-grain. . . .
Tobacco + « « « .
Cotton. » « « » »
Other field-crop.

Vegetable . . . .
Fruit end mut . .
Poultry . . . .
Dairy . - . . .

and

over

Livestock other than poultry and
dairy; livestock ranches . . . .

General . . . . .
Miscellaneous . .

All farms. . . . . .

The West !

Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over .
Class 1—Sales of $40,000 and over
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39, 999

e e

Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to

,999
;999

Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . .
Class 6. o o ¢ o o o o s o o« &
Class 7—Part time . . .
Class 8—Part retirement

Farms with sales of $2,500
by type of farm, total. .

Cash-grain. . . .
Tobaceo « « « « o
Cotton. . . . . .
Other field-crop.

Vegetable . . .
Fruit and nut .
Poultry . . . .
Dairy . « « « o«

-

.

and

over

Livestock other than poultry and

dairy; livestock ranches . . .

General . . . . .

Miscellaneous . « « « « « «

N

Evaluation of Coverage

Table 2. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Sales Class

and Type of Farm—Continued

(Excludes adjustments for nonrespondents)

Included in census

Overcounted in census

Migsed in census

Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent, of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total

. 1,041,377 813,142 78.0 24,516 2.3 252,751 24.3
. 444,298 422,069 95.0 15,744 3.5 37,973 8.5
. 54,292 54,425 100.2 1,740 3.2 1,607 3.0
. 56,209 55,570 98.9 1,857 3.3 2,496 4.4
75,881 75,245 99.2 3,714 4.9 4,350 5.7

. 108,745 103,928 95.8 5,020 4.6 8,837 9.0
. 149,171 132,901 89.1 3,413 2.3 19,683 13.2
. 597,079 391,073 65.5 8,772 1.5 214,778 36.0
. 151,540 99,954 66.0 1,962 1.3 53,548 35.3
. 283,821 188,912 66.6 5,039 1.8 99,948 35.2
. 161,718 102,207 63.2 1,771 1.1 61,282 37.9
. 444,298 422,069 95.0 15,744 3.5 37,973 8.5
. 47,446 46,634 98.3 1,901 4.0 2,713 5.7
. 77,446 71,111 91.8 2,713 3.5 9,048 11.7
. 24,848 24,315 97.9 475 1.9 1,008 4.0
. 11,867 11,822 99.6 523 4.4 568 4.8
. 7,192 6,881 95.6 110 1.5 421 5.9
. 4,651 4,109 88.3 220 4.7 762 16.3
. 31,964 30,575 95.6 271 0.8 1,660 5.2
. 32,602 32,372 99.2 1,547 4.7 1,777 5.5
151,896 141,057 92.9 6,513 4.3 17,352 11.4
46,852 46,060 98.3 1,471 3.1 2,263 4.8

. 7,534 7,133 94.7 - - 401 5.3
. 232,055 186,656 80.4 4,743 2.0 50,142 21.6
. 153,950 144,934 94,2 4,444 2.9 13,460 8.7
. 34,926 34,942 100.1 1,027 3.0 1,011 2.9
. 29,313 29,543 100.8 1,260 4.3 1,030 3.5
. 32,394 31,285 96.5 1,081 3.3 2,210 .8
. 27,593 24,487 88.7 445 1.6 3,551 12.9
. 29,724 24,697 83.1 631 2.1 5,658 19.0
. 78,105 41,722 53.4 299 0.4 36,682 47.0
« 10,199 4,653 45.6 - - 5,546 54.4
. 53,275 28,115 52.8 33 0.1 25,193 47.3
. 14,631 8,954 81.2 266 1.8 5,943 40.6
. 153,950 144,934 94.1 4,444 2.9 13,460 8.8
. 23,071 22,732 98.5 826 3.6 1,165 5.1
2,218 2,205 99.4 67 3.0 80 3.6

. 6,051 5,658 93.5 - - 393 6.5
. 4,954 4,779 96.5 - - 175 3.5
. 22,227 21,180 85.3 739 3.3 1,786 8.0
N 2,284 2,246 98.3 - - 38 1.7
. 13,177 12,828 97.3 438 3.3 787 6.0
. 59,370 53,239 89.7 1,411 2.4 7,542 12.7
. 16,808 16,342 97.2 803 4.8 1,269 7.6
. 3,790 3,725 98.3 180 4.2 t 225 5.9

Note: Includes an estimates 1,261 abnormel farms. Figures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.

See tables 10 and 11.

check estimated farm counts.

Data is also subject to nonsampling errors which result in differences in census farm counts and coverage

1poes not include date for Alaska and Hawaii.

See text, Accuracy of the Estimates.
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Evaluation of Coverage

Tabie 3. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Tenure and Size; Age and Residence of Operator

United

All farms. . . . . . . .

Farms by tenure:
Mll ovmer. . . . . .
Part owner. . . . . .
Tenant., « « « . . . .

Farms by
Under
10 to
50 to

size:

10 aecres.
49 acres.
99 acres.

100 to 219 acres.
220 to 499 acres.

500 acres and over.

Farms by age of operator:

Under 25
25 to 34

years.
years.

35 to

45 to
55 to

65 years

44 years.

54 years.
64 years.

Not reported. .

and over

Farms by residence of operator:

Lives on place. . . .
Lives off place , . .

Not reported. . o

The Northeast

All farms. . . . . .

Farms by tenure:
Full owner. . .
Part owner. .
Tenant. . . . .

Farms by size:
Under 10 acres.
10 to 49 acres.
50 tn 99 acres.

100 to 219 acres.
220 to 499 acres.

500 acres and over.

Farmz by age of operator:

Under 25 years.
25 to 34 years.
5 to 44 years. .

~

5 to 54 years. .
55 to 64 years.
65 years and over

A

Not reported.

Farms by resldence of operator:

Lives on place.

Lives off place . . .

Not reported. . . . . . . .

The North Central

ALl farms, « o o @ o 0 0 s .

Farms by tenure:

Full owner. . . . . . . ..
Part ovmer, . + . . . . 4 .
Tenant. . . . . . . . « .,

Farma by size:

Under 10 acres. . . . . . .
10 to A2 acres. . . . . . .
50 to 99 acres. . . . . . .
100 to 219 acrea., . . . . .
220 1o 499 acres. . . . .

500 acreg and over. . . . .

Farms by age of operator:
Under 25 yearo. . . . .
75 to 34 years. . . . . . .
35 to 44 yeara. . . . .

45 to 54 yeara

55 to G4 yearo. .+ . . . . .
65 yearg and over . . . . .
Not reported. + . « .+ .

Farma by reeidence of operator:
Lives on placc. +» « « + + &
Lives off pluce . . + 4 «
Not reported. + « « v ¢ « &

Note:
See tables 10 and 11,
check cotimted fnrm counto.

(Excludes adjustments for nonrespondents)

Includes nn eotimted 1,201 sbnormul
Dula 1la aloo oubject 1o
See text, Aceuracy of the Egtimates.

Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number  estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total

. 2,462,322 2,039,550 82.8 53,898 2.2 476,670 19.4
- 1,544,731 1,217,750 78.8 35,983 2.3 362,964 23.5
625,550 579,952 92.7 10,610 1.7 56,208 9.0

. 292,041 241,848 82.8 7,305 2.5 57,498 19.7
. 129,673 69,952 53.9 1,892 1.4 61,613 47.5
. 516,082 330,740 64.1 9,389 1.8 194,731 37.7
439,942 353,144 80.3 10,949 2.5 97,747 22,2
597,090 539,129 90.3 10,450 1.8 68,411 11.5

. 474,560 447,302 94.3 11,279 2.4 38,537 8.1
304,975 299,283 98,1 9,939 3.3 15,631 5.2
28,121 23,666 84.2 165 0.6 4,620 16.4

. 217,143 196,562 90.5 7,201 3.3 27,782 12.8
. 426,263 375,728 88.1 8,489 2.0 59,024 13.8
. 623,474 570,477 91.5 13,797 2.2 66,794 10.7
570,238 529,579 92.9 15,301 2.7 55,960 9.8
348,727 297,154 85.2 8,324 2.4 59,897 17.2

. 248,356 46,384 18.7 621 0.3 202,593 B8l.6
. 1,881,393 1,680,940 89.3 39,726 2.1 240,179 12.8
. 181,708 158,809 87.4 7,768 4.3 30,667 16.9
399,221 199, 801 50.0 6,404 1.6 205,824 51.6

. 154, 900 120,193 77.6 4,436 2.9 39,143 25.3
110,457 79,533 72.0 3,451 - 3.1 34,375 31.1

. 36,910 35,338 95.7 879 2.3 2,451 6.6
7,533 5,322 70.6 106 1.4 2,317 30.8

7,101 4,849 68.2 884 12.4 3,136 44.2

. 33,416 16,017 47.9 1,382 4.1 18,781 56.2
. 34,994 27,866 79.6 601 1.7 7,729 22.1
B 43,387 37,561 86.6 568 1.3 6,394 14.7
. 28,523 26,453 92.7 566 2.0 2,636 9.3
N 7,479 7,447 99.6 435 5.8 467 6.2
. 2,476 1,964 79.3 - - 512 20.7
11,728 10,187 86.9 398 3.4 1,939 16.5

. 30,419 26,398 86.7 1,839 6.0 5,860 19.3
. 38,906 30,519 78.4 401 1.0 8,788 22.6
35,219 30,183 85.7 704 2.0 5,740 16.3

. 23,160 18,790 81.1 1,094 4.7 5,464 23.6
12,992 2,152 16.6 - - 10, 840 83.4

. 128,509 105,244 81.9 2,721 2.1 25,986 20.2
7,046 6,315 89.6 1,153 16.4 1,884 26.8

. 19,345 8,634 44.6 562 2.9 11,273 58.3
. 1,033,990 919,559 88.9 20,203 1.9 134,634 13.0
. 591,654 501,710 84.8 12,341 2.1 102,285 17.3
. 301,428 290,773 96.4 4,362 1.4 15,017 5.0
. 140,908 127,076 90.2 3,500 2.5 17,332 12.3
32,603 16,4102 50.3 - - 16,201 49.7

. 132,957 87,482 85.8 1,276 1.0 46,751 35.2
. 163,239 133,436 87.1 5,756 3.8 25,559 16.7
. 285,900 267,557 93.6 3,231 1.1 21,574 7.5
. 277,014 261,844 94.5 4,977 1.8 20,147 7.3
. 152,277 152,838 100.4 1,963 3.3 4,402 2.9
. 13,835 12,045 87.1 - - 1,790 12,9
. 113,284 106,199 93.7 3,944 3.4 11,029 9.7
194,998 177,887 91.2 1,573 0.8 18,704 9.6

B 279,442 267,483 98.7 4,786 1.7 16,745 6.0
. 234,312 226,104 98.5 7,214 3.1 15,422 6.6
. 129,118 112,264 86.9 2,335 1.8 19,189 14,9
69,001 17,597 25.5 351 0.5 51,755 75.0
850,315 792,040 93.1 16,591 1.9 74, 866 8.8
58,185 53,472 91.9 2,321 4.0 7,034 12.1
125,490 74,047 59.0 1,291 1.0 52,734 42.0
forms. Figures are csilmales based on & sample and are subject to sampling errors.

Included in census

Overcounted in census

Missed in census

nonaampling errors which reoult in differences Ln census farm counts and coverage

1969 Census of Agriculture
United States and Regions



1969 Census of Agriculture Evaluation of Coverage
United States and Regions
Table 3. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Tenure and Size; Age and Residence ot Operator—Continued

{Excludes adjustments for nonrespondents )

Included in census Overcounted in census Missed in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farmg total of farms total of farms total
The South
.
AlL fBIMS, + v « + « = + o o & ¢ ¢ s = » « » » » 1,041,377 813,142 78.1 24,516 2.4 252,751 24.3
Farms by tenure:
Full OWNET. « o v + v ¢ o ¢ v & o o o « o = » 701,030 532,092 75.9 18,083 2.6 187,021 26.7
Part owner. . . . « « v o« v 0 0 e 00 e 222,524 193,119 86.8 3,740 1.7 33,145 14.9
Tenant. « . « « o o ¢ v« 0 o b 4 04 e e e . 117,823 87,931 74.6 2,693 2.3 32,585 27.7
Farms by size:
Under 10 @CYeB. + & & o o « o o s o o 0 4 o . 68,344 37,314 54.6 720 1.1 31,750 46.5
o tod9@cres. +» + v v v v v e 0w e e 281,385 181,683 64.6 6,202 2.2 105,904 37.6
50 to 99 8CTeB. . v 0 v e 4 4 s e 4 e e . e 228,180 171,640 75.2 4,144 1.8 60,684 26.6
100 to 219 BCYeS. + + v 4 v v v s s oe a4 e . 232,274 203,701 87.7 5,925 2.6 34,498 14.9
220 to 499 8CTe8. + . ¢ o 4 e e e e e 4. . 143,473 135,636 94.5 4,986 3.4 12,823 8.9
500 acres and OVer. . . .« . . . 4 4 . e o« o« on 87,721 83,168 94.8 2,539 2.9 7,092 8.1
Farms by age of operator:
Under 25 YEATS. + o o « o ¢ o + « o o o « = o 9,397 7,438 79,2 165 1.8 2,124 22.6
25 10 34 years. . .« 4 4 4 s 4 46 0 a 4. . 73,448 62,625 85.3 2,316 3.2 13,139 17.9
35 10 44 YEATS. « o = + o 0 4 s 4 e s e e . s 159,223 136,494 85.7 4,117 2.6 26,846 16.9
45 10 54 years. . . . . 4 v e e 4 s e e e 239,650 215,565 89.9 7,228 3.0 31,313 13.1
55 t0 G4 YearS. . « « v 4 4 e 4 e 0 w46 244,661 224,708 91.8 6,320 2.5 26,273 10.7
65 years and OVET « « & = + & o s =« & + u o o 167,080 141,926 84.9 4,126 2.4 29,280 17.5
Not reported. . . + « « v ¢ v ¢ v v o o v oW 147,918 24,386 16.5 244 0.2 123,776 83.7
Farms by residence of operator:
Livee on PlECE. « « « « o« o o 4 o+ 44 b 4. 723,083 627,907 86.8 16,647 2.3 111,823 15.5
Lives off Place .« « o v ¢« v o o o o o o + ¢ o 96,702 83,232 86.1 3,824 4.0 17,294 17.9
Not reported. » « v » <« ¢« ¢ v v o« 0 00 oy 221,592 102,003 46,0 4,045 1.8 123,634 55.8
The West?
ALL fAYMS. . & v v o & ¢ o 0 o 4 o b v s e e e 232,055 186,656 80.4 4,743 2.0 50,142 21.8
Farms by tenure: :
FUll OWNer. o v+ v « & o s « « o o o = = o o & 141,590 104,415 73.7 2,108 1.5 39,283 27.8
Part owner. . . . « + v 4 4 e e 4 e 0 s 0 a . 64,688 60,722 93.9 1,629 2.5 5,595 8.6
Tenant,. « v o 0 0 0 b e e e e e e e . 25,777 21,519 83.5 1,006 3.9 5,264 20.4
Farms by size:
Under 10 @CXYeE. v « + = o & = = 2 & & o o 4 & 21,625 11,387 52.6 288 1.3 10,526 48.7
M0 tod9 aereB. . . . . 4 o e e w e e e e 68,324 45,558 66.7 529 0.8 23,295 34.1
50 1o 99 Acres. .+ . v . 4 . e e e e e e 00 23,529 20,202 85.9 448 1.9 3,775 16.0
100 0 219 8CTEE. « « v 4 « v o 4 0 0 0 .o 35,529 30,310 85.3 726 2.0 5,945 16.7
220 10 499 BETES. + 4 4+ ¢ e s 4 e e a e . 25,550 23,369 91.4 750 2.9 2,931 11.5
500 acres and OVET. . « + « 4 + 4 4 4 e . . . 57,498 55,830 97.1 2,002 3.5 3,670 6.4
Farms by age of operator:
Under 25 YeaTS. « ¢ « » o o s o o o ¢« o o o - 2,413 2,219 92.0 - - 194 8.0
R5 30 34 years. + v v v o 4 v e 44 e e e . 18,683 17,551 93.9 543 2.9 1,675 9.0
351044 yeAYS. . . . v o 4 e e v a e e e . 41,623 34,969 84.0 960 2.3 7,614 18.3
45 %0 54 years. « 4 v 4 e 0 0 v 4 s s w s 65,476 56,910 86.9 1,382 2.1 9,948 15.2
55 10 64 YEATS. « o o ¢ 4 0 4 e 4 4 s w4 o4 56,046 48,584 86.7 1,063 1.9 8,525 15.2
65 years 8nd OVEY « « + o ¢ o o o 5 2 « &« » = 29,369 24,174 82.3 769 2.6 5,964 20.3
Not reported. « « + « ¢« ¢ v o ¢ v ¢ ¢« ¢ & o 18,445 2,249 12.2 26 0.1 16,222 87.9
Farms by residence of operator:
Lives on places &+ + v ¢ ¢ « s o 5 s o s o o 179,486 155,749 86.8 3,767 2.1 27,504 15.3
Lives off place « « « « v ¢ ¢ o v ¢ ¢ @ 4 o & 19,775 15,790 79.8 470 2.3 4,458 22.5
Not reporteds « & « « ¢« o 4 v v v v s 444 32,794 15,117 46.1 506 1.5 18,183 55.4
Note: Includes an estimated 1,261 abnormal farms. Figures are estimates based on a sumple and are subject to sampling errors.
See tables 10 and 11. Data is also subject to nonsampling errors which result in differences in census farm counts and coverage
cheok estimated farm counts. See text, Accuracy of the Estimates
1poes not include data for Alasks and Hawaii,
Table 4. Number of Acres for Estimated Total and Included in Census With Sampling Error
(Excludes adjustments for nonrespondents)
Included in census Sampling error
of included estimate
Estimated Percent of Percent of
total Numbe r estimated Number acres included
acres of acres total of acres in census
United States + « o « v ¢ ¢ 0 0 v o v e v e s s 863,374,256 784,980, 030 90.9 29,985,959 3.8
The Northeast. « o « o » &+ % o o o s v o o+ o« 25,206,807 22,048,527 87.5 1,133,840 5.1
The North Centrale. o« ¢« « « v v o o v v & o & & 331,351,202 313,811,480 94.7 9,729,534 3.1
- The SOUtN: & v v v ¢ ¢ o 0 ¢ & o o v 0 0 0w 252,855,291 215,627,552 85.3 9,844,972 4.6
The West s v v o o o o v 0 v v 2 v v v 0w 253,960,956 233,492,471 91.9 26,576,022 11.4
Geographic Divisions:
New England. v o v v v ¢ 0 o o s o 0 0 0 v ox 6,080,971 5,379,632 88.5 595,542 1.1
Middle Atlantic. « « v « o o . o000 0. 19,125,836 16,668,895 87.2 964,843 5.8
Bast North Central . . . . . . « ., . . . .. 89,559,943 83,334,711 93.0 3,344,825 4.0
West North Central . . . . . . . . . . . ... 241,791,259 230,476,769 95.3 9,136,519 4.0
South Atlantiec . . . . . .« . . .. L. 63,672,619 52,438,314 82.4 3,526,898 6.7
East South Central . . . . + .+ v ¢ ¢ ¢« o 4 . 52,147,762 44,730,042 85.8 2,768,448 6.2
West South Central . . . . . . v . v v o . 137,034, 910 118,459,196 86.4 8,764,711 7.4
Mountﬁi}'& I T R 207,911,445 194,346,689 93.5 26,288,906 13.5
PAcIfde™ & v v v v v h e e e e e e e e e 46,049,511 39,145,782 85.0 3,895,968 10.0

Note: Tigures are estimstes based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors. Data is also subject to nonsampling errors
which result in differences in census counts and coverage check estimeted counts. See text, Accurecy of the Estimates.
Does not include data for Aleska and Hawaii.



18 Evaluation of Coverage United States and Regions
1969 Census of Agriculture
Table 5. Characteristics of Farms Missed in the Census by Class

Cless 1-5— Class 1— Class 2— Class 3— Class 4— Class 5~ Class 6-8—
Farms with Farms with Farms with Farms with Ferms with Farms with Farms witn Class 8~
sales of sales of sales of sales of sales of sales of sales of Class 7= Part-
$2,500 $40,000 $20,000 $10,000 $5,000 $2,500 under Part-time retirement
All farms and over and over 1o $39,999 to $19,999 to $9,999 to $4,999 $2,500 Class 6 farms farms
United States
Number of missed (BIMS,.veevesvnssnonen 476,670 102,695 6,315 10,270 15,950 27,972 42,188 373,978 73,178 198,216 102,884

Land in farms...cceennens

. 56,360,304 33,334,205 5,223,353 6,119,252 7,173,778 6,189,832 8,628,080 23,026,009 5,888,007 9,776,619 7,391,383
118 324 61 80 72

Average size of farm.. . 827 595 449 221 204 49
Corn for grainicieveecsecesssasfarms.. 96,140 34,862 2,238 5,019 7,554 10,441 9,610 61,278 15,8556 32,392 13,231
. ) acres.. 2,349,694 1,930,695 531,123 431,527 345,888 384,988 237,169 418,999 146,410 186,421 86,168
Sorghums for grain..............fams.. 7,142 4,552 24 531 620 1,537 1,840 2,590 1,152 513 925
acres.. 370,895 348,406 2,760 62,886 62,940 115,251 104,569 22,489 6,793 12,360 3,336
WHeateesssvnsncnansssssossasnanelBIMSs 20,642 12,337 130 1,958 2,712 3,941 3,596 8,305 1,145 4,622 2,538
acres.. 879,981 794,829 16,628 223,371 260,422 178,749 115,659 85,152 9,282 55,155 20,715
Soybeans...... vevveesaafarms. . 33,412 17,500 1,582 3,868 2,832 6,178 3,040 15,912 2,873 8,634 4,405
acres.. 1,496,212 1,324,192 538,916 304,662 124,010 286,375 70,229 172,020 33,931 96,914 41,175
Hay.... tivessessaofarms.. 147,107 39,652 1,523 6,409 9,182 10,009 12,529 107,455 17,698 60,601 29,156
acres.. 2,795,235 1,467,901 109,893 356,334 378,950 295,577 327,147 1,327,334 263,160, 732,011 332,163
COtION v aserssassassrsseraseseaslBIMS,, 11,929 3,99 208 271 498 1,983 1,036 7,933 3,401 2,362 2,170
acres.. 308,240 255,227 116,460 35,380 26,017 61,473 15,897 53,013 26,725 16,558 9,730
TODBCCOM a s vansansnsrnsarnnsenss LammE, . 34,734 12,556 18 707 1,461 4,859 5,511 22,178 6,434 9,760 5,984
BCTEeBa. 71,456 55,395 684 6,240 11,515 22,244 14,710 16,057 4,215 7,942 3,898
Cattle And CALVES.seeessrrsveesLRTIS. . 297,753 65,426 2,676 8,095 11,717 16,108 26,830 232,327 48,417 123,853 60,057
number. . 5,819,584 3,588,947 531,645 663,238 820,818 657,845 915,401 2,230,837 570,273 1,067,144 593,220
Hogs 8nd PigS..eeecvesseveenes.afarma., 123,416 29,189 834 3,242 4,829 9,004 11,280 94,227 25,520 47,828 20,879
number.. 2,818,818 1,839,147 97,082 582,060 344,359 442,130 373,516 979,671 248,279 565,780 165,612
Hens and pulletS..cvesvenssres..faIMS.. 137,851 25,576 990 2,295 3,891 6,832 11,568 112,275 25,983 51,365 34,927
number.. 14,198,839 10,519,886 682,670 6,159,723 863,693 842,227 1,971,573 3,678,953 637,619 1,487,840 1,553,494
Total value of products sold....farms.. 453,419 102,695 6,315 10,270 15,950 27,972 42,188 350,724 69,939 183,041 97,744
dollars (1,000)'. 1,501,766 1,242,186 413,138 275,481 216,208 191,715 145,596 259,557 69,433 122,352 67,732
The Northeast
Number of missed [ArmS............ 39,143 7,198 1,847 901 2,031 981 1,438 31,945 3,333 21,232 7,380
Lend in farms.....civeveneannen seseenas 3,012,141 1,126,996 146,865 263,182 398,572 186,316 132,061 1,885,145 237,520 1,293,023 354,602
,012, »126, » » ; ’ » »885, » ) »
Average slze of farmescveinainaens .. 76 156 79 292 196 189 91 59 71 60 48
Corn for grain....cv.vevesecraeasfarms.. 8,051 1,565 18 124 701 188 534 6,486 238 4,496 1,054
[ LBy ’ ’ ’
ACYTES .. 69,921 40,965 180 16,843 14,569 2,007 7,366 28,956 4,129 19,701 5,128
Sorghums for grain..............farms.. 36 - - - - - - 36 - 18 18
acres.. 234 - - - - - - 234 - 90 144
Wheat... ceceseessfBIMS.. 2,516 1,039 - 106 512 105 316 1,477 264 1,090 123
acred. . 18,831 12,467 - 4,293 5,860 420 1,894 6,364 264 5,746 354
SOYDERNS . eenvuctesrarvesorsssesfATMS.. 48 - - - - - - 48 - 48 -
aCTeS. s 1,338 - - - - - - 1,338 - 1,338 -
HOYeesaersoaaroaneasncsaasveanssfaIrms.. 21,309 3,623 71 827 1,446 717 562 17,686 1,950 11,263 4,473
acres.. 391,435 165,839 7,100 59,745 67,260 21,615 10,119 225,596 17,798 145,042 62,756
COttONesreasersononanseanseccensfarms.. - - - - - - - - - - -
acres.. - - - - - - - - - - -
Tobacco.. seseasnneeassfarns.. 159 159 - - - - 159 - - - -
acres.. 344 344 - - - - 344 - - - -
Cattle and calVeSareeeceennann .ofarms.. 23,637 4,250 314 827 1,549 603 957 19,387 1,865 13,613 3,909
nuwmber. . 319,481 201,195 39,213 52,197 65,003 24,263 20,519 118,286 12,166 85,678 20,442
Hogs and PlgSe..uveciesreseaceessf8IMS o 6,078 740 18 - 502 202 18 5,338 336 3,890 1,112
number.. 50,097 6,777 450 - 1,183 3,344 1,800 43,320 1,104 36,2;6 ;,(;00
Hens and pullets.......ss.ecee. . farms.. 8,515 1,371 48 59 843 391 ao 7,144 656 4,321 ,167
rumber. . 1,432,375 1,115,804 495,930 5,900 580,014 33,270 690 316,571 23,670 149,662 143,249
Total value of products eold....farms.. 37,384 7,198 1,847 901 2,031 981 1,438 30,186 2,860 20,235 7,091
dollars (1,000)%. 185,297 166,229 104,229 22,585 28,154 6,620 4,635 19,066 2,119 12,222 4,719
The North Central
Number of mlssed fBIMS.vsrvarsorrnrsnsnse 134,634 44,064 1,850 5,843 7,359 13,603 15,409 90,570 10,748 61,843 27,979

Lend in farms . 17,875,095 12,636,088 1,842,890 2,507,736 2,521,544 3,334,825 2,429,093 5,239,007 1,093,028 2,593,822 1,552,157

Average size of f8rmee..ess 132 286 996 429 342 245 157 57 101 50 85
Corn for grain.......... ..farms.. 35,700 21,376 1,573 3,731 5,133 6,162 4,777 14,324 3,120 9,510 1,694
acres.. 1,728,313 1,582,086 503,444 347,347 257,805 202,830 180,659 146,228 88,066 77,802 10,360

Sorghums for grain....sscsess. . farms.. 4,288 3,296 - 502 315 809 1,670 992 542 450 -
BCTE8 . » 228,393 213,821 - 59,288 25,786 20,172 99,695 14,472 2,622 11,850 -
WheBt,.osearsaisnoeneroenrssnseofBIMS., 11,556 7,196 €4 1,473 1,183 2,439 2,037 4,360 673 2,069 1,718
acres.. 545,628 487,959 9,088 160,827 159,739 90,047 68,258 57,689 5,486 36,611 18,572

SOYDEANS . s saersanvenrns vereraeeofATTIB.. 20,669 12,446 1,427 3,347 2,345 3,757 1,870 8,223 724 5,081 2,438
acres.. 1,086,469 966,892 401,376 227,800 82,087 218,076 27,563 99,577 6,902 66,509 26,168

HBY e eneernranasenneennsennnsen faIMEL. 56,669 21,577 574 4,205 4,638 5,766 6,304 34,002 3,918 20,534 9,840
acres.. 1,212,179 746,852 48,880 214,420 147,622 147,698 188,334 465,327 73,901 273,489 117,937

CotLONesiuveraransnessan « LRTMG. . 364 182 - - - - 182 182 - - 182
acres.. 3,458 2,184 - - - - 2,184 1,274 - - 1,274

TODBCCO . veveevassssnsosrseacnenas{BIME.. 1,040 - - - - - - 1,040 520 268 262
acres.. 807 - - - - - - 907 260 516 131

Cattle 8nd cOlvet.eeeeerenres s fRIMB.. 78,913 29,059 574 5,388 5,430 8,824 8,848 47,864 7,029 27,852 12,973
number. . 1,836,134 1,432,765 89,724 380,083 328,119 391,891 232,948 503,369 115,972 262,663 124,834

HOZO ANA PLEB.cesesrserssnsvase LOIME., 32,345 14,905 510 2,426 2,719 3,738 5,512 17,440 3,461 12,048 1,933
number.. 1,586,471 1,281,375 88,460 476,140 263,208 226,800 226,767 305,096 47,721 228,984 28,391

Hene and pullets..ce.eecsevaeos fBIMB.. 37,768 10,743 825 1,245 1,884 3,095 3,804 27,038 4,814 12,620 9,801
number.. 2,973,856 1,476,917 178,000 408,673 219,714 380,751 269,779 1,496,739 114,738 586,326 785,678

Total value of producls sold....farms.. 129,250 44,084 1,880 8,843 7,358 13,603 16,409 85,186 10,748 47,879 26,759
dollers (1,000)". 620,546 548,813 142,232 157,266 100,840 95,543 52,721 71,928 10,014 39,724 21,276

Note: Inclu,dr‘,:a an eptimated 314 abnornul farms. Figures are estimetes based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors. See tables 10 and 11.
Ipata does not add dus to rounding.
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Class 1-5— Class 1— Class 2— Clags 3= Clags 4-— Class 5— Class 6-8—
Farms with Farms with Farms with Farms with Farms with Fayms with Ferms with Clace 8—
sales of gales of sales of sales of seles of sales of sales of Class 7— Part-
’ $2,500 $40,000 $20,000 $10,000 $5,000 $2,500 under Part-time retirement
All farms and _over and over 1o $39,999 to $19,999 10 $9,992 to $4,999 $2,500 Class 6 farme farms
The South
Number of missed fAIMB.eaveceeosrasrans 252,751 37,973 1,807 2,498 4,350 9,837 18,683 214,778 83,548 99,948 81,282
Land in £aIMB.sssessssonseesecsnnsssses 24,028,805 12,078,900 1,595,745 1,188,573 2,621,058 1,402,050 5,271,564 12,849,815 4,038,305 4,817,732 3,993,778
Average size Of f8IMiiecvesascrncans 98 318 292 476 602 142 267 58 7% 48 85
Corn for graifn...ceccsses ..farms.. 80,003 10,880 485 1,133 1,478 3,791 3,993 40,023 11,534 18,006 10,483
acres.. 807,437 288,705 6,439 66,996 66,480 83,638 45,152 238,732 84,150 83,900 70,682
Sorghums for grainc.c.eeseeva...farms.. 2,219 1,014 - - 277 624 113 1,205 347 - 858
acres,. 121,845 118,670 - - 33,794 81,712 3,164 3,175 601 - 2,574
WHeet.eoeerroosasocsncorcssessefRIMB.s 3,584 1,977 - 82 574 869 452 1,607 112 1,089 406
acres.. 142,645 135,915 - 2,544 73,831 45,458 14,082 8,730 224 5,142 1,364
Soybeans..«..oeviecnaes ..farms.. 12,895 5,054 155 521 487 2,421 1,470 7,641 2,149 3,525 1,967
acres.. 438,405 387,300 137,540 76,862 41,923 68,299 42,676 71,105 27,029 29,087 15,009
Hay.: veess ..farms.. 53,463 8,074 377 783 1,740 2,182 2,894 44,389 10,591 20,782 13,018
acres.. 673,845 205,152 7,560 25,210 59,911 36,232 76,239 468,693 147,408 184,131 127,154
Cottonsaseasracesencannareoncs i farms.. 11,028 3,49 137 202 390 1,925 842 7,532 3,401 2,173 1,958
acres.. 285,847 235,431 109,600 30,829 21,751 59,742 13,509 50,416 26,725 15,415 8,278
TODACCO«ssaeassessscscscarssoses[BIMB.s 33,535 12,397 18 707 1,461 4,859 5,352 21,138 5,914 9,502 5,722
acres’. 70,208 55,049 684 6,240 11,515 22,244 14,366 15,148 3,955 7,426 3,787
Cattle and CALVEB.esetossoresssefaTMB., 163,800 23,465 1,167 1,304 3,236 4,422 13,336 140,335 36,398 64,447 39,490
number., . 2,631,685 1,230,559 230,162 94,633 251,862 124,829 520,073 1,401,126 407,844 588,805 404,477
Hogs and pigses... 79,018 11,765 306 770 1,386 4,082 5,221 67,251 20,506 29,307 17,438
1,068,399 470,481 8,172 98,560 59,222 176,512 128,015 597,918 194,304 274,769 128,845
Hens and pulletSesescssenssrossofarms.. 83,027 11,347 179 868 940 2,460 6,900 71,680 19,683 30,256 21,741
number. . 9,260,796 7,534,054 6,802 5,743,305 16,659 104,350 1,662,944 1,726,742 481,797 660,469 584,476
Total value of products sold....farms.. 238,890 37,973 1,607 2,496 4,350 9,837 19,683 200,917 50,954 91,896 58,067
dollers (1,000)%: 480,424 335,573 80,680 65,475 56,541 64,984 67,882 144,842 51,212 55,956 37,660
The West®
Number of missed fAIMS.cceereossasacses 50,142 13,460 1,011 1,030 2,210 3,551 5,658 36,682 5,546 25,193 5,943
Land in faImBe.sccsesesns 7,492,221 1,837,853 2,159,761 1,632,604 1,266,641 795,362 3,052,042 489,154 1,072,042 1,490,846
Average size of farm.. 556 1,620 2,096 738 358 140 83 88 42 250
Corn for grain.c.ceesecssseseses.farms.. 1,486 1,041 162 31 242 300 306 445 65 380 -
acres.. 44,023 38,940 21,060 341 7,034 6,513 3,092 5,083 65 5,018 -
Sorghums for grain... seses farms., 599 242 24 29 28 104 57 as7 263 45 49
acres.. 20,423 15,815 2,760 3,618 3,360 4,367 1,710 4,608 3,570 420 618
Wheat.. eresersesecracasssenefATME., 2,986 2,125 68 297 443 528 791 861 196 374 291
sovbe ?cres.. 172,877 158,488 7,540 55,707 20,992 42,824 31,425 14,389 3,308 7,656 3,425
OYDEBNS . esssassssassssorsvanssfAIMS.s - - - - - - - - - - -
acres.. - - - - - - - - - - -
HaYsosssessosasnnoeassasssnnnnasfarms,. 16,666 5,378 501 522 1,358 1,344 1,653 11,288 1,239 8,022 2,057
acres.. 517,776 350,058 46,353 56,959 104,257 90,034 52,455 167,718 24,053 119,349 24,346
Cottoneeeseass cesssef8ImE. . 537 318 ki3 69 108 58 12 219 - 189 30
acres.. 18,935 17,812 6,860 4,551 4,266 1,731 204 1,323 - 1,143 180
TODACCO esnvnnssasasaransavsasssfarms.. - - - - - - - - - - -
acres.. - - - - - - - - - - -
Cattle and CBlVeS..e.esesssnans faES.. 83,403 8,626 621 578 1,502 2,259 3,692 24,751 3,125 17,841 3,685
number. . 932,284 724,168 172,546 126,325 175,834 116,862 132,861 207,856 34,291 130,098 43,467
Hogs and pig6eecesscsssssernsesal8IMa.. 5,977 1,779 - 46 222 982 529 4,198 7,217 2,585 396
number. . 118,851 80,514 - 7,360 20,746 35,474 16,934 33,337 5,150 25,811 2,376
Hens and pullets. seeeassocfarms.. £,541 2,115 138 123 224 886 744 6,426 1,040 4,168 1,218
number. . 532,012 393,111 1,938 1,845 47,306 323,856 18,166 138,901 17,416 91,394 30,091
Totel value of products sold... .famsi. 47,895 13,460 1,011 1,030 2,210 3,551 5,658 34,435 5,377 23,231 5,827
doliars (1,000)". 215,500 191,771 85,997 30,155 30,673 24,568 20,358 23,715 5,188 14,450 4,077
Note: Includes an estimated 314 abnormal farms. Figures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sa
mpl errors. See tables 10 and .
lmata does not edd due to rounding. ing € and 11

2Does

not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.
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United States
Number of missed faIMS..evceesesarsanns

Land in farmse...ovenen..
Average size of farm..

Corn fOr graiNeiiseccsesseessesfOIMS..
acres,.
Sorghums for graine.i.cveesesssefRIMS..
acres..

Wheatiiieoeiorrnnnraonnsnenae.fBIMS..
acres..
Soybeans........ tereasaerssaase RIS, .
acres..

HaYeoeoosoeainensernenneenssasfAIMS.,

acres..
Cottonessessessnirveresasneaes . farMS..
acres,.

TODECCO st et atacreaeenanasnsssfArmMS,.
SCFGSI.

Cattle and calves.......e. .. . faAMMS. .
number. .

Hogs and pigSe..eereeceraneseo . farms,.
number. .

Hens and pullets......veeeuaaseforms..
number. .

Total value of products sold....farms,.
dollars {1,000)1.

The Northeast

Humber of missed CBIMS.ceveavsearvrrnen

Corn for grain.......

acres..
Sorghums for grain...ieesveses.farms..

acres..
Wheat...ocan.s farms..
acres..
SOYDERYIS v scvsarrerassrsrencsssslATMS. .

acres..

sesofarms..

HBYoeerraoeoansroonseonnos

acres..
Cottonsvevesssnrenoranevraassss farms..
acres..
TObACCO st ssrsacneraaacanns eevoefaImMS.,
acres..
Cattle and CalveS..eieeeeeareeofBTME,..
number. .
Hogs and plgs.e.eceseeseesnass.f@IM3..
number. .

Hens and pulletS...eseceseeoss.farm

nuwsber. .
Total value of products sold....larms..
dollars (1,000)%.

The North Central

Number of migced farms...

Land in farmse..cieeeens
Average size Of [8IMeseeccnscocnnnse

Corn fOr graiNe.iessseecasesosesofarms..
ACreS..
ceressseseofarma..
BCI'CS. .

Sorghume for grain..

WheBte.oeeenneeersossnoesanansssl@rma..
HCTEL . -
SOYDEBND . coeersosescsnsorasssssfBIMSG.,
BEPES ..

HEYsooosoovennnacossoassrasssansf@rma,,

acr -
COLEON avrsaascnssssanrnnsasseslATMEL,
BCTCH. -
TODBCCO. vt ersraesnsnsscsneosanasfBIMG.,
BCTEC, s

Cattle und culven esvecssfBIMB. .

nunber, .
Hogn and plgs PRI £ 13 ¢ e
UMBET . o
Heno and pullets.essecesesssees farms..
nuwnber..

Totel value of producty vold....farms..
dollary (1,000)'.

Note: Includes an eatimated 314 sbnormal forms.

1Data does not wdd d to roundlng.

Table 6. Characteristics of Farms Missed in the Census by Type of Farm

Total

476,670

56,360,304

96,140
2,349,694
7,142
370,895

20,642
879,981
33,412
1,496,212

147,107
2,795,235
11,929
308,240
34,734
71,456

207,753
5,819,584
123,416
2,818,818
137,851
14,198,839

453,419
1,501,766

39,143

3,012,141
76

8,051
69,921
36

234

2,516
18,831
48

1,338

21,309
391,435

159
344

23,637
319,481
6,078
50,097
8,515
1,432,375

37,384
185,297

134,634

17,875,095
132

35,700
1,728,313
4,288
228,393

11,556
545,628
20,669
1,056,469

55,669
1,212,179
364
3,458
1,040

907

76,913
1,936,134
32,345
1,586,471
37,768
2,973,658

129,250
620,545

Evaluation of Coverage

Cash-grain Tobacco Cotton
farms farms farms
42,305 24,565 5,069
7,362,825 1,278,031 857,563
174 52 169
21,261 7,131 1,379
994,792 91,254 8,496
2,849 - 60
241,510 - 3,363
7,533 393 -
576,500 1,560 -
17,052 2,779 1,185
872,043 18,139 214,346
9,059 4,462 6356
159,959 54,866 5,799
1,799 303 5,069
38,470 1,724 207,368
329 24,565 -

518 61,581 -
7,159 7,537 1,484
146,048 41,599 12,899
5,793 7,861 984
105,085 103,348 4,306
7,454 4,408 1,957
178,222 125,710 24,372
41,443 24,565 5,069
224,545 78,942 33,981
2,333 159 -
117,034 1,378 -
50 8 -
1,408 53 -
27,598 159 -
18 - -

144 - -

842 - -
7,653 - -
48 - -
1,338 - -
797 - -
14,366 - -
- 159 -

- 344 -

288 - -
1,757 - -
160 - -

250 - -

223 - =
4,518 - -
2,333 159 -
3,810 477 -
22,339 782 182
4,677,658 58,254 3,640
208 74 20
10,129 258 -
816,203 4,644 -
1,899 - -
123,556 - -
4,597 - -
355,138 - -
11,583 258 182
742,193 774 1,274
5,353 258 -
79,355 2,580 -
182 - 182
2,184 - 1,274

- 782 -

- 778 -

3,940 258 -
91,983 2,322 -
1,765 - -
50,036 - -
3,007 - -
44,816 - -
22,339 782 182
175,598 9586 163

Other
field

crop
Larms

3,396

368,889
108

608
20,474

184
1,728
344
11,032

635
7,079

147
5,196

950
16,316
711
19,610
941
26,768

3,396
26,089

508

51,598
101

29
118
29

58
208
5,805

508
3,586

271
121

Fruit
Vegetable and nut Poultry
farms farms farms
10,092 12,322 11,147
400,903 487,720 499,616
39 39 44
1,578 356 1,133
7,913 712 18,849
18 858 -
90 2,574 -
82 - 547
1,334 - 2,964
249 - -
2,737 - -
814 341 926
12,644 10,499 10,113
- 160 126
- 1,280 1,176
108 214 425
165 107 1,000
3,426 1,512 2,803
39,182 13,187 28,433
3,054 680 1,778
29,862 4,293 14,175
1,434 1,522 9,821
12,856 36,017 9,567,412
10,092 11,766 11,048
16,123 50,405 62,798
845 848 1,512
16,362 60,345 62,223
19 71 41
- - 126
- - 9,540
18 - -
90 - -
- - 90
- - 1,800
15 137 530
30 6,850 9,557
- - 400
- - 877
- 53 123
- 212 555
- 234 1,323
- 11,7060 1,217,155
845 848 1,512
1,037 2,754 9,418
2,125 1,000 5,326
72,597 9,964 142,823
34 9 26
- - 682
- - 3,694
- - 457
- - 1,164
605 - 356
7,840 - 356
298 251 8411
296 1,506 3,139
546 - 293
1,934 - 2933
- - 4,644
- - 788,555
2,126 1,000 8,326
3,903 816 19,690

Figureo are estlmtes bused on a gumple and are subject to sumpling errors.

Dairy
farms

22,712

4,291,148
188

8,451
244,141
220

220

1,355
28,792

1,731
85,938

13,221
560,570
47

1,880
728
1,594

22,379
881,406
6,100
273,920
5,897
713,765

22,672
258,707

1,850

946,535
195

961
7,260

694
4,180

3,325
148,047

4,850
182,507
1,275
3,671
1,222
30,115

4,850
64,062

9,757

2,609,061
287

4,459
208,488

559
22,350

1,731
85,938

6,883
337,239

9,757
508,336
3,124
254,758
2,267
328,310

9,757
142,466

1969 Census of Agriculture
United States and Regions

Livestock

farms and

ranches
other ithan Miscel-
poultry General laneous
and dairy farms farms
270,218 50,833 24,011
34,207,622 5,191,274 1,414,713
126 102 58
42,976 8,867 2,400
788,490 165,471 9,102
2,689 448 -
110,408 12,730 -
7,659 2,030 859
190,085 75,406 1,612
7,574 2,166 332
218,411 67,922 5,644
65,535 42,796 2,683
1,158,979 744,016 70,711
1,952 2,241 85
19,315 31,491 340
4,158 4,207 -
2,975 3,514 -
214,265 23,266 12,972
4,377,477 210,945 52,002
82,741 10,931 2,783
2,089,020 157,159 18,040
84,013 15,560 4,844
2,820,212 613,268 80,237
263,561 49,858 9,949
567,206 65,049 117,801
16,736 6,429 4,923
1,084,886 497,008 174,775
64 77 35
3,792 1,210 501
18,391 5,540 1,433
742 242 106
4,366 726 106
7,903 6,195 2,273
100,437 93,092 18,415
13,272 2,632 2,166
112,978 12,852 8,584
2,905 1,025 508
39,258 5,088 994
3,362 1,446 487
101,235 56,318 5,529
16,736 6,429 3,164
15,151 3,403 81,582
68,393 16,413 8,046
8,287,312 1,549,096 462,793
121 24 57
16,546 3,626 -
603,167 92,117 -
2,389 - -
104,837 - -
5,313 830 -
132,732 34,244 -
5,620 963 332
204,501 16,145 5,644
24,199 14,927 3,088
494,540 266,564 23,708
258 - -
129 - -
49,629 7,966 3,975
1,231,384 81,047 16,141
23,167 3,450 -
1,195,125 84,325 -
21,382 4,750 1,718
1,475,189 298,393 38,393
68,142 16,413 2,913
244,462 19,445 12,901

Sce tables 10 and 11.
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Evaluation of Coverage

Table 6. Characteristics of Farms Missed in the Census by Type of Farm—Continued

The South

Number of missed farms...

Land in farmBeceecssccnes
Aversge slze of farm..

sereceresas

Corn for grein..cevvsesveiescuseafarms..
acres..
sesesofarms..
acres..

Sorghums for grein.iceass

eerenesfBIME.,

acres..
SOYbeANS.ceassesscrrecesarssenfBIME, .
acres..

Wheat..

HBYeeesseorssorssssssonsssosssefOIMS,.
acres..
Cottonesieinrererererecannseocaafarms,..
acres..
TODBCCO s esssnevessssracnssarsefBIMS.,
acres?l.

Cattle and calveS..visessonsoeaofarms,.
number. .
Hogs and pigB8esieesesracsacssssafarms..
number. .
Hens and pullets...eseeeseece...fArmMS..
number..

Totel value of products scld....farms..
dollars (1,000)*.

The West?

Number of missed fEIMScveerccraonanaans

Land in farmBeseesresseses
Average size Of fBIMeieveennsscroses

sesssesaseefAIMS. .

acres..
Sorghums for grainissesesscece. . fAIMS,.
acres..

Corn for grain.....

Wheatesreeriaiargoonasesncanesoafarms,.
acres..
Soybeans.cessseqrtesstenencesescfBrmMS..
acres..

serevessesfarms,.
acres..

[¢177272 PO IS o .1 TN
acres..
TODBCCOsssassvsyssnsosesrsnsanasfBIMS,s
acres..

HaYesooeoss

Cattle and calveS..sseeeeensasssfBIMS.,

number. .
Hogs and pigBsssescessasssssansfarms..
namber. .
Hens and pulletSsasev-veseacscoafarma..
number. .

Total velue of products sold....farms..
dollars (1,000) *.

Total

252,751

24,928,805
98

50,903
507,437

2,219
121,845

3,584
142,645

12,605
438,405

53,463
673,845
11,028
285,847
33,535
70,205

163, 800
2,631,685
78,016
1,068,399
83,027
9,260,796

238,890
480,424

50,142

10,544,263
210

1,486
44,023

599
20,423

2,986
172,877

16,666
517,776
537
18,935

33,403
932,284
5,977
113,851
8,541
532,012

47,855
215,500

Note: Includes an estimated 314 abnormal farms.

1Data does not add due to rounding.

2Does not inolude data for Alaska and Hawaii.

Cash-grain Tobacco Cotton
farms farms farms
15,480 23,624 4,750
1,900,298 1,218,399 819,623
122 51 172
9,501 8,820 1,379
145,588 86,451 8,496
785 - -
112,026 - -
1,133 393 -
99,431 1,560 -
5,421 2,521 1,003
128,512 17,365 213,072
2,183 4,204 626
34,755 52,286 5,529
1,576 303 4,750
36,204 1,724 197,261
329 23,624 -
518 60,459 -
2,208 7,279 1,455
42,411 39,277 10,083
3,462 7,861 963
49,290 103,348 4,243
3,706 4,408 1,924
120,556 125,710 23,997
14,578 23,624 4,750
29,186 77,510 32,257
2,153 - 137
667,835 - 34,300
310 . - 250

223 - -
5,403 - -
147 - 60
5,784 - 3,363
1,161 - -
114,278 - -
726 - 9
31,483 - 270
41 - 137

82 8,833

723 - 29
9,917 - 2,816
406 - 21
5,509 - 63
518 - 33
8,332 - 375
2,153 - 137
15,951 - 1,561

Other
field

crop
farme

2,122

210,123
99

451
16,076

344
11,032

388
1,509
135
1,860

697
6,063
619
18,796

11,671

2,122
9,049

495

105,274
212

157
4,398

184
1,728

113
4,929
12
336

224
10,137
63

156

180
9,202

495
13,333

Fruit
Vegetable and 7ut Poultry
farms farms farms
8,803 5,905 4,191
260,309 254,839 287,474
as 43 68
1,578 356 325
7,913 712 5,615
- 858 -
- 2,574 -
36 - -
828 - -
249 - -
2,737 - -
148 81 9
1,876 471 45
- 160 105
- 1,280 1,050
108 214 425
165 107 1,000
2,992 829 1,531
20,302 6,900 23,067
2,462 627 1,362
20,568 4,081 13,327
1,388 977 3,788
11,936 20,025 7,515,502
6,803 5,442 4,092
7,526 14,888 29,682
319 4,569 118
51,635 162,572 7,096
161 35 60
46 - -
508 - -
46 123 31
2,898 3,178 155
- - 21
- - 126
138 432 31
18,584 4,781 1,550
46 - -
7,360 - -
46 311 66
920 4,292 46,200
319 4,476 118
3,657 31,947 4,008

Dairy
farms

6,750

653,035
96

2,941
27,643
220
220

72
2,052

2,511
59,022

728
1,594

6,750
126,354
1,661
15,451
2,139
50,377

6,750
27,477

1,355

82,517
60

90
750

30
210

502
16,262

1,880

1,022
64,209
0

40

269
304,963

1,315
24,702

21

Livestock

farms and

ranches
other than Miscel-
poultry General laneous
and dairy farms farms
154,787 20,614 7,725
17,426,712 1,640,149 257,844
112 79 33
21,809 3,844 1,899
137,927 63,347 7,669
243 113 -
3,861 3,164 -
664 533 753
9,550 27,718 1,506
1,954 1,203 -
13,910 51,777 -
25,343 15,544 2,426
312,394 193,831 12,127
1,844 2,070 85
16,811 26,317 340
3,900 4,207 -
2,846 3,514 -
125,132 10,028 4,899
2,246,126 90,430 20,672
52,049 5,733 2,217
760,559 61,748 16,988
54,157 7,935 2,052
3,126,823 226,975 27,224
148,670 19,869 2,190
210,290 27,704 14,805
30,302 7,377 3,317
7,408,712 1,505,021 519,301
244 204 156
829 187 -
29,005 4,467 -
57 335 -
1,710 9,566 -
940 625 -
43,437 12,718 -
8,080 6,130 896
251,608 190,529 16,464
108 171 -
2,504 5,174 -
26,232 2,640 1,932
786,989 26,616 6,685
786,989 723 58
94,078 5,987 58
5,112 1,429 577
116,965 31,582 9,091
30,013 7,147 1,682
97,303 14,497 8,513

Figures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors. See tables 10 and 11.
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Table 7. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Products Sold Including
Adjustments for Nonrespondents

Included in census Qvercounted in census Missed in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number  estimated Number  estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total
United States, all farms
tressrenrarisnrsan 2,707,905 2
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over... . 1;585, 713 1@2}:?: :2 (7) 57:8”1;22 g: :’(,)S’g;g 1;-:
Farms with ’ ’ 4 . 4 . N
with sales under $2,500.....vvuvesenee 1,122,102 167,685 68.4 19,468 L7| 373,975 33.3
The Northeast, all farms 177,765
Cesrasmennsenan 145,368
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 94:223 90:;22 gég g’;.,;j g 2 3:' i;: 2?1. 2
a . , . .
Farms with sales under $2,500............ 83,542 55,146 66, 0 3,549 4.2 31:945 38,2
The North Central, all farms 1,143,192
Ssetirsrasenanas 1,034,984
Farms with sales of $2,500 end over.... ’8261715 '804,704 ?)Pl g :g‘g:g 2 2 li:'g?i: l;' :8!
3 . , . .
Farms with sales under $2,500........000. 316,477 230,280 72.8 4,373 1.4 90:570 28.6
The South, all farms .
teerrreensana teesesecess 1,131,662 909,396
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over. '493’649 4751085 32.; ::g,:ﬁg § ; 2:3';:; 2?1'?7
o s B . » . . 7.
Farms with sales under $2,500.......... 638,013 434,311 68.1 11,076 1.7 214i77s 33.6
The West, all farms....
255 286 68
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 171126 2;" . 2.8 8,5 2.3 50,142 19.5
Farms with sales under $2,500 1,1 163,732 95.7 6,066 3.5 13,460 7.8
230000 enane. 84,160 47,948 57,0 470 0.6 36,682 43,6
New England, all £armsle.u.v.civeucecnseraanens 33,034 26,649 81.0 1,320 0.4 7,705 23.0
Farms w?th sales of $2,500 and over.... 20,073 19,549 97.0 701 3.0 1,225 6,0
Farms with seles under $2,500....c0000u0s 12,961 7,100 54.8 619 4.8 6,480 50.0
Middle Atlantic, all farms......veevens . feee 144,731 118,719 82.0 5,426 3.7 31,438 21.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 74,150 70,673 95,3 2,496 3.4 5,973 8.1
Farms with sales under $2,500.cc.ueeecsaess. 70,581 48,046 68.1 2,930 1.2 25,465 36,1
New York, ell farMS.eces.vevcrstrssccans 56,199 47,152 83.9 899 1.6 9,946 17.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 34,622 31,227 90, 2 659 1.9 4:054 11.7
Farms with sales under $2,500....... .. 21,577 15,925 73.8 240 1.1 5,892 27.3
New Jersey, 8lL fBIMS.e.tereraavinracnas 8,624 7,286 84,5 466
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over. 5:097 5:222 102: 5 406 : 40 1’;:1 222
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 3,527 2,064 58.5 60 1.7 1,523 43.2
Pennsylvania, all farmS..ecececcssss 79,908 64,281 80.4
PERRER 3 4,06
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 34:43x 34:224 929, 4 1’4ai i'g 1?,?;2 2:':3
. ) . .
Farms with sales under $2,500.......00u0. 45,477 30,057 66.1 2,630 5.8 13:050 39,7
East North Central, all farms... . 545,137 486,847 89,3 9,861 1.8 68,151 12,5
Farms with seles of $2,500 and over. 348,575 338,172 97.0 6,215 1.8 16,618 4.8
Farms with sales under $2,500......... 196,562 148,675 75.6 3,646 1.8 51,533 26,2
Ohio, all farms...eceesess ceveenaaas 122,782 106,101 86,4 646 0.5 17,327 14,1
Farms with seles of $2, 500 and over. . 63,641 62,064 97.5 646 1.0 2:223 3.5
Farms with sales under $2,500... . 59,141 44,037 74,5 - 0,0 15,104 25,5
Indiana, 8l faIMS..v.vesercenoronsnans 111,483 99,250 89.0 3,122 2.8 15,355 13.8
Farme with sales of $2,500 and over. 73,671 71,135 96.5 2:388 3.2 4:924 6.7
Farms with sales under $2,500............ 37,812 28,115 74.3 734 1.9 10,431 27,6
Illinois, all farms,. 114,390 101,416 88,6 1,645 1.4 14,6198 12.8
Farms with salec of $2,50 . 87,062 85,137 97.8 1,645 1.9 3,570 4.1
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 27,328 16,279 59.6 - 0.0 11,049 40,4
Michigan, 'all fAIMS..eeeriorerarrecnasns 88,335 83,028 94,0 3,903 4.4 9,210 10.4
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 48,060 46,571 96,9 "091 2.1 T
s , . 2,48 5.2
Farms with sales under $2,500.. . 40,275 36,457 90.5 2,912 7.2 6,730 16.7
Wisconsin, all farméees..s.sos veeees 108,147 97,052 89,7 545 0.5 11,640 10,8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 76,141 73,265 96.2 545 0.7 3,421 4.5
Farms with sales under $2,500............ 32,008 23,787 74.3 - 0.0 8,219 25.7
West North Centrel, all farms....... . 598,055 548,137 91.7 16,565 2.8 66,483 11.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 478,140 466,532 97.6 15,838 3.3 27,446 5.7
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 119,915 81,603 68,0 727 0,6 39,037 32.6
Minnesote, all farms......... PN 108,138 26,102 88.8 4,251 3.9 16,287 15,1
, Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 82,051 80,651 98,3 4,251 5.2 5,651 6.9
* Farms with sales under $2,500............ 26,087 15,451 59,2 - - 10,636 4
» » 0.8
Towa, 8l fAIME .. sovrecoresesassssananancans 145,163 137,248 94.5 3,168 2.1 11,083 7.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 129,378 126,105 87.5 3,168 2,4 6:441 4.9
Farms with sales under $2,500.4..00caeaes 15,785 11,143 70.6 - - 4,642 29.4
’ 4 N
Missourt, @ll fBIME..eewveressoernersnsonsse 124,941 109,272 87.5 4,006 3.2 19,675 18,7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 79,704 78,854 98,9 3,279 1.1 4,129 5.2
Farms with sales under $2,500.......... 45,237 30,418 67.2 727 1.6 15,546 34.4
North Dakota, 8ll fermo..ceiceccossevacnnnes 40,327 39,841 98.8 1,663 4.1 2,139 5.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 36,432 36,795 101.0 1,853 4.5 1,290 3.5
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 3,895 3,046 78,2 - - 849 21.8
South Dakota, all farms..... 40,158 38,665 96,3 812 2.0 2,305 5.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over... 34,795 23,055 97.6 812 2.3 1,862 a7
Farms wlth salea under $2,500...c000ve.ts 5,363 4,710 87.8 - - 653 12.2
Nebragka, @ll fIME..coereeroirencassscasane 64,607 59,718 92.4 1,481 2.3 6,373 9.9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over.. 57,689 54:583 94,6 1 :481 2.8 4:587 8.0
Farms with sales under $2,500.. . 6,918 5,132 71,2 - - 1,786 25.8
.
Kenseg, @1l fBIMB.aeesoranrrcrtrernsoanoncans 74,721 67,294 90.1 1,194
Farmﬁ with gales of $2, 500 and Over...... 53',091 55:539 95,7 1’194 ;(1; ?J’zz; l;‘:
. B . .
Farms with sales under $2,500.¢...c0euces 18,630 11,705 70.4 - - 4’935 20,6

Note: Includes an estimated 1,261 abnormal farms. Flgures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.
Se¢ tables L0 and 11. Data o aleo subject to nonsampling errors which reeult in differences in census farm counts and overage
check eatimated farm counts. See text, Accuracy of the Estimates.

1n,1a not individually reported for the following States: Malne, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and

Connecticut.



1969 Census of Agriculture Evaluation of Coverage
Regions and Selected States
Table 7. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Products Sold including
Adjustments for Nonrespondents—Continued

Included in census Overcounted in censug Misged in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of ferms totel of farms total
South Atlantic, ll fBITS....ceosessnsoes 390,268 314,600 80,6 10,912 2.8 86,580 22.2
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 177,424 170,066 95.9 6,750 3.8 14,108 7.9
F ith sales under $2,500 1844 4, . ta12 34,0
arms with sales under $2,500.......c00cnues 212,8 144,534 67.9 4,162 1.9 72, .
Maryland end Deleware, &ll farmS......... 21,071 19,257 81.4 T 1,872 8.9 3,686 17,5
Farme with sales of $2,500 and over...... 15,280 14,823 97.0 762 5.0 1,219 8.0
Farms with sales under $2,500...........¢ 5,791 4,434 76,6 1,110 19.2 2,467 42.6
Virginia, 8ll £BrMS.c.eeeceeorornrsncnsoonos 72,136 55,475 76.9 741 1.0 17,402 24.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 28,047 27,087 93.6 589 2.0 2,439 8.4
Farms with sales under $2,500... 43,189 28,378 65,7 152 0.3 14,963 34,6
West Virginia, all farmS.ecvscccssscscescsae 29,696 19,427 65.4 922 3.1 11,181 37.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 4,427 4,700 106.2 498 11.2 225 5.0
Farms with ssles under $2,50C...........- 25,269 14,727 58.3 424 117 10,966 43.4
North Carolina, 8ll farmSs.csecesceensveness 140,932 119,345 84.7 4,186 3.0 25,773 18.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 68,328 64,872 94,9 2,336 3.4 5,792 8.5
Farms with sales under $2,500.....cvvauus 72,604 54,473 75.0 1,850 2.5 19,981 27.5
South Caroling, 81l f@YMBe..eecevcevoncsasas 41,728 33,401 80,1 898 2.2 9,225 22.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 15,399 14,626 95,0 272 1.8 1,045 6.8
Farms with sales under $2,500.... 26,328 18,775 71.3 626 2.4 8,180 31.1
Georgia, all f&IMBeecresscconverasscovnroons 54,316 45,136 83,1 1,688 3.1 10,868 20.0
Farm; with sales of $2,500 and over . 31,088 30,529 98.2 1,688 5.4 2:247 7.2
Farms with sales under $2,500......000..0 23,228 14,607 62.9 - - 8,621 37.1
Florida, all farms........... 30,389 22,559 74.2 605 2.0 8,435 27.8
Farms 13,955 13,419 98,2 605 4.3 1,141 8,1
Farms 16,434 9,140 55.6 - - 7,294 44.4
East South Central, all farmb.....ccesvcseeness 392,441 308,392 78,6 9,489 2.4 93,538 23.8
. Farms with sales of $2,500 and over......... 141,075 137,277 97.3 5,971 4,2 9,769 6.9
Farms with sales under $2,500.......0000000e 251,366 171,115 68.1 3,518 1.4 83,769 33.3
Kentucky, all farms..ceasecccecsnsns ceesvecns 109,155 94,039 86.2 3,111 2.9 18,227 16,7
Ferms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 53,018 50,865 95,9 2:193 4.1 4:351 8.2
Farms with sales under $2,500...ccc0v.n.. 56,137 43,174 76.9 913 1.6 13,876 24.7
Ternessee, all farms.... 128,835 100,210 77.7 4,809 3.7 33,434 26.0
> f B . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 41,447 42,044 101.4 2,996 7.2 2:399 5.8
Farms with sales under $2,500.......0...0 87,388 58,166 66,6 1,813 2.1 31,035 35.5
Alabema, all fAIMS.eceeosesss 69,412 51,191 73.7 770 1.1 18,991 27.4
Farms with seles of $2,500 and over 24,029 22,751 84.7 303 1.3 1,581 6.6
Farms with sales under $2,500......... 45,383 28,440 62,6 467 1.0 17,410 38,4
Mississippi, @ll f&IMS..csvvecssccnvacnsoans 85,039 62,952 74.0 798 0,9 22,886 26,9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 22,581 21,617 95,7 474 2,1 1,438 6.4
Farms with sales under $2,500.......0000s 62,458 41,335 66,2 325 0.5 21,448 34.3
West South Central, all faIMB.s..cececacronsoos 348,953 286,404 82.1 10,084 2.9 72,633 20.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over......... 175,150 167,742 95,8 6,688 3.8 14,096 8.0
Farms with sales under $2,500..e0ccescecvsan 173,803 118,862 68.3 3,396 2.0 58,537 33.7
Arkeansas, 8ll fOYMS...cveenocsscsanccnnnnans 62,633 51,308 81.9 2,302 3.7 13,627 21.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 27,374 26,685 9.5 "7%0 2.9 1,479 5.4
Farms with sales under $2,500............ 35,259 24,623 69,8 1,512 4.3 12,148 34,5
Louisiane, all ferms..c...oscesvaese .. 48,505 33,918 69.9 1,229 2.5 15,816 32.6
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 16,748 15,283 91.3 1:053 6.3 2:518 15: 0
Farms with sales under $2,500.......cc0.ns 31,757 18,635 58.7 176 0.6 13,298 41.9
Oklahoms, 811 f8IMSeissecsoeccronssacecsanes 73,630 61,369 83.3 1,856 2.5 4,117 9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 44,668 144,100 98,7 1,856 41 e N
Farms with sales under $2,500...... ese 28,962 17,260 59.6 - - 11,702 40.4
Texas, 811 f&IMSeeeecesonraccacronsvennnnnase 164,185 139,809 85.2 4,697 2.9
, . 3 28,073 17.7
;ams with seles of $2,§c2)0 end over...... 86,360 81,665 94,6 2,989 35 7,684 8.9
arms sales under $2,500¢..0c00caaee 77,825 58,144 74.7 1,708 2,2 2 .
N , . 1,389 27.5
Mountain, all farms*..c.ceseesss 125,577 109,195 87.0
esssaanuesn . 3,459
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 39:770 86,265 96,1 3,450 § : 12’33 I:A :
Farms with sales under $2,500...... . 35,807 221930 64.0 T T 12.877 36.0
. s .
Pacific, all farms®...eveececaes . 129,708
tevesrcrecsenas 102,485 79.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over......... 81,356 77,467 95,2 > 601 2 i o
. , . .
Farms with sales under $2,500....... ceree 48,353 25,018 51.7 470 0.9 231305 49,2
Washington, all farms...ceceasssesrsoae 47,712 32,878 68,9 4
. . 14 ]
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 26,656 24,505 91.9 414 e ies e
Farms with sales under $2,500...... 21,056 8,373 39.8 - - 12:683 60: 2
Oregon, 811 fOrMBecsicersccscnnrnacasannes 27,979 22,558 80,6 641
. . 2.3 6,062 7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over... 17,378 161585 95,4 388 2.2 1 ; 181 22' 8
Farms with sales under $2,500.c.00i000v0n 10,601 5,973 56,3 253 2.4 4,881 46. 1
. » .
California, 81l faIrMSesvscassasrcaacss . 54,018 47,049 87.1 2,022
. ) . 3,7 8,991 8.6
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 37,322 36,377 97.5 1:305 4.8 21750 17_ 3
Farms with sales under $2,500.......00000 16,696 10,672 63.9 217 1.3 6,241 37,4

TNote: Includes an estimated 1,261 abnormal farms Figures are estimates based
: . on & sample and are subject to sampl .
See tables 10 and 11. Deta 1s also subject to nonsampling errors which result in differences in census fsij-m counts agdj?gv:rmzzgs

check estimated counts. See text, Acouracy of the Estimates.

Date not individually reported for the following States: Montana, Ideho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utsh, and
?

Nevada.
%Does not include deta for Alaska and Hawaii.
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24 Evaluation of Coverage 1969 Census of Agriculture

Regions and Selected States

Table 8. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Products Sold Excluding
Adjustments for Nonrespondents

Included in census Overcounted in census Missed in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number  estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total
United States, all farmMS..sssevseaereansavaesss 2,462,322| 2,039,550 82.8 53,898 2.2 476,670 19.4
Farms with sales of $2,5OO and over. . 1,435,593 1,371,626 95.5 38,728 2.7 102,695 7.2
Farms with sales under $2,500._.__,., 1,026,729 667,924 65,1 15,170 1.5 373,975 36.4
The Northeast, all farmS.c.evueeaase. 154,900 120,193 77.6 4,436 2.9 39,143 25.3
Farms w1th sales of $2,500 and over . 82,772 77,725 93.9 2,151 2.6 7,198 8.7
Farms with sales under $2,500.......... .. 72,128 42,468 58.9 2,285 3.2 31,945 44.3
The North Central, all farms..... 1,033,990 919,559 88.9 20,203 2.0 134,634 13.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and 754,573 726,898 96.3 16,389 2.2 44,064 5.9
Farms with sales under $2,500... 279,417 192,661 69.0 3,814 1.4 90,570 32.4
The South, all farms.. 1,041,377 813,142 78.1 24,516 2.4 252,751 24.3
Farms wlth sales of $2 500 and . 144,298 422,069 95,0 15,744 3.5 37,973 8.5
Farms with sales under $2,500........ P 597,079 391,073 65.5 8,772 1.5 214,778 36.0
The West, all farms...ocvvoernannnnn 232,055 186,656 80.4 4,743 2.0 50,142 21.6
Farms wlth sales of $2, 500 and 153,950 144,934 94.1 ,4,444 2.8 13,460 8.7
Farms with sales under $2,500......c.. ... 78,105 41,722 53.4 299 0.4 36,682 47.0
New England, all TArmSY v eireninsenannrananna 28,150 21,568 76.6 1,123 4.0 7,705 27.4
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over..... 17,048 16,455 96.5 632 3.7 1,225 7.2
Farms with sales under $2,500..... ceerraanen 11,102 5,113 46.0 491 4.4 6,480 58.4
Middle Atlantic, all faAIMSeesverveccvarann . 126,750 98,625 77.8 3,313 2.6 31,438 24.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over... 65,724 61,270 93,2 1,519 2.3 5,973 9.1
Farms with sales under $2,500....‘.......... 61,026 37,355 61.2 1,794 2.9 25,465 41.7
New York, all farmS...v.eevvenacress ceane 49,597 40,068 80.8 417 0.8 9,946 20.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over .e 30,328 26,620 87.7 346 1.1 4,054 13.4
Farms with sales under $2 5000secevenases 19,269 13,448 69.8 71 0.4 5,892 30.6
New Jersey, all farmS....eveeceeviesss 7,595 5,977 78.6 186 2.4 1,804 23.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 4,209 4,093 97.2 165 3.9 281 6.7
Farms with sales under $2,500.....00000.. 3,386 1,884 55.6 21 0.6 1,523 45.0
Pennsylvania, all farmS..seeavevscsanssnnsss 69,558 52,580 75.6 2,710 3.9 19,688 28.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over...... 31,187 30,557 98.0 1,008 3.2 1,638 5.2
Farms with sales under ¢2,500... . 38,371 22,023 §7.4 1,702 4.4 18,050 47.0
East North Central, all farms.....e..co... R 486,426 426,486 87.7 8,211 1.7 68,151 14.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over......... 316,980 305,193 96.3 4,831 1.5 16,618 5.2
Farms with sales under $2,500......... PR 169,446 121,293 71.6 3,380 2.0 51,533 30.4
Ohio, all fBYMSe . cevirvoaneenes 104,304 87,209 83.6 232" 0.2 17,327 16.6
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 57,751 55,760 96.6 232 0.4 2,223 3.8
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 46,553 31,449 67.6 - - 15,104 32.4
Indiana; a8ll farm8.....eccvuvvunecsrsne . 99,379 86,960 87.5 2,936 3.0 15,355 15.5
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 66,543 63,897 96.0 2,278 3.4 4,924 7.4
Farms with sales under $2,500..“.‘ 32,836 23,063 70.2 658 2.0 10,431 31.8
Illinois, all farms....... PRI . 103,917 90,487 87.0 1,189 1.1 14,619 14,1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 78,084 75,703 96.9 1,189 1.5 3,570 4.6
Farms with sales under $2,500 25,833 14,784 57.2 - - 11,049 42.8
Michigan, all farms...... 75,068 69,432 92.5 3,574 4.8 9,210 12.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 42,451 40,823 96.2 852 2.0 2,480 5.8
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 32,617 28,609 87.7 2,722 8.3 6,730 20.6
Wisconsin, all farms...v.eass PP 103,758 92,398 89,1 280 0.3 11,640 11.2
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over . 72,151 69,010 95.7 280 0.4 3,421 4.7
Farms with sales under $2,500.. 31,607 23,388 74.0 - - 8,219 26.0
West North Central, all farms.. 547,564 493,073 90.0 11,992 2.1 66,483 12.1
Farme with seles of $2,500 and over 437,593 421,705 96.4 11,558 2.6 27,446 6.2
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 109,971 71,368 64.9 434 -4 39,037 35.5
Mimmesota, all £armS...... 97,282 84,391 86.7 3,396 3.4 16,287 16.7
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over 72,187 69,932 96.9 3,396 4.7 5,651 7.8
Farms with sales under $2,500.. 25,085 14,459 57.6 - - 10,636 42,4
Towa, 811 LAIMS..verneesaess. 132,195 123,034 93,1 1,922 1.5 11,083 8.4
Farms with sales ol‘ $2 500 and over 118,705 114,186 96.2 1,922 1.6 6,441 5.4
Farms with sales under $2,500..... .. 13,490 8,848 65.6 - - 4,642 34.4
’ Migsouri, all Cieees 114,844 98,386 85.7 3,217 2.8 19,675 17.1
Farms with 73,357 72,011 98.2 2,783 3.8 4,129 5.6
Farms with sales under $2,500......... 41,487 26,375 63.5 434 1.0 15,546 37.5
North Dakota, all farms........ 37,107 36,162 97.4 1,194 3.2 2,139 5.8
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over 33,414 33,318 99.7 1,194 3.6 1,290 3.9
Farms with sales under $2,500....... 3,693 2,844 77.0 - - 849 23.0
South Dakota, 8ll farm....eccovvencvronrans 36,483 34,699 95.1 521 1.4 2,305 6.3
Farme with sales of $2,500 and over... 32,197 31,066 96,5 521 1.6 1,652 5.1
Farms with seles under $2,500........ 4,286 3,633 84.8 - - 653 15.2
Nebraska, all farms............ eeeeeaan 59,350 54,021 a1,0 1,044 1.7 5,373 10.7
Farms with sales o[‘ $2 500 and over... 53,471 49,928 93.4 1,044 2.0 4,587 8.6
Farms with sales under $2,500..¢.vcveuuns 5,879 4,093 69.6 - - 1,786 30.4
' Kansag, all farmMBe..eseseacssn 70,303 62,380 88.7 698 1.0 8,621 12.3
Farms with seles of 42,500 and over... 54,262 51,264 94.5 698 1.3 3,696 6.8
Farme with sales under $2,500.¢..v0erenes 16,041 11,116 69.3 - - 4,925 30,7

Note: Includec an estimated 1,261 abnormal furms. Figures onre estimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.
See tables 10 and 11. Data 1le also subject to nonsempling errors which result in differences in census farm counts and coverage
check egtimated farm counis. See text, Accuracy of the Estimates.

'!Duta not individually reported for the following States: Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
Connecticut.



1969 Census of Agriculture Evaluation of Coverage
Regions and Selected States

Table 8. Number of Farms by Components of Coverage by Value of Products Sold Excluding
Adjustments for Nonrespondents—Continued .

Included in census Qvercounted in census Missed in census
Estimated Percent of Percent of Percent of
total Number estimated Number estimated Number estimated
farms of farms total of farms total of farms total
South Atlantic, sll farms. .. 362,629 285,537 78.7 9,488 2.6 86,580 23,9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . 163,612 155,218 94.9 5,714 3.5 14,108 8.6
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 199,017 130,319 65.5 3,774 1.9 72,472 36.4
Maryland and Delaware, all farms...... 19,350 17,232 89.1 1,568 8.1 3,686 19.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 13,488 12,798 94.9 529 3.9 1,219 3.0
Farms with sales under $2,500.. 5,862 4,434 75.6 1,039 17.7 2,467 42.1
virginia, all farms...... 61,430 44,683 72.8 655 1.1 17,402 28.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 25,687 23,811 82.7 563 2.2 2,439 9.5
Farms with sales under $2,500.....c0c0sue 35,743 20,872 58.4 92 0.3 14,963 41.9
West Virginia, all farms.....cocuvuveees 28,870 18,515 64.1 836 2.9 11,191 38.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . 4,092 4,330 105.8 463 11.3 225 5.5
Farms with seles under $2,500........ 24,778 14,185 57.2 373 1.5 10,966 44.3
North Carolina, all farmSeeceersvaose . 134,326 112,079 83.4 3,526 2.6 25,773 19.2
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over-..... 63,361 59,409 93.8 1,840 2.9 5,792 9.1
Farms with sales under $2,500............ 70,965 52,670 74.2 1,686 2.4 19,981 28.2
South Carclina, all faIMSeseverensaevrncarss 40,494 32,087 79.2 818 2.0 9,225 22.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 14,820 14,009 94.5 234 1.6 1,045 7.1
Farms with sales under $2,500.. « 25,674 18,078 70.4 584 2.3 8,180 31.9
Georgia, gll farmS..c.ceocases . 50,765 41,441 81.6 1,544 3.0 10,868 21.4
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 29,710 29,007 97.6 1,544 5.2 2,247 7.6
Farms with sales under $2,500........ . 21,055 12,434 59,1 - - 8,621 40.9
Florida, all farms...icecescosccnsanonen . 27,394 19,500 71.2 541 2.0 8,435 30.8
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 12,454 11,854 95.1 541 4.3 1,141 9.2
Farms with sales under $2,500...c.000unvsn 14,940 7,646 51,2 - - 7,294 48.8
- East South Central, all farmS...e.econve. . 359,447 273,201 76.0 7,292 2.0 93,538 26.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. . 123,990 119,182 96.1 4,961 4.0 9,769 7.9
Farms with sales under $2,500........ . 235,457 154,019 65.4 2,331 1.0 83,769 35.6
Kentucky, all farms......... 100,913 85,402 84.6 2,716 2.7 18,227 18.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 48,394 46,019 95.1 1,976 4,1 4,351 9.0
Farms with sales under $2,500. aeiunae . 52,519 39,383 75.0 74.0 1.4 13,876 26.4
Tennessee, all farms....... renereusnaran s 116,401 87,113 74.8 4,146 3.5 33,434 28.7
Farms with seles of $2,500 and over. . 35,059 35,316 100.7 2,656 7.5 2,399 6.8
Farms with sales under $2,500.. . 81,342 51,797 63.7 1,490 1.8 31,035 38.1
Alabama, all £faAIrMSceccnecaerrscanen PR . 61,846 42,855 69.3 - - 18,991 30.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over.. - 19,823 18,242 92.0 - - 1,581 8.0
Farms with sales under $2,500...c.0v.uesn 42,023 24,613 58.6 - - 17,410 41.4
Mississippi, all farms...sc..nu. erearamaean 80,287 57,831 72.0 430 0.5 22,886 28.5
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 20,714 19,605 94.7 329 1.6 1,438 6.9
Farms with sales under $2,500........ . 59,573 38,226 64.2 101 0.2 21,448 36.0
West South Central, all farmS...c.a.e... 319,301 254,404 79.7 7,736 2.4 72,633 22.7
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over.. .. 156,696 147,669 94.2 5,069 3.2 14,096 9.0
Farms with sales under $2,500............... 162,605 106,735 65.6 2,667 1.6 58,537 36.0
Arkansas, all faImS.eseesceresnecinnananaans 56,966 45,285 79.5 1,946 3.4 13,627 23.9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over.. 23,935 23,030 96.2 574 2.4 1,479 6.2
Farms with sales under $2,500........ .. 33,031 22,255 67.4 1,372 4.2 12,148 36.8
Louisiana, all farmS...cceeececasancareen . 46,549 31,905 68.5 1,172 2.5 15,816 34.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. 15,185 13,675 90.0 1,008 6.6 2,518 16.6
Farms with sales under $2,500..... 31,364 18,230 58.1 164 0.5 13,298 42.4
Oklehoma, 8ll f8IMS.rsecnvernrnes 67,192 54,311 80.8 1,236 1.8 14,117 21.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over.. . 39,973 38,794 97.1 1,236 3.1 2,415 6.0
Farms with sales under $2,500..ccccuuva.s 27,219 15,517 57.0 - - 11,702 43,0
Texas, 8l fAIMS veeesvvenetusvavnnsnannss 148,594 122,903 82,7 3,382 2.3 29,073 19.6
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 77,603 72,170 83.0 2,251 2.9 7,684 9.9
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 70,991 50,733 71.5 1,131 1.6 21,389 30.1
Mountain, all farmsye.e.vecvisinieenns 114,535 97,560 85.2 2,866 2.5 19,841 17.3
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over 82,131 78,033 95.0 2,866 3.5 6,964 8.5
Farms with sales under $2,500.. 32,404 19,527 60.3 - - 12,877 39.7
Pacific, all farms?...enes caenes 117,520 89,098 75.8 1,877 1.6 30,301 25.8
Farms with sales of $2,5 0 and over e 71,819 66,901 93.2 1,578 2.2 6,496 9.0
Farms with sales under $2,500........ . 45,701 22,195 48.6 299 0.7 23,805 52.1
Washington! all farmSecsscrescnnes 44,755 29,705 66.3 198 0.4 15,248 34.1
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . 24,227 21,860 90.2 198 0.8 2,565 10.6
Farms with sales under $2,500........ 20,528 7,845 38.2 - - 12,683 61.8
Oregon, A1l fOYMSesesacesaonsnoccaannans 24,185 18,605 76.9 482 2.0 6,062 25,1
Farms with sales of $2,500 end over.. 14,965 14,071 94,0 287 1.9 1,181 7.9
Farms with sales under $2,500...s00vcesan 9,220 4,534 49.2 195 2.1 4,881 52.9
California, all farmMS..cocesesrasnans . 48,580 40,786 84.0 1,197 2.5 8,991 18,5
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . 32,627 30,970 94.9 1,093 3.3 2,750 8.4
Farms with sales under $2,500...ccceuenss 15,953 9,816 61.6 104 0.7 6,241 39.1

Note: Includes an estimated 1,261 abnormal farms. Figures are estimates based on a sample and are subject to sa i
mpling .
See tables 10 and 11. Data is also subject to nonsampling errors which result in differences in census farm couuts a.tl:d cgv:f'ar(g):s
chezlzk estimated farm counts. See text, Accuracy of the Estimates.
. élata not individually reported for the following States: Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorsdo, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and
evada .
2Does not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.
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Number of missed fOrmMS......ecaveers

Land in farms.............
Average size of farm...

Corn for grain......... veeseofarms.
acres..

Sorghums for grain.. ...farms. .
acres..

Wheat....... [IT TN o3 3 -
acres..

Soybeans....covuannn sesreeesssfarms..
acres..
Hay.e.osoenaonnnnann vessersas fAIMS. .
acres..
Cottonsiueinvueninannnnnans «.farms..
yeres..
Tobscco. . PERITIER ISR i -3 o
acres..
Cattle and celves............f&arms..
number. .
Hogs and pigS.eevsvesovevs. . farms..
number. .

Hens and pullets.............farms.
number. .

Total value of products sold.farms..
dollars (1,000)..

Number of missed farms..............

Land in farms
Average size of farm..

Corn for grain,. -..farms..
acres..
Sorghums for grain...........farms..
acres..
Wheat............. evseassssslfarms..
acres..
Soybeans.....eeeans ererssasesfBIMS,. .
acres..

HBYeervnovesernssnansnanssss farms..

Cotton.sceeeaeansss

acres..
TobaCCO . nevansss verssareassafarmE, o
acres..

Cattle and calves:-»cereonesn ».farms..
number. .
Hogs a8nd pigs....eovvee-av.-.farMs..
number. .
Hens &nd pullets..... cvesvssofRIMS. .
number., .

Total value of products sold.farms..
dollars (1,000)..

Number of micsed fBTMS.seuviasoernes

Land In farmo
Average size Of f@TMaseecviosenns

Corn for grain....

CTES .o
Sorghums for grain...........farms..
acres..

Wheat......... teeraaninn cersofarms..
acres..
SOybEENG. et vesesssasofarms..
acres. .

HOYevvarsooeenanraoarasssanasl@IMS, o

acres.y
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TODACCO s eaasesese Ceieranaen

Cattle and calvegseceevcacs ...farms.
number. .

Hogs and plege.cvieinone . farms..
number. .

Hens and pulletS...o. ssesonofBrma..
number..

Total value of products aold.farms.
dollars (1,000)..

Note: Includes an estimated 314 abnormal farms.
lpata not individually reported for the following States:

Evaluation of Coverage

Table 9. Characteristics of Farms Missed in the Census

1969 Census of Agriculture
Regions and Selected States

United States Middle Atlantic East North Central
The New
North The The | Englend New Penn-

Total Northeast Central South West | totall Total  New York Jersey sylvania Total Ohio Indiana
476,670 39,143 134,634 252,751 50,142 7,705 31,438 9,946 1,804 19,688 68,151 17,327 15,355
56,360,304 3,012,141 17,875,095 24,928,805 10,544,263 | 767,299 2,244,842 1,030,774 78,404 1,135,664| 6,232,403 1,102,441 2,113,074
118 76 132 98 210 100 % 103 43 57 9 63 137
96,140 8.051 35,700 50,903 1,486 88 7,963 565 298 7,100 18,952 5,693 5,393
2,349,694 69,921 1,728,313 507,437 44,023 264 69,657 10,674 2,923 56,060 819,363 113,420 508,356
7,142 36 4,288 1,361 599 - 36 - 36 - 486 - 332
370,895 234 228,393 119,271 20,423 - 234 - 234 - 3,840 - 1,992
20,642 2,516 11,556 3,584 2,986 - 2,516 777 78 1,661 4,798 2,478 1,172
879,981 18,831 545,628 142,645 172,877 - 18,831 5,966 432 12,433 57,416 26,338 13,190
33,412 48 20,669 12,695 - - 48 - 48 - 10,445 2,411 3,471
1,496,212 1,338 1,056,469 438,405 - - 1,338 - 1,338 - 562,366 88,066 325,730
147,107 21,309 55,669 53,463 16,666 4,713 16,596 5,242 374 10,980 28,280 6,966 4,083
2,795,235 391,435 1,212,179 673,845 517,776 | 102,539 288,896 141,214 6,287 141,395 530,374 81,002 66,648
11,929 - 364 11,028 537 - - - - - - - -
308,240 - 3,458 285,847 18,935 - - - - - - - -
34,734 159 1,040 33,535 - - 159 - - 159 1,040 516 524
71,456 344 907 70,205 - - 344 - - 344 907 645 262
297,753 23,637 76,913 163,800 33,403 4,713 18,924 6,364 334 12,226 34,355 9,191 7,262
5,819,584 319,481 1,936,134 2,631,685 932,284 71,214 248,267 135,996 2,983 109,288 652,229 93,893 154,299
123,416 6,078 32,345 79,016 5,977 894 5,184 1,654 124 3,406 15,210 4,076 2,237
2,818,818 50,097 1,586,471 1,068,399 113,851 4,553 45,544 5,793 2,602 37,149 719,110 186,159 137,664
137,851 8,515 37,768 83,027 8,541 1,752 6,763 2,644 421 3,698 18,320 4,750 4,282
14,198,839 1,432,375 2,973,656 9,260,796 532,012 55,598] 1,376,777 274,852 531,899 570,026 1,091,641 167,891 224,025
453,419 37,384 129,250 238,890 47,895 7,497| 29,887 9,705 1,804 18,378 65,644 16,031 15,104
1,501,766 185,297 620,545 480,424 215,5001  26,113] 159,184 123,476 9,847 25,861 289,943 32,870 128,578

East North Central—Continued west North Central

North South
Illinois Michigan Wisconsin Total Minnesota Towa Missouri Dakota Dakota Nebraska Kansas
14,619 9,210 11,640 66,483 16,287 11,083 19,675 2,139 2,305 6,373 8,621
805,156 793,885 1,417,847 11,642,692 2,429,439 1,748,061 1,804,668 1,116,154 1,045,359 1,324,263 2,174,748
55 86 121 175 149 157 91 521 453 207 252
3,583 2,468 1,815 16,748 3,963 7,018 1,226 - 918 2,523 1,100
101,890 54,904 40,793 908,950 232,434 328,848 34,688 - 114,196 175,684 23,100
- 154 - 3,802 - - 257 - 540 1,295 1,710
- 1,848 - 224,553 - - 257 - 48,600 64,123 111,573
581 567 - 6,758 274 - 478 892 158 1,556 3,400
12,886 5,002 - 488,212 20,550 - 12,932 184,886 6,750 77,429 185,665
4,080 503 - 10,224 1,762 4,222 1,020 - - 1,935 1,285
141,800 6,770 - 494,103 150,047 196,573 39,932 - - 64,089 43,462
3,005 6,505 7,721 27,389 8,651 5,660 5,185 884 1,331 2,786 2,892
58,024 185,039 169,661 681,805 225,584 92,368 71,920 52,063 75,930 87,711 66,229
- - - 364 - - 364 - - - -
- - - 3,458 - - 3,458 - - - -
6,356 6,042 5,504 42,558 8,535 6,878 14,175 1,411 1,840 4,404 5,315
127,219 112,805 164,013 1,283,905 205,703 301,107 211,994 64,245 112,248 178,169 210,439
5,854 1,966 1,277 17,135 1,860 4,147 5,852 279 1,103 2,029 1,865
267,051 66,150 62,086 867,361 102,318 429,202 176,614 1,457 39,444 48,299 70,027
3,445 3,247 2,596 19,448 2,999 2,800 5,985 1,151 1,204 2,661 2,648
288,610 155,385 255,730 1,882,015 321,159 393,609 373,367 134,070 283,450 306,956 69,404
14,619 8,855 11,035 63,606 15,978 11,083 17,201 2,045 2,305 6,373 8,621
57,738 30,760 39,997 330,602 78,282 89,537 44,972 11,944 26,084 47,927 31,856
South Atlantic East South Central
Delaware
and West North South Miss-
Total Maryland Virginia Virginia Carolina Carolina Georgia Florida Total Kentucky Tennessee Alabama issippi
— h

86,580 3,686 17,402 11,191 25,773 9,225 10,868 8,435 | 93,538 18,227 33,434 18,991 22,886
7,080,541 358,268 1,758,263 1,166,621 1,295,007 408,576 1,086,351 987,455 | 6,399,244 1,458,642 1,835,720 1,287,776 1,817,108
82 97 101 104 50 44 99 117 68 80 54 67 79
24,969 1,347 5,159 861 9,857 3,359 3,711 575 21,487 4,334 4,879 5,563 8,711
280,354 28,019 32,572 3,876 105,460 18,069 58,535 33,823 198,958 55,157 52,075 52,885 38,841
858 - - - 858 - - - 438 220 216 - -
2,574 - - - 2,574 - - - 65,020 220 64,800 - -
1,740 262 216 74 962 160 - 66 604 388 216 - -
10,576 5,910 824 580 1,924 480 - 858 30,248 8,648 21,600 - -
6,873 €55 957 - 3,808 881 435 139 3,788 1,728 410 178 1,475
91,242 20,476 13,984 - 31,227 9,786 8,350 9,419 133,854 15,337 29,897 890 87,730
22,505 1,560 7,854 7,451 3,324 557 1,117 642 21,493 7,396 11,271 1,197 1,629
247,539 41,694 90,161 71,866 27,134 1,386 13,042 2,256 282,072 133,341 120,768 15,394 12,569
2,214 - 184 - 614 1,023 393 - 5,071 - 695 1,813 2,563
20,881 - 368 - 7,734 7,651 5,128 - 91,443 - 14,620 19,476 57,347
12,134 729 1,919 239 7,608 575 912 152 21,401 11,638 9,763 - -
42,947 5,849 5,048 119 25,427 1,685 3,998 821 27,258 19,017 8,241 - -
46,227 1,728 11,172 8,735 8,487 3,457 7,259 4,389 59,483 9,941 20,045 12,453 17,044
537,306 60,313 94,926 74,759 78,603 28,916 108,224 91,565 793,799 119,869 258,891 213,045 202,194
30,393 696 6,060 1,912 10,399 5,470 4,434 1,424 32,638 6,218 10,358 6,277 9,785
592,342 17,866 116,794 9,608 266,491 62,636 94,764 24,188 313,440 67,418 131,509 58,012 56,501
23,448 516 5,212 4,220 8,757 4,228 1,823 1,692 31,891 5,846 10,308 8,228 7,511
3,341,716 20,265 110,895 103,574 124,803 78,915 2,809,540 93,724 | 5,056,541 166,158 1,369,474 3,415,336 114,573
81,202 3,688 15,880 11,191 22,924 8,878 10,884 8,059 92,155 18,227 33,326 18,595 22,007
179,362 22,758 28,493 6,933 52,833 17,174 29,437 21,734 141,895 49,820 37,356 24,423 30,296

Figures are ectimates based on a sample and are subject to sampling errors.
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut.

See tables 10 and 11.
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West South Central Pacific?
Mountein

Total Arkansas Louisiena Oklahoma Texas totall Total Washington Oregen California
Number of missed faIMSeeesucvsscosan 72,633 13,827 15,816 14,117 29,073 19,841 30,301 15,248 6,062 8,991
Land In fBIMS.c.evvantrrirrencrreees 11,469,020 1,552,887 1,013,073 1,716,451 7,186,609 7,599,350 2,944,513 1,462,815 415,702 1,086,396
Average gize of faArfleivseacorvees 158 11, 137 121 247 383 97 85 68 118
Corn for grain,.c.ses-suveesofarms.. 4,447 256 2,455 399 1,337 1,320 166 44 60 62
aeres.,. 28,125 631 12,077 5,298 9,219 39,536 4,487 2,244 540 1,703
Sorghums for grain...........farms.. 925 - - 113 812 657 42 - - 42
acres.. 54,251 - - 3,164 51,087 18,722 1,701 - - 1,701
WheltesuesveseosorransnorsassfBIMS., 1,240 119 - 498 623 2,492 494 107 345 42
acres.. 101,821 952 - 28,548 72,321 149,555 23,322 6,478 15,038 1,808
SOybeans..ecsstecsseessonnse LML, 2,034 801 774 236 133 - - - - -
acres.. 213,309 173,953 27,964 8,732 2,660 - - - - -
R - v .1 SN 9,465 2,768 875 2,662 3,160 9,742 6,924 4,044 1,609 1,271
acres.,. 144,234 37,491 11,581 51,329 43,833 400,806 116,970 60,565 24,132 32,273
COttoNueesereerarseeresveeessf@rms.. 3,743 856 1,337 113 1,437 188 349 - - 348
acres.. 173,523 125,280 20,885 1,243 26,115 10,610 8,325 - - 8,325
TODECCOs s euusacsssecaereesnsofBIMS, s - - - - - - - - - -
acres.. - - - - - - - - - -
Cattle and calvesS..e.su..ss s fBTME,. 59,080 11,398 12,963 12,386 22,343 12,430 20,973 11,847 4,365 4,761
numbers . 1,300,580 159,928 205,983 216,207 718,465 541,428 390,856 169,649 67,979 153,228
Hogs and pigs.icecvvenecse..o.formS. . 15,983 3,283 4,183 2,520 5,987 4,140 1,842 245 633 964
number., . 162,617 43,794 18,555 12,473 86,795 82,903 30,948 5,048 15,728 10,172
Hens and pullets.....e.e.ssq.f8IMS,. 27,688 4,206 8,640 6,196 8,646 4,176 4,365 1,884 1,318 1,163
number. . 863,539 69,803 351,350 183,741 258,645 127,329, 404,683 34,457 44,294 325,932
Total value of products sold.farms.. 65,533 13,499 13,029 14,117 24,888 19,598 28,299 14,018 5,617 8,664
dollars (1,000).. 159,167 37,389 21,346 26,102 74,330 109,996 105,504 25,386 17,005 63,113

'Note: Includes an estimated 314 abnormel farms.
1pata not individually reported for the following States:

2Does not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.

Figures are estimates based on & sample and are subject to sampling errors.
Montana, Ideho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexieo, Arizona, Utah, and

See tables 10 and 11.

Nevada.
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United States and Regions
Table 10. Sampling Reliability of Estimates for Number of Farms by Components of Coverage and
Value of Sales Class

Sampling error of estimates

Estimated total farms Number Missed in census
overcounted
Number Percent in census® Number Percent
United States
ALL 8IS, + o v v v v v v e e e e e e 30,866 1.3 5,359 13,074 2.7
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . . 20,370 1.4 3,376 5,839 5.7
Class 1--Sales of $40,000 and over . . . . . 7,290 3.5 1,261 1,652 27.5
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . . 8,435 3.1 1,544 1,423 13.9
Class 3-Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . . 8,905 2.7 1,385 1,735 10.9
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . . 9,048 3.0 1,372 2,640 9.4
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to $4,999 . . . . . 10,650 3.3 1,878 4,388 10.4
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. + + . . . . . 22,804 2.2 4,152 11,557 3.1
€lass 6. « v v v v o e e e e e e e 9,764 4.6 1,220 4,515 6.2
Class 7—Part time + v v o v & v o v o . . . 16,643 3.0 3,679 8,657 4.4
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . « . . . 10,311 3.9 1,042 5,654 5.5
The Northeast
ALL £ATTS. & ¢ v v v o v o e e e e e e e e e 6,143 4.0 1,712 3,199 8.2
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . . 3,808 4.6 495 1,462 20.3
Class 1—Sales of $40,000 and over . . . . . 2,023 11.0 306 1,257 68.1
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . . 1,782 7.7 184 298 33.1
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . . 1,429 7.8 312 473 23.3
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . . 1,376 12.5 113 313 31.9
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to $4,999 . . . . . 1,236 10,4 121 396 27.5
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2 500, . . .. ... 4,883 6.8 1,649 2,852 8.9
Class 6. . . .. e 1,163 13.4 71 673 20.2
Class 7—Part time . . . . . ... a . 4,177 9.2 1,136 2,499 11.8
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . . 2,085 11.3 542 1,008 - 13,7
The North Central
ALL fBIMS. « o o+ 4 o o o 0 v v o o o v e e 19,152 1.9 3,660 6,761 5.0
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over « « + . . . 14,572 1.9 2,530 3,477 7.9
Class 1—Sales of $40,000 and over . . . . . 5,522 5.3 1,058 886 47.9
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . . 6,976 4.2 1,164 1,248 21.4
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . . 7,341 3.7 992 1,353 18.4
Class 4-—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . . 6,792 4.4 816 1,916 14,1
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to $4,999 . . . . . 6,871 5.3 1,526 2,120 13.8
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . . . 12,711 4.5 2,648 5,842 6.5
Class 6. ¢ v o v v b e e e e e e e 4,238 10.5 - 1,881 17.5
Class 7—Part time . + + v v oo e e 10,280 6.2 2,648 4,421 8.5
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . .. 5,444 7.4 - 3,100 11.1
The South
ALL TATMS. + 4 « o o v e e o b v e e e e e 21,372 2.1 3,377 9,628 3.8
Class 1-5—Sales of $2,500 and over . . . . . . 12,073 2.7 1,957 4,034 10.6
‘Class 1—Sales of $40,000 and over . . . 3,777 7.0 519 546 41.4
Clags 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . 3,914 7.0 849 571 22.9
Class 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . . 4,346 5.7 803 891 20.5
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . . 5,358 4.9 1,087 1,694 17.2
Class 5—Sales of $2,500 to $4,999 . . . . . 7,060 4.7 1,083 3,433 17.4
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2,500. . . . . . .. 17,453 2.9 2,734 8,812 4.1
Class 6. . . e e e e 8,590 5.7 1,217 3,913 7.3
Class '7—Part ume e e e e e e e e e e 11,673 4.1 2,288 6,172 6.2
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . . 8,099 5.0 871 4,529 7.4
The West ?
ALL fOXMS. « o = « o « o o 0 o o v o o o v e 9,561 4.1 995 4,722 9.4
Class 1-5—S8ales of $2,500 and over . . . . . . 6,508 4.2 962 1,895 14.1
. Class 1—Sales of $40,000 and over . . . . . 2,073 6.0 325 258 26.2
Class 2—Sales of $20,000 to $39,999 . . . . 1,999 6.8 524 232 22.5
Clase 3—Sales of $10,000 to $19,999 . . . . 2,114 6.5 439 404 18.3
Class 4—Sales of $5,000 to $9,999 . . . . . 2,263 8.2 150 576 16.2
Class 5—Sales of 2 500 to $4 999 . . ..., 3,851 13.0 343 1,679 29,7
Class 6-8—Sales of under $2 500 4 0 e v ... 5,476 7.0 184 3,693 10.1
- Class 6. . + + . . e e e e e 1,491 14.6 - 1,040 18.8
Class 7—Part time . . . . . . . . « « . . & 4,195 7.9 33 3,325 13.2
Class 8—Part retirement . . . . . . . . . . 2,618 17.9 181 908 15.3

1The variance of the overcount component of coverage is based upon very few cases and the coefficient of variation (percent)
ranges from 30 to 100 percent.
?Doce not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.
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Table 11. Sampling Reliability of Estimates for Number of Farms by Components of Coverage and

New Englend, all farme? . . . . . . . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. .
Farms with seles under $2,500, . . . .

Middle Atlantic, all farms. . . +» . « «
Farms with seles of $2,500 and over. .
Farms with sales under $2,500. . . . .

New York, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

New Jersey, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Pennsylvania, all farms. . . . « « . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Fast North Central, all farms . . . . o+
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. .
Farms with sales under $2 500. . . . .

Ohio, all farms. .

Farms with sales of $2 500 and over .

Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Indiana, all farms . . . .

Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over

Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .
Iilinois, all farms. . « « - « - « « -
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Michigan, a1l farms. . . . . . . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over -

Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Wisconsin, 8ll farms . . . . . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 a.nd over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

West North Central, all farms . . . . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. .
Farms with sales under $2,500. ¢ . . .

Minnesota, all farms . . . P
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Iowa, all farms. . . .

Farms with sales of $2 500 and over

Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Missouri, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

North Dakote, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 a.nd over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

South Dakota, all farms. . « + « « «
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Nebraska, all farms. . . . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over

Farms with seles under $2,500 . . .

Kansas, all farms. . . . .
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

South Atlantic, all farms « « « + o + o »
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over. .
Farms with sales under $2,500. , . . .

Marylend and Delaware, all farms . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
. Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

Virginia, all farms. . . . .

Farms with sales of $2,500 and over

Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

West Virginia, all farms . . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and’ over
Parms with sales under $2,500 . . .

North Carolina, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

South Carolina, all farms. . . .
Farms with sales of $2,500 snd over
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . .

See footnotes at end of table.

Value of Products Soid
Sampling error of estimates

Estimted total farms Number
overcoun’oezii

Number Percent in census
1,864 6,6 478
1,364 8.0 269
1,272 11,5 397
5,853 4.8 1,644
3,556 5.4 415
4,715 7.7 1,600
3,629 7.3 210
2,593 8.5 198
2,437 12.6 71
697 9.2 58
403 9.8 55
514 15.2 21
4,539 6.5 1,629
2,399 7.7 361
4,003 10.4 1,599
14,874 3.1 3,007
10,507 3.3 1,492
10,720 6.3 2,612
6,303 6.0 232
4,431 7.7 232
4,769 10.2 -
7,175 7.2 1,232
5,078 7.6 1,045
5,362 16.3 658
6,978 6.7 629
5,438 7.0 629
4,179 16.2 -
6,431 8.6 2,645
3,688 8.7 778
5,168 15.8 2,528
6,323 6.1 280
4,670 6.5 280
4,386 13.9 -
12,065 2.2 2,086
10,096 2.3 2,043
6,831 6.2 434
5,176 5.3 1,440
3,962 5.5 1,440
3,603 14.4 -
6,347 4.8 789
5,529 4.7 789
2,772 20.5 -
6,205 5.4 1,084
4,839 6.6 998
4,280 10.3 434
2,041 5.5 362
1,877 5.6 362
849 23.0 -
1,983 5.4 242
1,900 5.9 242
870 20.3 -
3,781 6.4 446
3,431 6.4 446
1,378 23.4 -
4,194 6.0 302
3,653 6.7 302
2,075 12.9 -
13,460 3.7 2,213
6,757 4.1 1,140
11,311 5.7 1,898
1,329 6.9 806
1,109 8.2 295
821 14.0 750
4,832 7.9 309
2,646 10.3 296
4,331 12.1 92
2,980 10.3 366
600 14.7 274
2,956 11.9 256
10,325 7.7 1,830
4,578 7.2 713
8,813 12.4 1,686
3,380 8.3 388
1,456 8.8 166
3,004 11,7 352

Missed in census

Number Percent
958 12.4
345 28.2
910 14,0
3,052 9.7
1,421 23.8
2,703 10.6
1,701 17.1
1,355 33.4
1,022 17.3

269 14.9

109 38.8

249 16.3
2,518 12.8

414 25.3
2,490 13,8
4,924 7.2
2,168 13.0
4,457 8.6

2,598 15.0

819 36.8
2,472 16.4
2,109 13.7
1,253 25.4
1,735 16.6
2,599 17.8
1,011 28.3
2,448 22.2
1,664 18.1

765 30,8
1,500 22.3
1,876 16.1

922 27,0
1,580 19.2
4,634 7.0
2,719 9.9
3,777 9.7
2,294 14.1
1,195 21.1
2,039 19.2
1,982 17.9
1,457 22.6
1,285 27.7
2,713 13.8
1,034 25.0

2,501 16.1
505 23.6
358 27.8
357 42,0
693 30.1
636 38.5
285 43.6

1,348 21.2
1,155 25.2
735 41.2
1,539 17.9
950 25.7
1,206 24.5
5,400 6.2
1,690 12,0
5,137 7.1
544 14,8
206 16.9
505 20,5
3,095 17.8
918 37.6
2,984 19,9
1,530 13.7
85 37.8
1,529 13.9
2,993 1.6
1,198 20.7
2,715 13.6
1,425 15.4
407 38,9
1,373 16.8
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Regions and Selected States
Table 11. Sampling Reliability of Estimates for Number of Farms by Components of Coverage and
Value of Products Sold—Continued

Sampling error of estimates

Estimated total farms Number Missed in census
- overcounted -
Number Percent in census® Number Percent
Georgla, all farms . . . . PN 4,568 9.0 874 1,766 16.2
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over . . . . 3,224 10,9 674 851 24,5
Farms with sales under $2 500 0 0 0 v w4 2,951 14.0 - 1,687 19.6
Florida, all farms . + o + « « &+ « » PRI 2,873 10.5 248 1,685 20.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . . . . 1,896 15.2 248 242 21,2
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 2,090 14.0 - 1,670 22.9
East South Central, all farms . . . . . . . . . . 11,757 3.3 1,731 5,522 5.8
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over . . . . . 5,885 4.7 1,088 1,804 18.5
Farms with sales under $2 5000 ¢ 4 i 4 v v e . 10,249 4.4 1,302 5,192 6.2
Kentucky, all farms. . . PP 5,905 5.9 792 2,413 13.2
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over e e . 3,596 7.4 597 1,375 31.6
Farms with sales under $2 500 . ¢ . 40w . 4,764 $.1 533 2,019 14.6
Tennessee, all farms . . . « . . . P 6,991 6.0 1,519 3,445 10.3 *
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . . . . 3,384 9.7 880 769 32.1
Farms with sales under $2 500 . .. 0 ... 6,187 7.6 1,183 3,389 10.9
Alebama, all faTmS . + & « « + o « o o o « 4,620 7.8 - 2,584 13.6
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . . . . 2,116 10.7 - 741 46.9
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 4,061 9.7 - 2,373 13.6
Mississippi, all farms . ce e 5,757 7.2 253 2,473 10.8 .
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over PR 2,401 11.6 233 473 32.9
Farms with seles under $2,500 . . . . . . . 5,252 8.8 101 2,401 11,2
West South Central, ell farms . . . . e e e . 11,720 3.7 1,873 5,749 7.9
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . . . . 8,091 5.2 1,159 3,188 22,86
Farms with sales under $2,500 « + » « + . . 8,463 5.2 1,475 4,931 8.4
Arkansas, all farms. « + . « e .. 4,204 7.4 1,419 1,640 12.0
Farms with sales of $2,500 and over . . . . 2,354 9.8 367 503 34.0
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 3,385 10.2 1,372 1,572 12.8
Louisiena, all farms . . . . PRI 3,976 8.5 37 2,069 13.1
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over . . . . 1,965 12,9 333 640 25.4
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . - 3,461 11.0 164 1,978 14,9
Oklahoma, 811 faIMS. + . o &« « « o « o o « s » 6,523 8.7 747 2,163 15.3
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over . . . . 5,715 14.3 - 791 32.8
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 3,157 11.6 747 1,981 16.9
Texas, all farms . . . PR 7,831 5.3 895 4,626 15.9
Farms with sales of $2 500 and over . . . . 4,838 6.2 735 2,979 38.8
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 6,182 8.7 515 3,742 17.5
Mountain, all farms®. . . et e e e e e e . 5,973 5.2 911 1,816 9.2
Farms with sales of $2, 500 emd over. . . 4 . . 4,425 5.4 911 877 12,6
Farms with sales under $2,500. . . . . . . . . 3,604 11,1 - 1,560 12,1
Pacific, all farms® . . . . s e e e e e e . 7,466 6.4 369 4,359 14.4
Farms with sales of $2, 500 and over. . . . . . 4,772 6.6 310 1,680 25.9
Farms with seles under $2,500. . . . . . . . . 4,122 9.0 184 3,347 14.1
Washington, all farms. . . . PR 6,475 14.5 147 4,125 27.1
Parms with sales of $2, 500 and OVEY « .+ . . 3,083 16.4 147 1,587 61.9
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 3,564 17.4 - 3,104 24.5
QOregony all farms. . . . . ... 1,998 8.3 194 912 15.0
Farms with sales of $2, 500 end OVeT + « 4 & 1,471 9.8 102 332 28.1
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 1,289 14.0 167 841 17.2
California, all farms. . . + « . PR 3,135 8.5 277 1,073 11,9
Farms with sales of $2,500 smd over . . . . 2,180 6.7 254 439 16.0
Farms with sales under $2,500 . . . . . . . 1,620 10.2 78 930 14.9

lvariance of the overcount component of coverage is based upon very few cases and the coefficient of variation (percent)
ranges from 30 to 100 percent.
Data not individually reported for the following States: Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
Connecticut.
3Date not individually reported for the following States: Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah
and Nevada.
. “Does not include data for Alaska and Hawaii.
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EXHIBIT A. Coverage Check Processing Procedures

JES data
received from
USDA

Match to
Census

Transcription
to control-
match records

mailing
lists

Yes

Corrections
and
correction
runs

Merge ‘69
Census data
records for

matched units

Match to
Census
mailing
lists
Review
additional _
information ¢ Mail A-90
from A-90
Compare
to Census ¢
report data

!

Technical review to
| assign coverage
classification codes

Transcription
to keying
document

Computer
consistency

edit and
edit review

Tabulation

-P of data

Keying



EXHIBIT B. ZIP Code Reference

ZIP Code State and County Code *

County Name

50659

50660

50661

50662

41003
42005

42006

42009
42012

42013
42024
42037
74002

42004
42008

42010
42011
42037

42006
42035

420089
42011

42012

42041

MOWER
HOWARD
CHICKASAW

BREMER
FAYETTE

WINNESHIEK
LEE
GRUNDY
HIDALGO

MITCHELL
BUTLER
BLACK HAWK
BUCHANAN
GRUNDY

CHICKASAW
BENTON

BREMER

BUCHANAN
FAYETTE
DALLAS

* gtate and county code of all counties in which the ZIP code appears

A-2



EXHIBIT C.

rorm 69-A90

{5-8-70)

1969 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

EVALUAT'ON OF THE BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Budget Bureau No. 41-S70046
Approval Expires June 30, 1971

Please mention the Census File Number (the number in the upper left corner
of the address Jabel) if you write to us about this report,

{Please carrect any error in name and gddress including ZIP code)

Response to this inquizy is
required by law (Title 13,
U.%. Code), By the same
law your report to the Cen-
sus Bureau is confidential.
It may be seen only by
sworn Census employees
and may be used only for
statistical purposes.

Return form in the enclosed
postage-paid envelope to:

Agriculture Division
Bureau of the Census

Washington, D.C. 20233

CENSUS USE 010
ONLY

lon

jmz 013

Section 1 — ACREAGE and OWNERSHIP as of December 31, 1969

Acres
None o014
1. Land owned on December 31, 1969 . . . . . o o ittt i s it it e [
2. Land rented or leased from others on December 31, 1969 — Include land worked
on shares or share-cropped for others; leased Federal, State, and railroad land; o1s
and land used rent free. (Do not include land used on a per-kead basis under None
QUTAZING DPETMEL.) 2« ¢ o v e et et e e e e b e e e
st
3. Land rented or leased to others on December 31, 1969 — Include land subleased Nene [’
and land worked on shares or share-cropped by others. . .. .. ..o o oo v i
forr
4, Please ADD acres owned (ifem 1) to acres rented (item 2), then SUBTRACT
acres rented to others (item 3), and enter your answer in this space. »
. 018
5. How many acres were diverted under soil bank or other Federal programs None
such as those for feed grains, wheat, etc., in 19692 . . o v it i O Acres
019
6. How many persons rented or leased land from you in 1969? — Include those = None
WONKingG LanA O SRAYES. « « v v v v e v e et eaaon s anens (] Persons
7. How many acres of the land you rented or leased from others (item 2) did 020
you subrent or sublease to others? — Include land rented or leased by you None
which was worked on shares by others. . . ... .... S s AEaraaraeeas 4 Acres

. Did the number of

acres you operated change at any time during 1969?

[ Yes — Complete the following

Type of change No Yeos If yes, give number of acres and dote of change
P Acres Date (Mo./Yr.)
021 022
] 1&'0 = a. Bought additional land
o to
Section 2 023 024
b. Sold land
¢. Rented land from others — 025 026
Include rent free land
d. Rented land to others — 027 028
Include rent free land
e. Other changes — Specify 028 030

Section 2 —~ LOCATION of agricultural activity in 1969

1. In what county and State were your principal agricultural operations located?

State

County

2, Did you }xa»ve‘agri;ulmml operations in any other county or counties?
[ Yes — Complete the following

}Give names of counties, States, and acres located in each.

CONo = - - County State Acres
-~ Skipte - - CEY
Section 3
932
33

pm M ven " Al of your 1969 agcicultural operations, fio matter where located, should

~be in¢luded in this report.

A3



Section 3 —~ OPERATIONAL STATUS ~ Your farm may have been included in the aériculmre census under a EXH IBIT C.—comiﬂu ed

differeat name or address. The information requested in this section will be used to check the -
completeness of the census.

1. In the past two years have you received mail at any address other than the one listed in the address label
on page 1 of this form? — Include different ways mail can be addressed to you a your present location.

E] Yes — Enter other address ——— s Route, box No., or street
ONo City

State ZIP code

2.D h i i ?
o you have a Social Security number Social Security number
[ Yes — Enter number

—— [ LI-[1 [T

I Ne - -

3. Do you have an Employer Identification (EI) number? EI number
[ Yes — Enter number

O L -]

4. Mark (X) the box which best describes the operator of this farm.
[ Aa individual , [] Other — Specify type of organization
[ A partnership Go to item 5 then skip to item 6
[ Corporation, less than 10 stockholders

{1 Corporation, 10 stockholders or more } Skip to item 6

5. Since Januory 1, 1968, have there been any partners, landlords, tenants, or sharecroppers associated with
this place or has there been any other person who received any share of crops, livestock, or other production
in cash or kind from the operation of this place?

[} No — Skip to item 7 {1 Yes — Who are they? — Fill table below
ANSWER What is this Enter description | What year
IF AN pelrso.n'slfumily of person, a.f., did this
INDIVIDUAL the operater of |tanans, share- " |baceme
OR Name Address this farm? (For |eropper, other — [associated
PARTNERSHIP :xumpla‘:,l;;m:nt, Specify -;:i:':’ihis

on, un r ?
not related.)
(a) (b) (c) [C}] (e)

Route, box No., or street

City, State, ZIP code

Route, box No., or street

City, State, ZIP code

Route, box No., or street

City, State, ZIP code

After completing above table, skip to item 7

ANSWER 6. Is the name and address of the corporation ar other organization that operates this place
IF A the same as that shown in the address label? [o—=
CORPORATION | (] Yes ~ skip to iten 7
TYPE OF [[] No — What is the correct name and Route, box No., or street
ORGANIZATION address of the corporation

that operates this place? Cioy Siace, 1P code

NOTE: Answer questians 7 through 12 for the person in charge of the operation.,
If a corporation answer for the manager,
i o portnership answer for the senior partner,

042
7. Year you began to operate any par of this place. . Year
8. If you began operating this place on or after Name
January 1, 1968, who operated this place
before you? . .. ... .. v e s s . Route, box No., or street
City State ZIP code

9. Does the operator ~ the person in charge of the 083
farm or ranch operdtions ~ live on this place?. , . . t [ Yes 2 [ No

044
10, Opetator's Bg€ o o v s v oot e s arenranns e Yearsold . ¥

045 L ’
11. Race — Mark (X) the appropriate box 1 [] White 2 (] Negro or Black 3 [ Indian (Ames.)." 5 [] Other

12. Number of days opeator wosked off this place in 1969 — Include work at @ nonfarm job, busimess ar
pr‘;‘;‘easion, a? on Psomeone elge’s farm. (Do mot include exchange work.) Mark (X) the approprigbe boz. -

o 1 ] None 2 [] 1~49 days 3[] 50-99 days 4[] 100~199 days 5 [1200 aﬁi.é ;é't,‘:tvn:o:‘:'e ‘

A-4 Formeo a0 15-6.70) Page 2



EXHIBIT C.—Continued

Section 4 — CROPS harvested for any purpose from land you operated in 1969 ~ Report all crops harvested. Include
crops grown under contract, Be sure to include landlord’s share, if you rent cropland from others.

Acres horvested Quontity harvested
G50 057
1. Field corn for grain — Report quantily harvested on a
shelled basis and in one unit only — either bushels None o Bushels
or hundredweight. . .. . .. .. i i 952 Hondred-
weight
653 o83
2, Field corn for silage, cut for green or dry fodder, hogged  None
or grazed (Do not include acres reported in item 1.). . ... [ - - Tons
3, Sorghums for grain or seed — Report quantity harvested None or Bushels
in one unit only — either bushelsor pounds . ... ...... 057
Pounds
4. Sorghums for silage, cut for dry forage or hay, or hogged 058 059
or grazed (Do not include here acres already reported None
20 2 Tons
None 060 061
5. Wheat for grain. . ... oo v iv i v i it Bushels
None |02 B63
6. Other small grains for grain —oats, barley, rye, rice, etc. . o - Bushels
7.Soybeans forbeans . . . ... ..t iei it Bushels
066 667
8. Hay — all kinds except sorghum hay (if two or more
cuttings were made from the same land, REPORT ACRES None Tons,
ONLY ONCE, but report total tons of all cuttings.} .. ... . 24
None |068 069
9. COtION v v v v e v e te et Bales
.............. Ny 157 i
10. Peanuts fOrfuLS . o « o v oo v v v m e e i — Pounds
I £
L8
NOTE: For items 11 through 16, report whole acres and tenths Nome |°7 i /‘°73
i
11. Tobacco —all types . . .o v v v i it ii i iennennas 1 710 Pounds
None {074 : 075 Hundred-
12. Irish potatoes and Sweetpotatoes . . . . . v o s o v ... 1 710 weight
None [076 } / ¢77 Dollar
13. Vegetables, sweet:com, or melons for sale .......... 4 710 $ value sold
None 078 { 079 Pound
14. Berries forsale . . ... v v e ieeneennnennnnnnn [ 7o ounds
080 H 681
15, Land in bearing and nonbearing fruit orchards, citms }
or other groves, vineyards, and nut trees of all ages — ]
Include land on whick the fruit crop failed. None { / Pourd
(Do not include abandoned plantings.). . . . . . . .. e _— 719 ounds
16. All other crops — Include field seeds, sugar crops, Nene ! y7 W/
garden nursery and greenhouse products, sod, etc.. . ... . 1 710 A
17. I any greenhouse products were sold, how many square None o83 Square
feet were under glass or other protection?. .. . . ... ... .. i oot

Section 5 ~ LIVESTOCK and POULTRY - Be sure to report all livestock and poultry on this place on
Decemher 31, 1969, no motter who owned them. — Include as sold all livestock and poultry

Jed on a contract or custom basis and taken jrom this place in 1969,

Number on this place Number sold
December 31, 1969 . in
None [635 086
1. Cattle and calves of allages. .. . ... ... .. PR
None 087 V
a. Cows —Inciude dry cows and heifers that had calved. . . %
(1) Of the total cows reported in item la, how many ose g
were kepr for milk production? — Include dry milk None
cows and milk eifers that had calved.. . . . . .. . . . 7
None [oas 080
2. Hogs andpigsofallages. . ., .....uuunuuuennna.
a. Of the toral sold, how many were sold as feeder Nene [/ 091
pigs for further féeding? Ceeereann Pt ] / A
: _ None 592 093
3. Sheep and lambs of allages .. .o .o v vnennnnn.n
o ' N 054
4, Horses and poniesof allages . .. . ... ... ........ ) o8
§. Hens and pullets of laying age (Exclude started pullets Nene [ 996 097
being raigsed forsale.) . «o ..o i
&. Any other chickens 3 months old or older (roosters, None |58 059
capons, stasted pullets) . . ... ... ... L L, .
: . . . None | 100 101
7. Broilers and other meat-type chickens less than 3 months old
&, Other livestock and poultry — goats, mules, furbearing oz 103
animals, turkeys; ducks, geese, hives of bees, etc.
Lol None
What kind?
+ Litters of pigs facrowed. on this place between ~ Number of litters
-0, Decsitber 1, 1968, and-May 31, 1969 . . v oo\ vyrrnrennennnnnn. .. o
o ; ’ o None {165

. June 1, 1969, and November 30, 1969, . .. ... ... ..

Page 3
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Section 6 - CONTRACTS EXHIBIT C.—-Continued
1. At any time during 1969, did you have any CONTRACT, AGREEMENT, or UNDERSTANDING with a
dealer, processor, or cooperative to PRODUCE any CROPS, LIVESTOCK or LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS,
or POULTRY or POULTRY PRODUCTS?

(7] Yes ~ Fill table below ’ [1Ne ~ Go to Section ?
Name of crop, livestock, poultry, Name and address
or product covered by contract, of person or business
agreement, or understanding with whom contract was made
Name

Route, box No., or street

City State ZIP code

Name

Route, box No., or street

City State ZIP code

Section 7 — MARKET VALUE, before taxes and expenses, of agricultural products SOLD in 1969 = crops,
livestock, livestock products, etc. — Include market value of landlord’s and contractor’s share.

CENTS NOT REQUIRED

Dollars 1 Cents
200
None l
1. Livestock, poultry, and theirproducts sold . .. .. v v v v i enann. 8
(2071
None
2. Crops including nursery products andhay sold . ... ... .. .. van || $
3. Forest products sold - firewood, fuelwood, fenceposts, sawlogs, Christmas None 202
trees, gum for naval stores, standing timber or trees, maple products, etc. .. [] $
203

4. Total market value of all agricultural products sold, before taxes and
expenses — Add dollars jor items 1 through 3 and enter 1080l Here mmmmmmmm—( 8

Section 8 - FARM-RELATED INCOME received in 1969 — Report amount received before tazes and ezpenses
CENTS NOT REQUIRED

Dollars Cents
. 204
1. Customwork and other agricultural services provided for others — plowing, None

planting, spraying, harvesting, preparation of products for market, etc, .. .. $ !
205 A
2. Recreational services — providing hunting, fishing, picnicking, camping, None !
boarding, lodging, or other recreational facilities on this place . ........ 8 :

. C e . o
3. Payments you received for participation in govemment farm programs None | 20 :
(Do not include redeemable loans.). . .. .... sasesecesassagannana . $ i

Section 9 — CENSUS STATUS ~ In January 1970, U,S. Census of Agriculture questionnaires were seat
to farm operators throughout the United States.

1. Did you receive one of these forms?

1 No — Skip to Section 10 Name

(] Yes — Were the name and address on that
form the same as shown in the
address label on this form?

[ Yes — Go to Section 10

Route, box No., or street

City State ZIP code
] No — Enter address
Section 10 = SIGNATURE of person filling this report — Please check your Telephone
answers, then sign below. 207 |Atea code| Number
Name Date

Remarks — Attach separate sheet, if needed.

M FORM 68-A90 (6-8-70) Page 4



EXHIBIT D. Coverage Classification Codes

Description

1. In-scope Coverage Sample farm matches single in-scope Census A1
or A2

1.1 Acres in Coverage and Census identical
1.2 Acres in Coverage and Census essentially equal
1.3 Acres in Coverage and Census different*
1.3.1 Census correct
1.3.2 Coverage correct
1.3.3 Neither correct .
1.3.4 Both correct (difference due' to enumeration date, etc.)

2. In-scope Coverage farm matches single Nonsample TOP 5; A-90
in-scope

3. Coverage nonfarm matches in—-scope Census A1 or A2 {Census
correct)

4. Coverage nonfarm dwelling matches in-scope Census A1 or A2
(Census correct)

5. In-scope Coverage farm matches two or more pieces or duplicates
of in-scope A1’s or A2’s

6. Coverage nonfarm (nonfarm status correct) matches in-scope
Census Al or A2 .

7. Coverage nonfarm dwelling (nonfarm status correct) matches
in-scope Census A1 or A2

*Difference is defined as follows:

Coverage acres A Census A1 or A2 acre difference allowed
Less than 10 acres b acres

10 to 99 acres 50 percent of Coverage acres

100 acres and over 50 acres

Code

100

110

121

122

123

124

130

140

150

200

210

220

A-7



EXHIBIT D. Coverage Classification Codes — Continued

Description

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

A-8

In-scope Coverage matches in-scope Census A1 or A2 and Nonsample
TOP b

In-scope Coverage farm matches two or more Census Nonsample
TOP5o0r9

Out-of-scope Coverage matches in-scope Census A1 or A2

Coverage nonfarm or nonfarm dwelling matches Census Nonsample
TOP 5

Coverage nonfarm or nonfarm dwelling matches one or more
Census Nonsample TOP 5 and/or one or more in-scope A1’s or A2’s

In-scope Coverage farm or nonfarm unmatched to Census file
In-scope Coverage farm matches ASCS not included in Census .
In-scope Coverage farm matches out-of-scope Census A1 or A2
In-scope Coverage farm matches Census A1 or A2 nonrespondent .
Coverage nonfarm matches Census A1 or A2 nonrespondent .
Coverage nonfarm dwelling matches Census A1 or A2 nonrespondent

In-scope Coverage farm matches one or more Census in-scope or

out-of-scope A1's or A2's and one or more A1 or A2 nonrespondents

In-scope Coverage farm matches Census Nonsample TOP 5 and A1 or
A2 nonrespondent

In-scope Coverage farm matches two or more Census A1 or A2
nonrespondents

Out-of-scope Coverage farm matches Census Nonsampl_e TOP b
Out-of-scope Coverage farm matches ASCS not included in Census
Out-of-scope Coverage farm unmatched to Census file
Out-of-scope Coverage farm matches Census out-of-scope A1 or A2
Out-of-scope farm matches Census A1 or A2 nonrespondent .

Coverage nonfarm or nonfarm dwelling matched to ASCS not in
Census, unmatched, or matched to Census out-of-scope A1 or A2 .

Code

230

240

250

260

270

300

310

320

400

410

420

430

440

450

500

510

520

530

540

000
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