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TAKING THE CENSUS
Method of Enumeration

The 1978 Census of Agriculture was the first census to
include a mailout/mailback enumeration supplemented by a
thorough direct interview of all households in a sample of area
segments. This combination list-direct enumeration sample
approach was instituted to improve completeness of coverage
for State level agriculture census statistics.

In censuses prior to 1969, enumerators were assigned to a
specific area and called on all farms within the area. Beginning
with the 1950 census, copies of the report form were mailed
prior to the enumeration date to each boxholder served by post
offices in predominantly rural areas and farmers were asked to
complete the forms and have them ready for the enumerator to
pick up. Enumerators going door-to-door in rural areas collected
and reviewed all forms that had been completed; they also
completed forms for those places with agricultural operations
which did not have forms ready.

For the 1969 and 1974 censuses, data were collected
primarily by a self-enumeration, mailout/mailback procedure.
This procedure was made possible by the availability of
specialty lists and several administrative lists, including records
from the prior agriculture census, from which a list of
agriculture-refated names and addresses was constructed.

The mailout/mailback enumeration procedure was not used
in taking the agriculture census in Puerto Rico, Guam, the
Virgin Isiands, and the Northern Mariana Islands. A discussion
of the direct enumeration methods used appears in the reports
for these outlying areas.

Mail List

The mail list for the 1978 census was comprised of all
individuals, businesses, and organizations that could be readily
identified as being associated with agriculture. The list was
assembied from the records of the 1974 census and admin-
istrative records of various government agencies, primarily the
Internal Revenue Service and the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture, The administrative lists used for 1978 were more
accurate and extensive than those used for the 1974 and 1969
censuses. For 1978, most administrative lists were used in their
entirety; whereas, for 1974 and 1969 some lists were sampled so
that only selected records were included in the census mailing
list.

Lists of large or specialized operations, such as nurseries,
broiler growers, fish farms, and livestock range and feedlot
operations, which might not be identified in other adminis-
trative records, were obtained from State and Federal agencies,
trade associations, and similar organizations. Lists of multi-
establishment companies having one or more establishments {or
locations) producing agricultural products or providing agri-
cultural services were obtained from the 1974 census and
updated using results of the 1976 and 1977 Company QOrgani-
zation Surveys conducted by the Economic Surveys Division of
the Census Bureau.

A preliminary census mail list was assembled using names and
addresses from the 1974 census and administrative source lists
available early in 1978. Those records identified as most likely
not to be farms, since the name appeared on only one source list
or on selected combinations of list sources which had yielded a
low percentage of farm operators for the 1974 census, were
then selected for inclusion in the 1978 Farm and Ranch
identification Survey. Slightly over 4 million of the short
identification forms were mailed in May of 1978 to identify
persons who were not active farm operators, to identify tenant
and successor operators who were not on administrative source
lists, and to update the name, address, and size information for
the identified active farm operators. Approximately 1.9 million
survey returns were classified as out-of-scope {(nonfarms), and an
additional 400,000 reports were returned by the Postal Service
as being undeliverable, resulting in over 2.3 million names and
addresses being deleted from the census mail list as a result of
the 1978 Farm and Ranch ldentification Survey. The final
census mail list containing 4,241,000 names and addresses was
developed using results of the 1978 Farm and Ranch Identifi-
cation Survey, names and addresses from the unduplicated
preliminary list that were retained without precensus verifi-

- cation, and new or updated source lists acquired after the

preliminary unduplication.
The preliminary and final census mail lists were both
constructed by merging and unduplicating the names and
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addresses from the various source lists on the basis of Employer
Identification numbers, Social Security numbers, and names and
addresses. To facilitate processing, each name on the administra-
tive source lists was assigned a geographic code indicating the
State and county location of the operation and a size code
indicating an estimated value of sales. Most duplicates were
identified and resolved during computer processing; an addi-
tional group of possible duplicates identified during computer
processing was resolved clerically. Other duplicate names not
identified prior to mailing were either reported by respondents
or located during office processing.

Direct Enumeration Area Sample

When the evaluation survey conducted for the 1974 census
confirmed the results of the evaluation survey for 1969 (i.e., an
unacceptable number of midsize and a larger number of smaller
farms were not included in the mail list}, the decision was made
to incorporate into the 1978 data collection procedures a direct
enumeration area sample to provide State level estimates of the
number and statistical characteristics of farms found not to be
included in the mail list. The effect of this combination mail
list-direct enumeration sample approach has been to drastically
reduce the number and effect of missed farms in State totals.

The direct enumeration sample consisted of approximately
6,400 segments in “rural’’ areas (areas outside places with 2,500
or more population in 1970) in all States, except Alaska and
Hawaii. The segments were created and selected using enumera-
tion district maps and data from the 1970 Census of Population
and Housing. In October and November 1978, enumerators
visited each household in these segments to determine if
anyone in the household was associated with an agricultural
operation. A 78-A1(A)} report form was completed for each
person with agricultural operations. This form was similar to the
78-A1(S) sample form but collected additional information on
alternate names and addressgs and other individuals associated
with the operation for use in matching these cases to the census
mail file. The front page of the 78-A1(A) report form is repro-
duced in appendix D. During the enumeration, each operator
received an orange-colored sticker and was instructed that if
he/she received a census form in the mail, the form should not
be filled but returned with the sticker attached indicating that
a report had already been completed.

During office processing, a concentrated effort was made to
match the direct enumeration sample returns to names and
addresses on the census mail list using the sticker returns,
microfilm search of the mail file for all associated names,
telephone calls to all cases that could be reached by phone, and
any other available information. Direct enumeration sample
returns not matched to the census maif list after this extensive
research comprise the sample representing farms in the State not
on the census mail list. Data from these unmatched direct
enumeration sample returns were used to provide estimatesat the
State level for farms not on the census mail list. For each State,
these data have been tabulated and published as a “pseudo”
county and are an integral part of the State totals. The direct
enumeration sample estimates have not been included in

individual county totals.

Report Forms

The Census Bureau recognizes the need to minimize both
respondent burden and census cost by limiting the number of
items for which data are requested to those most needed by
users as the basis for current understanding and future planning.
In addition to limiting data items, the most recent eight
censuses of agriculture have also used sampling techniques to
further minimize reporting burden and census cost. For 1945,
additional items were included in the enumeration of designated
geographic segments, but were omitted from the report forms
used for all other areas. For the 1950, 1954, 1959, and 1964
censuses, similar goals were met by instructing the enumerators
to determine whether to ask or omit the items in designated
sections of the report forms. For the 1969, 1974, and 1978
mailout/mailback censuses, two report forms were used again
with the result of minimizing the reporting burden, particularly
for smaller farms.

For 1978, the two report forms were a 5-page report form
(78-A1(S})) containing all the items asked in the census, and a
4-page form {78-A1 (N)) omitting the sample items {sections 22
through 27). Form 78-A1(N) and the 78-A1(S) sample
items are reproduced in appendix D. In all States except
Alaska and Hawaii, the sample form (A1{S}) was mailed to all
certainty addresses (large farms) and to 20 percent of the
noncertainty addresses; the nonsample form (A1{(N)) was mailed
to the remaining noncertainty addresses. The sample form was
mailed to all Alaska addresses. For Hawaii, a modified version of
the sample form was used for all farms. The modifications were
made principally in the crops section in order to cover the
specialized agriculture on the istands. The Statistical Adjustments
section of this appendix defines certainty farms and includes a
discussion of the criteria used to determine whether the sample
or nonsample form was to be mailed to noncertainty addresses.

Initial Mailing

The report forms were distributed by the U.S. Postal Service
during the last week of December 1978 to all individuals,
businesses, and organizations on the mail list. Approximately
4,241,000 forms were included in the initial mailing (3,140,000
nonsample forms and 1,101,000 sample forms}.

From February through August 1979, additional initial
mailings were sent primarily to new tenants and successors
identified during report form processing. Thus, the total mailing
list for the 1978 Census of Agriculture was 4,430,000.

An information sheet containing detailed instructions for
completing the form was included with each report form (see
appendix D). Additional special instructions were included with
report forms sent to identifiable producers of poultry under
contract, bees and honey, laboratory animals, feedlot opera-
tions, and nursery and greenhouse products.

In an effort to provide additional help in completing reports,
approximately 60,000 copies of a Farm Census Guide booklet
were sent to county agricultural agencies and related institutions
or businesses to whom farmers might turn for help. Included
were rural banks, accountants, vocational agriculture instruc-
tors, and the following U.S. Department of Agriculture county
offices: Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service,
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Farmers Home Administration, and Agricultural Extension
Service. This guide contained descriptions and definitions for
various items in more detail than the instructions included with
each report form. Representatives of the above agencies graci-
ously consented to assist farmers in completing their report
forms if assistance was requested. In addition, the telephone
number for the Jeffersonville, Ind. processing office was pro-
vided in the original mailing in case the respondent requested
assistance or had additional questions which were not covered
in the instructions.

Followup Procedures

The data collection effort included seven followup letters to
nonrespondents, three of which were accompanied by a report
form. To evenly distribute the workloads in mailing, receipts,
and processing, the mail list was divided into three groups for
followup purposes. In late January, the first followup letter was
sent to all nonrespondents reminding them of the February 15
due date. The other reminders followed on a flow basis at 3- to
4-week intervals starting in late February and continuing into
July.

In low response areas, additional efforts were made. State
Commissioners of Agriculture were asked to issue supporting
statements urging farmers to complete and return their reports.
In early April 1979, nonrespondents in about 300 counties with
the lowest response rates were mailed an additional letter using
simpler language in large print suggesting that if they needed
help in completing their report, they could call collect to the
Jeffersonville, Ind. processing office.

From March to November 1979, telephone calls were made
to nonrespondents who were large (for most States, those with
expected sales of $80,000 or more) or were located in about
60 counties with low response. Data for large farms were ob-
tained by telephone from secondary sources if the addressee
could not be contacted or refused to provide information. Most
of the nonresponse calls were made by the staff of the Jeffer-
sonville, Ind. processing office. However, calls to the larger and
more complex operations were made by the Agriculture Division
staff. Upon completion of data collection, all counties had
response rates exceeding 75 percent of the final mail list in-
cluding additional addresses. The overall response rate for the
50 United States was 88 percent for all addresses and nearly
95 percent for addresses with a known history of farm opera-
tions. A significant proportion of the nonresponse cases was
found not to have qualifying agricultural operations for 1978.
For a description of the adjustment for nonresponse, see Sta-
tistical Adjustments.

DATA PROCESSING

Ali report forms were subjected to a clerical screening review,
during which they were corrected to make them acceptable for
keying onto magnetic tape. Farm operators completing a
nonsample form who reported sales or acres above the certainty
level were sent correspondence requesting the additional sample
data. Reports for special list cases idéntified on the mail list as
producing specific products such as broilers or cattle were
checked to insure that the special item had been reported.

Problem reports requiring special review or additional handling
were referred to technical assistants, or if necessary, to
statisticians for resolution. Report forms with sales or acreage
above levels listed as State “must” were subjected to a more
stringent precomputer review, including completeness checks for
key basic data items. Reports from multiunit operations and
institutional and government-operated farms were reviewed and
edited by statisticans. All farms with expected or reported sales
of $1,000,000 or more or 30,000 acres or more, all Alaska and
Hawaii reports, selected multiunit operations, and other selected
problem reports were reviewed by statisticians in the Agri-
culture Division. Omissions, inconsistencies, and other problems
that could not be resolved by reference to other information on
the report were resolved by contacting the respondents by
telephone or correspondence.

All successors and the more significant tenant names and
addresses reported in the census were researched on microfilm
of the census mail file. Report forms were mailed to addresses
not located on the mail file. Research was also conducted on
reports from selected respondents claiming that they had
previously completed a census form to eliminate possible
duplication.

Data for each report form were subjected to a detailed
item-by-item computer edit. The edit included comprehensive
checks for consistency and reasonableness, corrected data found
to be in error or inconsistent, supplied missing data based on
similar size farms within the same county, and assigned farm
classification codes which were necessary for tabulating the
data. Entries of large magnitude and significant computer-
generated changes to the data were manually verified. Obvious
errors such as reports of cotton or citrus in the Northern States
were also identified and corrected.

Many of the acceptability limits on data were necessarily
wide making it impossible to identify and correct all errors or to
always supply precise estimates for all the incompleteness in the
reports. These factors and others may affect the reliability of
data for some minor items, but they should not have a
significant effect on major data items in any county.

In the computer edit, those farms with sales or acreage
exceeding State “‘must’’ levels were tested for historical con-
sistency. Key items such as acreage, number of livestock sold,
crops, and sales were compared for significant changes between
1974 and 1978. Problems in historical consistency were resolved
usually by telephone.

In order to reduce duplicate reporting because of more than
one completed report being received for the same operation
under different names, computer listings of reports with similar
operator names and size of operation were produced and
duplicate reports were deleted prior to tabulations.

After each report was screened, computer edited, and had all
identified problems corrected, each data item on the report was
added into the total for that item for the county. The result was
a computer tabulation matrix for each county containing the
sum of individual entries for each data item. This matrix
‘enabled the easy and precise construction of the published
tables,

Prior to publication of preliminary reports and volume 1
reports, tabulated totals were reviewed by statisticians to
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identify remaining inconsistencies and potential coverage
problems. Comparisons were made with historical census trends
as well as current year State level estimates published by the U S.
Department of Agriculture and other agencies as part of the
coverage review. Selected report forms were reviewed and
problem entries were either verified as being correct or the data
were corrected.

COMPARABILITY OF DATA

Significant changes were made to the data collection pro-
cedures to improve the coverage of the 1978 census, including
a more complete mail list and the use of a direct enumeration
area sample to supplement the mail list. The effect of these
improvements has been to increase the 1978 State farm counts
above what they would have been using previous methods.
The 1978 State farm counts, consisting of totals from the
mail list and the direct enumeration area sample, include farms
that would have been missed in the 1974 and 1969 censuses.

The 1978 county farm counts do not include any totals

from the direct enumeration sample. However, for some
counties, the counts may have increased substantially because
of the improved coverage of small farms in the 1978 mail list.
County level data on acreages and inventories are generally
comparable.

Estimates of the net proportion of farms missed in the 1974
census varied widely by State, from a low of 0.7 percent in
Nebraska to a high of 33.0 percent in West Virginia. Appendix C
shows adjusted farm counts by State. Because missed farms
were typically small, the percent missed was generally higher in
States having a relatively large proportion of small farms and
urbanized areas having a sizable number of part-time farms. The
proportion of the total farms in each State represented by the
direct enumeration sample in 1978 can be expected to follow a
pattern similar to that for missed farms in 1974.

Since most of the farms identified in the direct enumeration
sample were small, these farms have a much greater effect on
the State counts of farms and farms reporting than on measures
of agricultural production such as land in farms, sales of
agricultural products, acres and production of crops, and
inventory and sales of livestock and poultry.

Changes in the farm definition also affect the comparability
of data. In general, data for 1978 and 1974 would be directly
comparable with data for 1969 and earlier censuses only for
farms with sales of $2,600 or more because the data for these
farms are not affected by changes in the farm definition. A
difference in timing and the change from personal interview to
mail enumeration affect comparability with data from censuses
prior to 1969. The effect of the 1974 definition change for

selected State and county totals is shown in appendix B.
Dollar figures shown for expenses and agricultural product

sales have not been adjusted for changes in price levels between
census years, Crop and livestock production and sales and
expense data are for the calendar year 1978, except for a few
crops {such as citrus} for which the production year overlaps the
calendar year. Inventories of livestock, poultry, and other
specified items are as of December 31, 1978. The reporting
period and inventory date are the same as for the 1974 and
1969 censuses.

Censuses prior to 1969 were taken by enumerators, each
assigned to a specific geographic area. Field work for the 1959
and 1964 censuses was completed mainly in October, Novem-
ber, and December of the reference year. Livestock and poultry
inventories for these two censuses were as of the time of
enumeration, Other variations in the time of enumeration
occurred prior to 1959.

MAJOR CHANGES IN DATA COLLECTED

Unusually strong adverse reaction to the length and content
of the 1974 census report form stimulated an intensive review
and rejustification of all data inquiries accepted for collection
on the 1978 census report form. Data users were requested to
provide the Bureau with their data requirements, including the '
level of publication needed—county, State, or national. Each
data item requested was reviewed to determine if it was needed
at the county level and if so, whether on a complete or sample
basis. Some data items needed only at the State or regional level
were relegated to one or another .of the follow-on surveys
scheduied to be conducted in 1980 for calendar year 1979. By
eliminating many items included on the 1974 report form,
redesigning the form to accommodate two columns of items per
page, and converting many more items to write-in status,
especially in the crops sections, the report form was reduced
from a 20-page booklet to a 4-page form for most farms and a
B-page form for certainty and sample farms. Data items on the
1974 report form which were eliminated on the 1978 report
form were:

Type of rental arrangement

Sales of forest products

Commercial fertilizer used for specific crops
Irrigation methods and quantity of water used
Drainage

Grain storage facilities

Futures markets

Contracts

Injuries and illnesses

Other production expenses

Income and expenses from farm-related sources
Farm credit

Family income from off-farm sources

Much of the detailed data collected in 1974 for costs of
materials for individual types of agricultural chemicals and for
quantities and costs of several feed categories including rough-
ages purchased were deleted from the report form. In addition,
many of the redundant totals used on the 1974 report form for
cross checking data, especially in the production expenses and
value of agricultural products sold sections, were eliminated.

The following high priority new data items were added to the
1978 report form:

Set-aside acres in Federal Farm Program

Government Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC} loans for
grain and cotton

Direct sales to consumers

Foreign ownership of farmland

Greater detail on expenses for energy
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FOLLOW-ON SURVEYS AND THE CENSUS OF
HORTICULTURAL SPECIALTIES

Integral to each census of agriculture program are the
follow-on surveys conducted after the main census. The purpose
of these specialized surveys is to collect additional, much
needed agriculture-related information from highly specialized
operations or from only a sample of farms without burdening all
farm operators. Thus, allowing the use of a shorter report form
for the general census. The follow-on surveys are limited to high
priority data items that 'yield United States, regional, or State
level estimates, which in and of themselves or in association
with general census data, are used as the basis for current
decisionmaking and future planning.

Data from the Farm Finance, the Farm and Ranch Irrigation,
and the Farm Energy Surveys, conducted in 1980 covering
calendar year 1979, are published in Volume 5, Special Reports,
of the 1978 Census of Agriculture.

The Farm Finance Survey provides detailed farm financial
data, including debts, expenses, taxes, credits, assets, and farm
and off-farm incomes for farm operators. Many of these items as
well as detailed data concerning land ownership and landlord
characteristics are also being collected from the iandlords of the
farms involved in the survey.

The Farm and Ranch irrigation Survey provides high priority
data on water use by irrigated farms. Included in the data are:
acreage irrigated, yields for irrigated and nonirrigated crops,
quantity of water used, methods of distribution, types of
pumps, and number of wells.

The Farm Energy Survey provides detailed data on energy
purchased by type of energy source, storage capacity, and
selected kinds of energy-consuming machinery and equipment.

The 1979 Census of Horticultural Specialties covers the
operations of producers of nursery and greenhouse products,
mushrooms, and sod in much greater detail than the main
census of agriculture. This census has been conducted in 1890,
1930, 1950, and every 10 years since, in association with the
census of agriculture. Data for this census are published in
Volume 5, Special Reports.

DISCLOSURES

In many tables, data are suppressed and a (D) is used instead
of a number. To ensure the confidentiality of information on a
characteristic of an individual farm, it is necessary to suppress
data when the value of an item for one or two farms can be
definitely or approximately determined by mathematical
manipulations.

Suppressions of data made within frequency distributions are
accomplished in a way that will maintain maximum integrity of
the frequency groups as suppressions are made whenever
possible in adjacent frequency classes. This allows the user, by
subtraction from the total, to have a farm count and total
quantity reported for the combined suppressed frequencies.
Although the published frequency data are not complete, the
truncated frequency distribution is available for analysis pur-
poses.

1974 DATA CORRECTIONS

Some 1974 data have been revised since the 1974 volume |
publications were released. The major revisions were for:

Madera County, California—number of heavy breed turkeys
sold and related data.

Maricopa County, Arizona—acreage of improved pecans and
related data.

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Definitions and explanations of terms in this section provide
more detailed descriptions for selected items and terms than are
available on the report form or in the tables. Differences in
definitions between censuses, data deficiencies, and special
processing performed for individual or related data items are
also explained. For an exact wording of the questions on the
sample and nonsample forms used in 1978 for the conterminous
United States, and the information sheet which accompanied
these forms, see appendix D.

For all tables, historical data are shown whenever individual
items are comparable, otherwise an (NA) is used. Some
historical data may differ slightly from totais included in prior
census publications due to rounding of fractions and dollar
values.

Farms or farms reporting—The term ‘‘farms’” or ‘“‘farms
reporting”’ in the presentation of data denotes the number of
farms reporting the item. For example, if there are 3,710 farms
in a State and 842 of them had 28,594 cattle and calves, the
data for those farms reporting cattle and calves would appear as:

Cattleandcalves . . ............. farms . ... ... 842
number .. .. 28,594

Land in farms—The acreage designated in the tables as “land in
farms™ consists primarily of agricultural land used for crops,
pasture, or grazing. It also includes woodland and wasteland not
actually under cultivation or used for pasture or grazing,
provided it was part of the farm operator’s total operation.
Large acreages of woodland or wasteland held for nonagri-
cultural purposes were deleted from individual reports during
the processing operations.

Land in farms is an operating unit concept and includes land
owned and operated as well as land rented from others. Land
used rent free was to be reported as land rented from others.
Except for open range and grazing land used under government
permits, all grazing land was included as ‘‘land in farms’
provided it was part of a farm or ranch. Grazing land operated
by grazing associations was to be reported by the person chie'fly
responsible for conducting the business of the association. All
fand in Indian reservations used for growing crops or grazing
livestock was to be included as land in farms. Land in Indian

A reservations not reported by individual Indians or non-indians

was to be reported in the name of the cooperative group that
used the land. In some instances, an entire Indian reservation
was reported as one farm.
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Land area—The approximate total land area of counties and
States shown for 1978 represents the land area as determined by
records and calculations updated as of January 1, 1979. These
data are updated periodically; however, the acreage shown for
1878 are essentially the same as in 1974. Any differences
between the land area in 1978 and 1974 are due to annexations,
disincorporations, and other changes affecting county bound-
aries.

Land in two or more counties—With few exceptions, the land in
each farm was tabulated as being in the operator's principat
county. The principal county was defined as the one where the
largest value of agricultural products were raised or produced. It
was usually the county containing all or the largest proportion
of the land in the farm. For a limited number of Western States,
this procedure has resulted in the allocation of more land in
farms to a county than the total land area of the county. To
minimize this distortion, separate reports were required for large
farms, identified from the 1974 census and prior special surveys
as having more than one separately reportable farm unit. Other
reports received showing land in more than one county were
separated into two or more reports if the data would signifi-
cantly affect the county totals. These reports were assigned to
the appropriate counties during office processing.

value of land and buildings—Farm operators receiving the
sample form were asked to report their estimate of the current
market value of land and buildings owned, rented or leased from
others, and rented or leased to others. Market value refers to the
respondent’s estimate of what the land and buildings would sefl
for under current market conditions. For 1978, this information
is estimated from the replies of a sample of farms; whereas for
1974, all farm operators were asked to provide these data. If the
value of land and buildings was not reported, it was estimated
during processing by using the average value of land and
buildings from a similar farm-in the same geographic area.

Other land—This category includes land in house lots, barn lots,
ponds, roads, wasteland, etc. The definition of “other land” is
the same in 1978 and 1974 only for farms with sales of $2,500
or more. In 1974, for farms with sales of less than $2,500,
“other fand” included pastureland and rangeland other than
cropland and woodland pasture in addition to land in house
lots, barn lots, ponds, roads, and wasteland.

Land set aside in the Federal Farm Program—The 1978 report
form included a new inquiry on the number of acres set aside in
1978 under the provisions of the Federal Farm Program. These
data are for acres of cropland taken out of production by
growers of wheat, corn, grain sorghums, and barley, and instead
planted in cover crops, soil-improvement grasses, etc. No
information was obtained as to which grains would have been
grown on the acres set aside.

Foreign ownership of agricultural land—An inquiry measuring
the impact of foreign ownership of agricuitural land was added
to the 1978 report forms. All farm operators were asked to
report the number of acres owned by individuals who are not

US. citizens; or owned by foreign-held corporations, unin-
corporated associations, or foreign governments.

In some cases, operators using land owned by others may not
know the beneficiary owner of the land or, if the owner is
known, they may not know the citizenship of the landlord.
Therefore, a “'don’t know’’ category was included on the report
form. Corporations with 50 percent or more of the stock held
by foreign investors were considered foreign owned. Any land
owned and operated by such corporations was included as land
held under foreign ownership.

County summary table 36 provides operators response to the
foreign ownership inquiry. Counts are provided for those
responding ‘‘yes,” ‘'no,”” “don’t know,”’ and ‘‘no response.” No
attempt was made to contact nonrespondents.

Operator—The term “operator’” designates a person who
operates a farm, either doing the work or making day-to-day
decisions about such things as planting, harvesting, feeding,
marketing, etc. The operator may be the owner, a member of
the owner’s household, a salaried manager, a tenant, a renter, or
a sharecropper. If he/she rents land to others or has land worked
on shares by others, he/she is considered the operator only of
the land which he/she retains for his/her own operation. For
partnerships, only one partner is counted as an operator. If
there is no clear-cut partner in charge, then the senior or oldest
active partner is considered to be the operator. For census
purposes, the number of operators is the same as the number of
farms. In some cases, the operator was not the individual named
on the address label of the report form, but another family
member, a partner, or a hired manager who was actually in
charge of the farm operations. '

Operator characteristics—Data on characteristics such as resi-
dence, race, Spanish origin, age, sex, principal occupation, and
off-farm work were collected from all operators in 1978. In the
1974 census, operator characteristics were collected only for all
farms with sales of less than $2,5600 and for farms with sales of
$2,500 or more operated by individuals (sole proprietorships)
and partnerships. If operator characteristics of race, age, sex,
and principal occupation were not reported for 1978, they were
derived based on reports with similar acreage size, tenure, and
sales size. No adjustments were made for nonresponse to
residence, Spanish origin, and off-farm work.

Extensive verification and recontacting were done for
positive responses to Spanish origin, especially in Southern
States. It was found that a number of these responses were in
error, apparently the word American in ‘“Mexican American”
was mistaken as American origin.

Write-in entries of “other’’ race were clerically reviewed and
recoded where necessary; entries without an accompanying
write-in description were not verified by recontacting the
respondent. Based on demographic classifications, ““other’ race
is limited to native non-Spanish populations of Central and
South American countries.

In the presentation of data on race of operator, the
classification ““Black and other races’ includes Blacks, American
Indians, Asian or Pacific Islanders, and any other separate racial
group excluding White. For the 1978 census, operators of
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Spanish origin are tabulated by reported race. Prior censuses
included Spanish origin as “White"’ whenever separate data for
the White race were shown.

The 1978 Census of Agriculture is the first census to collect
data on the sex of the operator. For farm operations where both
husband and wife participated, the response was determined by
the parties involved.

Selected production expenses—Data on selected production
expenses incurred in 1978 were requested from farm operators
reporting on the sample form. Only selected production
expenses were requested; thus, the expense data cannot be used
in combination with gross sales to calculate net farm income.
The 1974 census attempted to gather selected expenses plus a
category ““all other production expenses’” to arrive at total
expenses. This category was to include items such as deprecia-
tion, taxes, interest, rent, and insurance for the farm business.
Because of the burden to respondents and inaccuracy in
reporting, the ““‘all other production expenses’ inquiry was not
included on the 1978 report form. The 1979 Farm Finance
Survey provides estimates on net farm income.

For 1978, as with earlier censuses, expense data in some
cases were not fully reported especially by operations producing
crops, livestock, or poultry on a contract basis. Many such
operators were unable or unwilling to estimate the value of
production inputs furnished by the contractor. Estimates were
made for individual expense items based on reported crop and
livestock information, or on averages or ratios of expense items
reported by similar farms in the same geographic area.

Commercial fertilizer—The expense for commercial fertilizer
is the amount spent on- fertilizer during 1978, excluding the
cost of application. Some fertilizer purchased in 1978 may
not have been applied during the year. If the fertilizer was
applied by someone other than the operator, the cost of
application is included as an expense for customwork,
machine hire, and rental of machinery and equipment. Some
operators may have included the cost of application with the
amount spent on fertilizer.

Other agricultural chemicals, including lime—Expenses in-
clude the cost of all insecticides, herbicides, fungicides, other
pesticides, lime, etc., excluding costs of application. Data
exclude commercial fertilizer purchased.

Customwork, machine hire, and rental of machinery and
equipment—This -expense represents costs incurred for having
customwork done on the place and for renting machines to
perform agricultural operations. The cost of cotton ginning is
excluded. The cost of labor involved in the customwork
service is included in the customwork expense. The cost of
labor used on rented or hired machinery is included as a
hired farm and ranch labor expense.

Energy and petroleum products—More extensive data on energy
usage for the farm business were collected in the 1978 census
than in prior censuses. Data were collected on expenses, gallons
purchased, and storage capacity for gasoline; diesel fuel; LP gas,

butane, and propane; and fuel oil. In addition, data on expenses
for natural gas; kerosene, motor oil, and grease; electricity; and
all other energy sources were collected. Data for 1974 include
only storage capacity and expenses for gasoline; diesel; LP gas,
butane, and propane; and a combined total expense for motor
oil, grease, piped gas, kerosene, and fuel oil. The 1978 energy
data were collected from a sample of farms. Additional data on
energy usage and storage capacity are available from the 1979
Farm Energy Survey.

Caution should be used in evaluating storage capacity. Farms
not reporting storage capacity were not identifiable from farms
with no storage capacity; therefore, the totals understate the
actual storage capacity available.

Value of agricuitural products sold—-This item represents the
gross market value before taxes and production expenses of all
agricultural products sold or removed from the place in 1978
regardless of who received the payment. It includes sales by the
operator as well as the value of any shares received by partners,
landlords, contractors, and others associated with the operation.

The value of agricultural products sold represents the sum of
all crops including nursery products sold, and livestock and
poultry and their products sold. It does not include income
from farm-related sources such as customwork or agricultural
services, or income from nonfarm sources. For 1974 and 1969,
the value of agricultural products sold included sales of forest
products from farms and ranches.

The value of crops sold in 1978 does not necessarily
represent the sales from crops harvested in 1978. Data include
sales from crops produced in earlier years and exclude some
crops produced in 1978, but held in storage and not sold in
1978. For crops sold through a co-op which made payments in
several installments, only the total value received in 1978 was to
be reported.

The value of agricultural products sold was collected from all
operators. Where the operator failed to report a value of sales,
estimates were made based on the amount of crops harvested or
the number of livestock or poultry sold. Extensive estimation
was required for operators growing crops or livestock under
contract.

Caution should be applied when comparing sales in 1978 with
sales reported in earlier censuses due to the extreme fluctuations
in per-unit prices between census years.

Income from machine work, customwork, and other agricultural
services—This category consists of gross income received during
1978 by farm operators for providing machine work, custom-
work, and other agricultural services for others such as plowing,
planting, harvesting, etc. Entries were deleted when duplicate
information was reported in the 1978 Census of Agricultural
Services, or when entries were large enough to consider the
agricultural services activity separate from the farm or ranch.
The agricultural services part of a farming operation was
generally considered a separate operation when income from
agricultural services was greater than $500,000, or when it was
$10,000 or more and greater than the value of agricultural
products sold. Data for establishments primarily engaged in
agricultural services are published separately in volume 3.
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Value of agricultural products sold directly to individuals for
human consumption—This item represents the value of agri-
cultural products produced and sold directly to individuals for
human consumption from roadside stands, farmers’ markets,
pick-your-own sites, etc. By definition, it excludes nonedible
products such as nursery products, cut flowers, wool, grains,
etc. Sales of agricultural products by vertically integrated
operations through their own processing and marketing opera-
tions were excluded where identified.

Fertilizer and lime—Detailed inquiries on acreage fertilized and
tonnage of fertilizer applied by crop, which were included on
the 1974 census form, were not collected in 1978. Data
collected for 1978 are limited to total acres of cropland
fertilized excluding cropland used only for pasture, and total
acres of pastureland and rangeland fertilized. Data on lime use
were requested in both 1978 and 1974. Land fertilized and
limed data were collected from a sample of farms in 1978. Total
acres of cropland fertilized in 1974 were obtained by adding the
acres of individual crops fertilized and, therefore, may include
duplication where two or more crops using the same acreage
were each fertilized during the year.

Irrigation—The 1978 report forms included inquiries on acres
irrigated for specific crops and total acres irrigated for harvested
cropland, pastureland or rangeland, and any other land. Data
on methods of irrigation and estimated quantity of irrigation
water used by farms and ranches collected in the 1974 and 1969
censuses are available from the 1979 Farm and Ranch lrrigation
Survey and are included in Volume 5, Special Reports.
{rrigation data collected on the 1978 report form are sum-
marized in more detail in volume 2, Part 9, Irrigation on Farms
and in Volume 4, lrrigation, which also includes data from
off-farm water suppliers covered in the 1978 Census of
Irrigation Organizations.

Value of livestock and podltry on farms—Data for the value of
livestock and poultry on farms were obtained by multiplying
the inventory of each major age and sex group by the State
average price. The State average prices for cattle, hags, sheep,
angora goats, hens and pullets of laying age, and turkeys were
obtained primarily from data published by the Economics,
Statistics, and Cooperatives Service of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. Prices applied to other livestock and poultry were
census-derived averages based primarily on reported value of
sales in the 1978 Census of Agriculture. The 1974 and 1969
data were developed in a similar manner.

Poultry hatched—The 1978 data include all poultry hatched
during the year that were placed or sold; whereas for 1974, data
include only poultry sold. For example, chickens hatched and
raised for layer replacement on the same farm are included in
1978 data for poultry hatched, but excluded from 1974 totals.
The value of hatchery sales is included in the category ““Poultry
and Poultry products.”’

Fish and other aquaculture products—The raising of fish and
other aquaculture products in captivity was included as agri-

cultural production by the 1972 Standard Industrial Classifi-
cation, and data for such operations were included in the
agriculture census for the first time in 1974. The value of fish
and other aquaculture products sold is ingluded in the category
“Other livestock and livestock products.” Production in salt
water was considered not to be in captivity and was excluded.

Bees and honey—Bee and honey production was enumerated
and tabulated in the county in which the home farm was
located (even though hives are often moved from farm to farm
over a wide geographic area for pollination of crops}. The
completeness and accuracy of these data are affected by the fact
that some bee operations may not have been on the mail list and
some operators on the mail list may not have considered
beekeeping to be an agricultural operation, and therefore did
not report.

Citrus enumeration—For the 1978 census, reports for selected
citrus caretakers in Arizona, Florida, and Texas were obtained
by direct enumeration. This special enumeration has been used
in recent censuses because of the difficulty in identifying and
enumerating absentee grove owners who often do not know the
information that is needed to adequately complete the report
form. A citrus caretaker is an organization or person caring for
or managing citrus groves for others. Each citrus caretaker was
enumerated as a farm operator and requested to complete one
report form for all groves cared for and to furnish a list of grove
owners’ names, addresses, and number of acres of citrus. The
names on the lists were matched to completed grove owners’
reports to eliminate duplication. The caretaker was also re-
quested to inform the grove owner that he had already reported
for the citrus under his care and that the grove owner was not to
report again. In the 1978 census, 8 caretakers in Arizona
reported 250 grove owners having 12,000 acres of citrus; the
100 caretakers in Florida reported 6,600 grove owners having
240,000 acres of citrus; and 27 caretakers in Texas reported
1,600 grove owners having 30,000 acres of citrus.

More detailed information by State and county are included
in volume 2, part 6.

Crop year or season covered—Acres and quantity harvested are
for the calendar year 1978 except for citrus fruits, avocados,
and olives; vegetables in Florida; sugarcane in Florida and Texas;
and pineapples and coffee in Hawaii.

Citrus fruits—The data relate to the crops harvested from the
bloom of 1977 for the 1977-78 marketing season.

Avocados—The data for California relate to the quantity
harvested from November 1, 1977 through November 30,
1978; the data for Florida relate to the quantity harvested or
to be harvested from April 1978 through March 1979.

Olives—The data relate to the quantity harvested from the
bloom of 1977 for the October 1977 to March 1978 harvest
season.

Vegetables—The data for Florida relate to the crop harvested
for the September 1, 1977 through August 31, 1978, harvest
season.
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Sugarcane—The data for Florida and Texas relate to the
reported cuttings from November 1977 through April 1978.

Pineapples and coffee—The data for Hawaii for pineapples
relate to quantity harvested for the year ending May 31,
1978, and coffee for the 1977-78 crop.

Acres and quantity harvested—Crops were reported in whole
acres, except for the following crops which were reported in
10ths of acres: irish potatoes, sweetpotatoes, tobacco, fruit and
nut crops including iand in orchards, berries, vegetables, and
nursery and greenhouse products; in Hawaii, taro, ginger root,
and lotus root. Totals for crops reported in tenths of acres were
rounded to whole acres at the aggregate level during the
tabulation process.

If two or more crops were harvested from the same land
during the year, the acres would be counted for each crop.
Therefore, the total acres of all crops harvested generally
exceeds the acres of cropland harvested. The exception to
this procedure is hay crops. When more than one cutting of hay
was taken from the same acres, the acres are counted only once
but the quantity harvested includes all cuttings. However, hay
cut for both dry hay and green chop or silage wouid be reported
for each applicable crop.-For interplanted crops or “‘skip-row’’
crops, acres were to be reported according to the portion of the
field occupied by each crop.

If a crop was planted but not harvested, the acres were not to
be reported as harvested. These acres were to be reported in the
“land use” section under the appropriate cropland items—
cropland used only for pasture or grazing, cropland used for
cover crops, cropland on which all crops failed, cropland in
cuitivated summer fallow, or cropland idle.

For crops grown purposely for grazing, quantity harvested
was not requested. Acres for these crops were to be reported as
“cropland harvested’”” and not as ‘“‘cropland used only for
pasture or grazing.”” This procedure applies to the following
crops:

Corn cut for dry fodder, hogged or grazed
Cowpeas hogged or grazed or cut for silage
Sorghums hogged or grazed

Soybeans hogged or grazed or cut for silage

Quantity harvested was not obtained for crops such as
vegetables, nursery and greenhouse products, and soybeans
plowed under. .

Acres of land in bearing and nonbearing fruit orchards, citrus
or other groves, vineyards, and nut trees were to be reported as
harvested cropland regardless of whether the crop was harvested
or failed. However, abandoned orchards were to be reported as
cropland idle, not as harvested cropland or for the individual
Crop acreages.

Data for hay represent all hay crops, including grass silage
and hay crops cut and fed green. In production data, dry tons
represent dry tonnage for the various hay categories and dry
weight equivalents for grass silage and hay cut and fed green.
The conversion used was 3 tons of green weight to 1 ton of dry
weight.

Crop units of measure—For some crops, the operator could
report quantity harvested in a unit of measure currently in use
in the area. These crops were: Corn for grain or seed, in bushels
shelled or hundredweight shelied; sorghums for grain or seed, in
bushels or pounds; rice in 100-Ib. bags, bushels, or 162-lb.
barrels. Corn for grain and sorghums for grain are published in
bushels and rice in 100-ib. bags. Grapes could be reported in dry
weight or fresh weight; plums and prunes in fresh weight or
prunes in dry weight; and in Hawaii, coffee in pounds
parchment or pounds cherry, and macadamia nuts in pounds
husked, unshelled or pounds shelled. For other fruit and nut
crops and citrus, the operator was given a choice of units of
measure of pounds, tons, or boxes. The gquantity harvested for
these crops are published in pounds.

Write-in crops—To reduce the iength of the report form, only
the major érops for the United States were prelisted (see
sections 2 and 3 of the report form). For the other crops, the
respondent was requested to ook at a list of crops in each
section and write in the crop name and its code (see sections 4,
5, 6, 7, and 8 of the report form). For crops that had no
individual code listed on the report form, the respondent was to
write in the crop name and code the crop into the appropriate
“all other’”” category for that section. Crops not coded by the
respondent were coded during processing before keying. Write-
in crops coded as “‘all other” were reviewed and assigned a
specific code when possible. Crops not assigned a specific code
were left in the appropriate “all other” category.

In some cases, the reviewers were unable to determine the
specific crop reported by the respondent because of incomplete
or generalized crop names. To ensure proper coding, most of
these respondents were telephoned; reports for those not
telephoned were changed on the basis of other reports for the
area.

Misreported or miscoded crops—in a few instances, tabulated
data may be inaccurate because respondents misunderstood or
misinterpreted guestions on the report form. Data may have
been reported on the wrong line or in the wrong section of the
report, or the wrong crop code may have been placed beside the
name of a write-in crop. Some of these errors as well as some
keying errors may not have been identified during processing
and therefore were not corrected. Reports with unusual crops
for the area were examined to minimize the possibility that they
were in error.

Comparability of crop data—For the 1974 and 1969 censuses,
data for all crops are available for farms with sales of $2,500 or
more while only data for the major crops—corn, sorghums,
soybeans, peanuts, wheat, cotton, tobacco, potatoes, hay,
vegetables, land in orchards, and berries are available for all
farms. For 1978, data for all crops are available for farms with
sales of $2,500 or more and for all farms.

For a number of commodities, less detailed data were
collected in 1978 than in 1974. In these instances, 1974 data
have been combined to provide comparable figures wherever
possible.

The "“acres of vegetables harvested” in 1978 and 1969 was
the summation of the acres of individual vegetables harvested,
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but in 1974 it was the total land used for vegetable crops.
For “land used for vegetable crops,” the acres were to be
reported only once even though two or more harvests of a
vegetable or more than one vegetable were harvested from the
same acres,

The “other crops” in the tables are not comparable from
census to census as crops are added and deleted from the report
form each census.

Value of crop production—This item represents the estimated
value of all crops harvested during the 1978 crop year. Data for
the value of crops harvested were obtained by multiplying the
average estimated value per unit by the reported acres or
quantity harvested. Generally, harvested units of production
{pounds, bushels, bales, etc.) were multiplied by State estimates
of prices per unit. If only acres harvested were reported, State
estimates for value of production per acre were used. The State
average production price and production value per acre used in
these calculations were obtained in most part from publications
of the Economic, Statistics, and Cooperative Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA). When USDA estimates
were not available, Bureau of the Census statisticians made
estimates using available sources such as data from adjacent
States, respondents, report forms, county extension agents, and
other persons knowledgeable about specific crops.

“’See Text”” References

Items in the tables which carry the note ""See text’' are
explained or defined in this section. Also, additional definitions
and explanations for some items are provided.

Data for 1978 are based on a sample of farms—Sections 22
through 27 of the census report form 78-A1(S), which include
inquiries on commercial fertilizer and time, chemicals,
machinery and equipment, expenses for energy and petroleum
products, selected production expenses, and vatue of land and
buildings, were requested of all certainty (large) farms and
approximately 20 percent of all other farms. As these data are
subject to sampling error, estimates of the sampling reliability of
county totals for selected items are shown in table D.

Farms operated by Black and other races—For 1974 and 1978,
“other races’’ includes American Indians, Asian and Pacific
Islanders, and all other racial groups other than White. The 1969
data are limited to farms operated by Blacks. Additional
information on race of operator is provided under ‘‘operator
characteristics”.

All other races—This category is limited to native non-Spanish
populations of Central and South American countries.

1974 data apply only to individual or family operations (sole
proprietorships) and partnerships—For 1974, farm operator
characteristics were not collected from corporations, co-
operatives, prison farms, grazing associations, and Indian
reservations. For 1978, characteristics and occupation of the
senior partner or person in charge were collected from all farms,
regardless of the type of organization.

Other type of organization—This category includes cooperatives,
estates or trusts, prison farms, grazing associations, and Indian
reservations,

Market value of agricultural products sold—This item represents
the gross market value, before taxes and expenses, of all
agricultural products sold in the census year including livestock
and poultry and their products, and crops including nursery
products and hay. The data include landlords’ and contractors’
shares. The 1974 and 1969 data include sales of forest products.

Farms with value of agricuitural products sold less than
$2,500—In 1978, this category includes all farms, except

- abnormal farms, with sales less than $2,500. In 1969 and 1974,

farms reporting sales less than $2,500 but having the production
potential for sales of $2,500 and over are included in the
category farms with sales of $2,500 and over. In frequency
distributions, the 1969 and 1974 farms with potential sales of
$2,600 and over are included in the $2,500 to $4,999 sales
group.

Other livestock and livestock products—Production of fish and
laboratory animals is included in this category in 1974 and
1978; whereas, production of these items was excluded entirely
from the 1969 census.

Poultry hatched—For 1978, this category includes ali pouitry
hatched during the year that were placed or sold; whereas for
1974, it only included poultry sold. Incubator egg capacity on
December 31, 1978, is tabulated under the column heading
Inventory and the number of poultry hatched is under the
heading Sales. ‘

Worms—For 1978, the production of worms was separately
identified; whereas for 1974, it was not. Inventory consists of
the number of standard worm beds in production. A standard
worm bed was considered to be 24 cubic feet measuring 8 feet
by 3 feet by 1 foot. Sales of worms are shown in pounds. Worm
casting sales are included in livestock products sold.

Hay crops (tons, dry)—Data shown for hay represent all hay
crops, including grass silage and hay crops cut and fed green. In
production data, dry tons represent dry tonnage for the various
hay categories and dry weight equivalents for grass silage and
hay cut and fed green. The conversion used was 3 tons of green
weight to 1 ton of dry weight.

Other tame dry hay—The 1974 categories clover-timothy hay,
lespedeza hay, coastal Bermuda grass hay, and other hay have
been combined into ‘other tame dry hay’’ in 1978,

All vegetables harvested for sale—In 1978 and 1969, the acres of
vegetables harvested is the summation of the acres of individual
vegetables harvested; while in 1974, it is the total land used for
vegetable crops.

Land used for vegetables—Data are the total land used for
vegetable crops. The acres are reported only once, even though
two or more harvests of a vegetable or more than one vegetable
were harvested from the same acres.
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Grapes (pounds)—Farm operators were given the option of
reporting the quantity of grapes harvested in dry weight or fresh
weight. For publication purposes, all quantities of grapes
harvested have been converted to pounds fresh weight.

All nursery and greenhouse products—Data are a summation of
the individual items presented.

Excludes abnormal farms—Abnormal farms include institutional
farms, experimental and research farms, and Indian reservations.
Institutional farms include those operated by hospitals,
penitentiaries, schools, grazing associations, government
agencies, etc.

Farms by standard industrial classification—See explanation
under Farm Classifications.

FARM CLASSIFICATIONS

State tables 29 through 35 present detailed 1978 data for all
farms classified by specified characteristics—tenure of operator,
type of organization, age and principal occupation of operator,
size of farm (acres), value of agricultural products sold, and
standard industrial classification. In 1974, comparable detailed
data were tabulated only for farms with sales of $2,500 or
more. Other tables include data classified by value of sales
groups, or other characteristics of the farm or the operator.

Farms by value of agricultural products sold or value of sales—in
a number of State and county tables, data are shown separately
for all farms and for farms with sales of $2,500 or more, and for
various value of agricultural products sold or value of sales size
groups.

For 1978, all farms except abnormal farms have been
tabulated by size based on reported sales. Thus, the category
“farms with sales of $2,500 or more’’ includes only farms with
actual sales of $2,500 or more. For 1963 and 1974, farms
reporting sales of less than $2,500 but having the production
potential for sales of $2,5600 or more are included in most tables
under the category farms with sales of $2,500 or more based on
potential sales.

In 1969, 1974, and 1978, abnormal farms were not tabulated
based on actual or potential sales. Detailed data for abnormal
farms are included in all farm data shown in State table 34, but
are excluded from totals for ali farms shown in other State
tables 29 through 35. Otherwise, data for abnormal farms are
included in totals for all farms, but are excluded from totals for
farms with sales of $2,500 or more.

In 1969 and earlier censuses, data were classified into nine
groups referred to as “‘economic classes.”” For farms with sales
of $2,500 or more, the value-of-products-sold classifications
used in 1974 and 1978 are the same as the value ranges used for
establishing economic classes 1 through 5. Data for farms with
sales of less than $2,500, classified in 1969 and earlier censuses
as class 6, part time and part retirement, are not directly
comparable to the 1974 and 1978 value-of-product classes
because of the change in farm definition and modifications in
farm classification.

Farms by tenure of operator—The classifications of tenure used
for both the 1978 and 1974 censuses are:

Full owners, who operate only land they own.

Part owners, who operate land they own and also land they
rent from others.

Tenants, who operate only land they rent from others or
work on shares for others.

Detailed 1978 data by tenure of operator are shown in State
table 29 for all farms, excluding abnormal farms, and for farms
with sales of $2,500 or more.

Farms by type of organization—The 1978 Census of Agriculture
was the first census in which all farms were classified by type of
organization. In the 1969 and 1974 censuses, these data were
collected and tabulated only for farms with sales of $2,600 or
more.

The classifications used were:

Individual or family operation {sole proprietorship), exclud-
ing partnership and corporation.

Partnership operation, including family partnership.

Corporation, including family corporation.

Other, such as cooperative, estate or trust, institutional farm,
etc.

For 1978, corporations were subclassified by two additional

characteristics into:

a. Family held.
Other than family held.

b. More than 10 stockholders.
10 or less stockholders

These subclassifications were not used in the 1974 Census of
Agriculture. However, somewhat similar classifications were
obtained in a follow-on survey of all corporations identified in
the census, which were published in volume 1V, part 5 of the
1974 Census of Agriculture. This survey collected detailed
information on family and nonfamily corporations, number of
shareholders, and other classifications and characteristics of
corporations at both the firm (company) and farm levels. In the
1969 census, corporations were classified only by number of
shareholders; those having more than 10 or those having 10 or
fewer shareholders.

Caution should be exercised when comparing 1978 corpora-
tion data to those of the 1974 survey and the 1969 census. For
the 1974 survey, respondents were given a choice of four kinds
of corporations from which to select the one that best described
their operation: Family corporation, independent corporation,
parent corporation (with one or more subsidiaries), and sub-
sidiary of another corporation. Classification rules used pre-
vented an independent, parent, or subsidiary corporation from
being classified as a family corporation. The two-way choice of
family held or other than family held used in 1978 has resulted
in a decrease in the number and proportion of nonfamily held
corporations reported.

A followup study of the 1969 data indicated that a sizable
number of farms were incorrectly reported as corporations,
especially in the Southern States. The 1974 survey was used to
identify and correct the misreporting of corporations in that
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census. In the 1978 census, some reports incorrectly had both
individual or family operation (sole proprietorship) and family
held corporation indicated. These reports were reviewed during
the processing phase and resolved based on whether or not the
respondent operated under a corporate name, had reported as a
corporation in the 1974 census, or was shown to be a
corporation on one or more of the administrative records used
in developing the census mail list.

Farms by age and principal occupation of operator—Data on age
and principal occupation were obtained from all operators for
1978. In 1974, these data were collected only for all farms with
sales of less than $2,500 and for farms with sales of $2,500 or
more operated by individuals (sole proprietorships) and partner-
ships. Detailed characteristics are shown by six age-of-operator
groups in combination with occupation information for all
farms in State table 31 and for farms with sales of less than
$20,000 in State table 32. The principal occupation classifi-
cations used for 1978 were:

Farming—The operator spent 50 percent or more of his
worktime in 1978 in farming or ranching.

The operator spent 50 percent or more of his
worktime in 1978 in occupations other than farm-
ing. Some operators engaged in ranching marked
“other’” as their principal occupation. Most such
obvious errors were corrected during processing.

Other—

Farms by size—All farms were classified by size according to the
total land area in each operation. The land area of a farm is an
operating unit concépt and includes land owned and operated as
well as land rented from others. Land rented to or assigned to a
tenant was considered the tenant’s farm and not the owner's.
Detailed characteristics of all farms by 12 size-of-farm groups
are presented in State table 33.

Farms by standard industrial classification— As in the 1974
census, agricultural production establishments (farms, ranches,
nurseries, greenhouses, etc) are classified by the Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) system in the 1978 census. These
classifications, found in the 1972 SIC Manual, are used to
promote uniformity and comparability in the presentation of
statistical data collected by various agencies.

An establishment primarily engaged in crop production
(major group 01} or livestock production (major group 02) is
classified in the 3- or 4-digit industry group which accounts for
50 percent or more of the total value of sales of its agricultural
products. If the total value of sales of agricultural products of
an establishment was less than 50 percent from a single 4-digit
industry, but 50 percent or more from the products of two or
more 4-digit industries within the same 3-digit industry group,
the establishment is classified in the miscetlaneous industry of
that industry group; otherwise, it is classified as a general crop
farm in industry 0191 or a general livestock farm in industry

0291.
All farms in the 1978 census were classified by SIC. in the

1974 census, farms with sales of less than $2,500 were not classi-
fied by SIC. In 1978, those agricultural producers having no sales
reported were retained as farms and classified as general

livestock farms in industry 0291 if livestock or pasture were
reported or as general crop farms in industry 0191. Character-
istics of all farms by selected SIC groupings are shown in State
tables 11 and 35, Additional and more comptete 1978 data for
various SIC classifications are published in volume 2, part 8.

UNPUBLISHED DATA

Additional data have been assembled in a series of un-
published tables. The unpublished State table ““Summary by
Standard Industrial Classification of Farms by Value of Sales:
1978’ has a format similar to State table 34. The largest size
group in the boxhead is $100,000 or more. Data are shown for
the following SIC groupings:

Cash grain farms (011) .

Field crop farms except cash grain farms (013)

Cotton farms (0131)

Tobacco farms (0132)

Sugar crop, Irish potato, hay, peanut, and other field crop
farms (0133) :

Vegetable and melon farms (016)

Fruit and tree nut farms {017)

Horticultural specialty farms (018}

General farms, primarily crop {(019)

Livestock farms except dairy, pouitry, and animal specialty
(021)

Beef cattle farms, except feedlots (0212}

Dairy farms (024)

Poultry and egg farms (025)

Animal specialty farms (027)

General farms, primarily livestock (0291) .

The following unpublished county summary tables include
data tabulated by detailed size groupings:

Farms by Size of Farm: 1978 and 1974

Acreage and Value of Owned and Rented Land: 1978

Farms by Acres of Cropland Harvested: 1978 and 1974

Place of Residence of Operator by Occupation and Off-Farm
Work: 1978

Hired Farm Labor by Number of Hired Workers: 1978

Farms by Expenses for Hired Farm or Contract Labor: 1978

Broilers Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Cows and Heifers That Had Calved—Inventory by Number
Per Farm: 1978

Beef Cows Inventory by Number Per Farm: 1978

Mitk Cows Inventory by Number Per Farm: 1978

Cattle and Calves Inventory by Number Per Farm: 1978

Cattle and Calves Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Fattened Cattle Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Hogs and Pigs inventory by Number Per Farm: 1978

Hogs and Pigs Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Feeder Pigs Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Other Hogs and Pigs Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Sheep and Lambs Inventory by Number Per Farm: 1978

Sheep and Lambs Sales by Number Sold Per Farm: 1978

Data similar to that shown in State table 28 for the acreages
of crops harvested and production by acreage size have been
summarized at the county level, but have not been tabulated.
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These summaries can be tabulated at a minimal cost depending
on the detail of data requested.

For information on the availability and cost of unpublished
tabulations, please write to the Chief, Agriculture Division,
Bureau of the Census, Washington, D.C. 20233.

NONSAMPLING ERRORS

Every census or survey is subject to errors. In addition to
sampling variability, errors may arise from such sources as
incorrect or incomplete reporting, processing, and the inability
to obtain a report from each eligible reporting unit. Sampling
variability is discussed in Statistical Adjustments.

Reported data in the census may be incorrect as a result of
the misunderstanding of questions or because of the use of
‘estimates in reporting. During processing, adjustments were
made to data items which appeared to be inconsistent with
other items reported for the same farm.

Respondents may have failed to provide all of the informa-
tion requested. In some cases, the respondent may have
indicated the presence of an item but not the amount.
Imputations were made for missing data on the quantities and
sales of crops and livestock but no imputations were made for
place of residence or foreign ownership of land.

Careful efforts were made to keep errors introduced during
clerical and electronic processing to a controlled level through
the use of quality control, verification, and check measures on
specific operations.

Extreme values in the direct enumeration sample (those
contributing a substantial proportion of the estimated total)
were reviewed individually and sometimes reduced. This will
result in a possible downward bias in estimated totals.

Inclusion of the direct enumeration sample in 1978 resulted
in a matching operation to identify names and addresses
included in both the direct enumeration sample and the mail
list. This matching operation was subjected to critical review
and verification, including telephone calls to most respondents
in the direct enumeration sample who were not matched in
normal processing. Duplicates which were not identified during
the matching process will result in an upward bias in estimated
totals.

An adjustment was made for nonrespondent operations on
the mail list. This adjustment employed sampling of both
nonrespondent and respondent cases and variation from the
adjustment is measured in sampling error; however, any sys-
tematic bias is not measured.

An evaluation of ¢overage is being conducted to measure the
extent of undercount or overcount of farms in the census. A
description of this evaluation is included in Census Coverage.

CENSUS COVERAGE

Although a complete and fully accurate count of farms,
farmland, and farm production is the aim of each nationwide
census of agricuiture, the complex structure of America's
agriculture makes this aim difficult to achieve. Among the
complexities are the many places to be included, the variety of
arrangements under which farms are operated, the continuing

changes in the reiationship of operators to the farm operated,
the expiration of leases and the initiation or renewal of leases,
the problem of obtaining a complete list of agricultural
operations, the difficulty of locating and identifying some types
of farms, the operator's absence from the farm during the data
collection period, and the operator’s opinion that part or all of
the operation does not qualify and should not be included in
the census.

An evaluation of coverage has been conducted for each
census of agriculture since 1945. Although the primary purpose
of these evaluations is to identify problem areas and supply
evidence as a basis for improvements, they also provide users of
census data with estimates of the completeness of census
counts. The results of the coverage evaluation study were pub-
lished for the 1974 census in Volume 1V, Special Reports, part
3. This report included estimates of the net percentage of all
farms missed in the census. Farm counts for 1974, adjusted for
this net undercount, are shown in appendix C.

The inclusion of a direct enumeration sample to supplement
the mail list for the 1978 census partially eliminates the major
source of undercoverage of farms, namely, incompleteness of
the mail list. However, inaccurate counting may still occur
because (1) by design, the sample omitted the selection of area
segments in places that had 2,500 or more population in 1970;
{(2) direct enumeration sample interviewers may have under
counted or over counted farms; and (3) respondents may have
been misclassified as farms or nonfarms during processing.

The coverage evaluation for the 1978 census includes a
re-enumeration of a subsample of the direct enumeration
segments with matching and verification of differences, identi-
fication of operators not included on the mail list in places with
2,500 or more population in 1970 using supplemental questions
on the Annual Housing Survey, and verification of the farm-
nonfarm classification for a sample of respondents.

The changes in data collection procedures implemented for
the 1978 census should substantially reduce undercoverage, and
the proportion of farms not included in the census is expected
to be between 2 and 3 percent for the United States. Results of
the coverage evaluation and other evaluative material are
included in volume 5.

STATISTICAL ADJUSTMENTS

Report forms were obtained and tabulated for all the
identified larger farms (in general, those with expected sales of
$80,000 or more). In the few instances where the operator did
not supply the required information, data were obtained from
secondary sources. By means of detailed, programed edit
specifications, adjustments or corrections were made during the
computer edit operation for internally incomplete or incon-
sistent data. The review procedures provided for computer
printouts of edit changes that exceeded specified limits for the
item. These changes were then reviewed for reasonableness by
members of the processing staff and necessary corrections made.

" Nonresponse

The statistics for each State and county were adjusted to
account for nonrespondent smaller operations. The number of
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tarms for which adjustment was made was estimated on the
basis of the results of a canvass of a random sample of mail list
addressees who did not respond to the census during the regular
followup period. The canvass, using an abbreviated form, was
accomplished with the use of the mail and telephone. The
sample for each State was designed to provide estimates of the

number of nonrespondent farms with a relative standard error
of approximately 6 percent. However, approximately one third

of the sample could not be contacted resulting in a potential
bias in the estimates. The sample estimate of the number of
nonrespondent farms at the State level was allocated to strata at
the county level using the number of nonrespondents and the
proportion of census farms among respondents. A sample of
respondent data records was selected by stratum and weighted
to represent the nonrespondent farms.

Table A shows for selected items for the State the percent of
the published total that the whole farm nonresponse adjustment
represents. Adjustment for individual item nonresponse on
respondent forms is not included in the percentages. These
percentages indicate the potential for bias in published figures
resulting from nonresponse, i.e., the extent to which the actual
data for nonrespondents may not agree with the nonresponse
adjustments. The probable range of difference is unknown.
However, the degree of uncertainty regarding the accuracy of
the data increases as the percentage of the total represented by
the nonrespondent adjustment increases.

Direct Enumeration Sample

Because of undercoverage problems with the mail list for the
1969 and 1974 censuses, a direct enumeration area sample was
included to supplement the mail list for the 1978 census.
Enumeration district maps and data from the 1970 Census of
Poputation and Housing were used to construct the sampling
frame from which the direct enumeration sample was selected.
The frame was stratified by State and by a farm density ratio
{the ratio of farm households to total households). In this State,
the selected sample consisted of 111 segments. The expected
number of farms per segment varied by strata from none in
residential areas to 12 in intensive farm areas and averaged about
10 farms. Farms enumerated in the direct enumeration sample
were matched to the mail list and the data for the unmatched
farms were weighted by the reciprocal of the probability of
selection for the segment to make State estimates for farm
operations not represented on the mail list.

TsbleA Percent of State Total Represented by Adjustment
for Whole Farm Nonresponse: 1978
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Mail List Sampling

To obtain county data for appropriate items without
burdening all farm operators, data for Sections 22 through 27 of
the report form 78-A1{S) were collected only from a sample of
farms. The sample was selected from the mail list and consisted
of all addresses in a certainty stratum and a random sample of
addresses from the noncertainty stratum. The certainty stratum
consisted of all addresses meeting specified size criteria in terms
of indicated acreage and/or value of sales. Certainty size criteria
varied by State from 1,000 to 5,000 indicated acres and from
$40,000 to $200,000 indicated value of sales based on historic
or mail list source data. All addresses in counties with less than
100 farms in 1974 were also selected as certainty. Noncertainty
addresses in counties with 100 to 199 farms in 1974 were
sampled at a rate of 1 in 2, and noncertainty addresses in
counties with 200 farms or more in 1974 were sampled at a rate
of 1inb.

Several elements of the sampling from the mail tist and
associated data collection may introduce substantial variation
and a potential bias into the resulting data. First, the mail list
from which the sample was selected contained about 50 percent
nonfarm names and addresses which were not identifiable at the
time of selection. Both farm and nonfarm names and addresses
were selected into the sample. As a result, the farm data actually
tabulated came only from part of the sample, specifically the
names and addresses which represented farms. Secondly, the
stratification was based on size information from several sources
and of varying quality. Size information was not available for a
substantial proportion of the names and addresses. In addition,
sample and nonsample forms may have _been returned at a
different rate by respondents. '

In order to improve the precision and minimize the bias of
estimates from the sample, post-stratification was used to
produce estimates. Basically, this consisted of classifying all
farms into relatively homogenous strata and weighting sample
farms within each stratum by the ratioc of total farms to sample
farms.

Farms meeting certainty size criteria during sample selection
and those identified during processing as meeting similar criteria
were assigned to a certainty stratum. All other farms were
assigned to 64 strata. Farms with sales of less than $2,500 were
classified into eight size-of-farm groups (less than 10 acres, 10 to
49 acres, 50 to 69 acres, 70 to 99 acres, 100 to 199 acres, 200
to 259 acres, 260 to 499 acres, and 500 acres or more); within
each of two value-of-sales groups (less than $1,500 and $1,500
to $2,499); within each of two type-of-farm groups {(crop or
general farms and livestock or pouitry farms). Farms with sales
of $2,500 or more were classified into four size-of-farm groups
(less than 50 acres, 50 to 99 acres, 100 to 259 acres, and 260
acres or more); within each of the four value-of-sales groups
{$2,500 to $4,999, $5,000 to $9,999, $10,000 to $19,999, and
$20,000 or more); within each of two type-of-farm groups {crop
or general farms and livestock or poultry farms).

Each stratum was examined and collapsed into another

stratum if (1) the stratum contained less than 20 sample farms;
or (2) the calculated weight for the stratum was greater than 10
in counties sampled at a rate of 1 in 5 and greater than 4 in
counties sampled at a rate of 1 in 2.
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The post-stratification provided weights to be assigned to
farms in each of the final collapsed strata such that the total of
the weights for sampie farms in the stratum would be equal to
the total number of farms in the stratum.

Estimates were prepared for items in Sections 22 through 27
of the report form by multiplying the data for each item for
each farm in the sample by the weight assigned to the farm.
The weight for a certainty farm was 1.

Reliability of Census Estimates

Sampling variability in census data may arise from several
souroeé, some affecting all data and others affecting only certain
items or geographic levels of tabulation.

The sampling involved in the imputation for nonrespondents
affects all data items at all geographic levels of tabulation.
However, farms above specified size limits were not eligible for
selection to represent nonrespondents. The size limits varied by
State from $60,000 to $150,000 and from 1,000 to 2,000 acres.
As a result of these limits, the sampling variability arises
primarily from smaller farms. For computing the estimates of
variability due to weighting for nonresponse, the farms selected
for weighting were considered to be a random sample of all
farms in the stratum from which they were selected.

Estimates from the 'direct enumeration sample are not
included in county totals but contribute to sampling variability
of State totals for all data items. .

The sample selected from the mail list provides estimated
data only for Sections 22 through 27 of the report form. It
contributes to sampling variability only for the items in these
sections. Including the certainty farms and sample farms, data
for Sections 22 through 27 were collected on approximately 26
percent of the farms nationwide.

Table B includes estimates of sampling reliability of State
totals for a selected set of items. The estimates of sampling
reliability for total number of farms, land in farms, harvested
cropland, irrigated land, crops harvested, livestock, and value of
agricuttural products sold include components of variation for
nonresponse imputation and for the direct enumeration sample.
The component of variation for nonresponse imputation is
relatively small and the direct enumeration sample is the major
source of variation for these items. Estimates of sampling
reliability for fertilizer use, chemical use, value of machinery
and equipment, and value of land and buildings contain
components of variation for the direct enumeration sample and
the mail list sample..

Table C contains estimates of sampling reliability for the
estimated number of farms in a county reporting an item in
table D. These estimates of sampling reliability contain com-

ponents of variation arising from the mail list sample. The
approximate standard error in percent may be read directly
from the table based on the number of farms reporting the item.
For a number of farms not shown in the table, a linear
interpolation will provide a reasonable approximation. These
estimates shouid not be applied to counties indicated to be
certainty in table D.

Table D shows estimates of the sampling variability of
selected items for each county and for the portion of the State
total pertaining to farms not on the mail list. Estimates for
county totals contain variation from the mail list sample and
estimates for the portion not on the mail list contain variation
from the direct enumeration sample. Items for counties indi-
cated to be certainty in the table are subject to some sampling
error but this is expected to be small and is not included. Items
in county publications with data collected from all farms con-
tain a component of variation from nonrespondent imputation.
This component is usually small and is not shown in the samp-
ling variability tables.

The sample estimates and the estimates of standard errors
presented in tables B, C, and D permit the construction of
interval estimates with prescribed confidence that the interval
includes the average result of all possible samples.

If all possible samples were selected, each of these surveyed
under essentially the same conditions, and an estimate and its

estimated standard error were calculated from each sample,
then:

a. Approximately 67 percent of the intervals from one
standard error below the estimate to one standard error
above the estimate would include the average value of all
possible samples.

b. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two
standard errors below the estimate to two standard errors
above the estimate would include the average value of all
possible samples.

For example, suppose the estimated number of farms in a
State is 50,000 with a relative standard error of 3.0 percent.
Then the standard error is 1,500 (3.0 percent of 50,000) and
the chances are 2 out of 3 (67 percent) that complete coverage
using the same survey methods would yield between 48,500 and
51,500 farms.

As calculated, the standard error also partially measures the
effect of nonsampling errors but does not measure the effect of
any systematic biases in the data arising from incorrect
reporting by respondents, adjustments for nonresponse, in-
complete unduplication, or incomplete coverage of farms.
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Table B. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of State Totals for Selected Items: 1978

All farms Farms with sales of $2,500 or more

Item Standard error Standard error

Quantity (pexcent) Quantity (percent)

Farms, . ...oovvuunns 77,129 0.6 67,401 0.4
Land in famms...... 47,747,446 .2 46,835,366 .2
Harvested cropland........... 66,577 .6 60,561 .4
19,092,053 .2 18,921,455 .2

Irrigated land.......... 7,962 .5 7,745 .6
2,685,758 4 2,680,247 .4

Agricultural products sold 77,129 .6 67,401 .4
. 5,012,183 .2 4,995,576 .2

CrOPB . teernronseaneacensosnonnnoscane 60,283 .5 56,091 N
1,450,209 4 1,644,322 4

Livestock, poultry, and their products 56,132 .7 50,249 .4
3,561,974 .2 3,551,255 .2

Value of machinery and equipment...........ccccieeuvvarvroannne farms. . 76,920 .6 67,616 .5
$1,000 3,175,075 .6 3,096,259 .6

Average value of land and buildings per famme........... ++..dollars.. 313,288 .6 347,045 .6
Corn for grain or seed.........ciiivirinirreniosrnnnencns ve..faxms, . 10,948 1.6 10,585 1.4
acres.. 1,578,299 .7 1,574,596 7

bushels. . 154,848,226 .8 154,657,502 .8

Wheat fOr grafn..........covtiivivinravacsonsansanns caieeaaene farms., . 46,838 .6 44,822 .5
acres. . 9,650,652 .3 9,590,210 .3

bushels. . 269,982,026 .3 268,729,338 .3

SOybeans fOr DOANB. «. . uuerrvrrerneesonrnroancnocenasanes vecae..farms.. 16,584 .9 15,814 .9
acres. . 1,502,712 .9 1,487,772 .9

bushels.. 27,094,102 1.2 26,930,025 1.2

Cattle and calves inventory..... e beearenaaae Cheerenaas ...farms.. 49,485 .6 44,732 N
number. 5,950,800 .2 5,879,248 .2

Cattle and calves sold...... e rses e e e teesioson.frIME, . 50,328 .5 46,002 .4
number. . 6,772,751 .3 6,745,778 .3

$1,000.. 3,097,884 .3 3,090,389 .3

Hogs and Pigs iNVeRtOry..........ecevree-ons Ceernae R farms. . 14,026 1.6 12,838 1.0
number. 2,040,714 .8 2,018,807 .8

Hogs and pigs sold......... i iieeeaanaees reeensieeoe seeiesso.faIMB 14,29 1.4 13,271 .9
number. . 3,371,378 .6 3,349,869 .6

$1,000., 299,678 .6 298,341 .6

Sheep and lambs inventory.........c..cevevecss ecareeaereanes farms. . 1,930 .7 1,701 .7
number. . 224,662 1.3 217,717 1.3

Sheep and 1ambs 801d.......eureruevucnaaanscnnns eceseaceereen farms. . 1,931 .7 1,714 .7
number, . 206,642 1.0 202,218 1.1

Hens and pullets of laying age inventory..................c... farms. . 8,048 2.9 6,372 2.0
number. . 2,331,956 1.3 2,267,364 1.3

Hens and pullets of laying age sold...........ccicenernnans ...farMS. . 1,107 10.0 826 1.0
number. 1,899,263 1.6 1,882,786 1.6

Commercial fertilizer used...............cce.u.. eaecaea e farms. . 53,361 .6 50,017 .6
acres. 14,190,439 .6 14,086,986 .6

Commercial fertilizer purchased.................. reeeseianaas farms. . 54,979 .6 51,375 .5
$1,000.. 253,327 .7 251,542 .7

Agricultural chemicals purchased.............c...0un vreescnnee .farms.. 43,661 .9 40,739 .8
$1,000.. 68,962 .9 68,321 .9

Chemicals used on crops for ingect control.................... farms.. 16,431 1.6 15,698 1.6
. acres. . 3,011,099 1.4 2,996,411 1.4

Chemicals used on crops for disease control........ P farms. . 1,429 4.7 1,279 4.9
acres. . 221,875 5.9 219,125 6.0

F: D R R R TR R R farms. . 73,052 .6 64,381 .5

Gasoline purehase 1,000 gallons.. 149,683 7 ) @A)
$1,000.. 87,121 .7 85,306 .7

PO et ieeeesceens vevo..fATMA. . 46,141 .8 44,170 .7

Diesel fuel purchased............ 1,066 gallons. . 155:690 ‘8 wad oA
$1,000. . 70,309 .8 70,038 .8

PChABEA, c v evanrsvoonanossosean we...farms.. 32,018 1.2 29,109 1.0

Livestock and poultry pu $1,000. . 1,675,580 3 1,671,958 .3

....................................... ...tarms.. 51,728 .9 46,219 .7

Foed purchesed...... $1,000.. 805,448 4 800,828 4
...................................... .farms. ., 28,927 1.0 27,762 1.0

Hired famm labor....... $1,000. 131,607 9 129,595 .9

Table C. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of Farms Reporting an item in the County: 1978

Farms reporting item St""d?;:r::::; Farms reporting item sund'(';:r::i:f

25 £ATMBssaocnenns 50.0 | 1,000 farTi8..oeesessocesaacossosencsossessasoscasnnoansons 1.0
50 farm8..essvecnn 20.0 }1,500 1.0
100 faXIMB.eeossesasosseresosvossssasassasesassvvesssssnss 12.0 {2,000 NA)
250 farms......- 8.0 {3,000 (®A)
500 £arMB.eresrenrenssns 5.0 | 4,000 (NA)
750 FAIMB.eceeassvoscasssossossssssssvosnnsssnsaosssnsars 3.0 {5,000 farmBecccccrcessresecacntarannctsciiionarctacascenes (NA)
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TableD. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of County Totals for Selected Items: 1978

Chemicals used on crops for--
Average value of
land agd buildings Value of l:niachi;lntery and Acres fertilized
per farm equipme Insect control Disease control
County
Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard
Value error Value error error error error
dollars (percent) ($1,000) (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent)
Allen........oiiniruiinnns 217,730 6.3 26,692 7.9 97,331 8.4 18,578 17.0 1,006 0.5
Anderson.... 233,643 5.5 29,256 6.2 85,322 6.6 22,382 24.0 450 1.0
Atchison.... 244,503 8.7 27,571 6.6 132,698 9.2 35,105 23.0 572 17.0
Barber...... 532,851 3.6 24,295 4.5 144,651 4.9 5,820 2.3 - .0
Barton...... 312,903 4.5 49,135 5.4 204,184 5.1 15,799 12.0 - -0
Bourbon..... 173,930 4.8 21,467 5.9 92,577 6.3 15,550 18.0 328 60.0
Brown.,..... 319,494 5.6 42,500 5.0 156,113 4.8 66,452 10.0 2,585 35.0
Butler...... 301,874 4.2 34,221 3.8 170,816 4.9 14,666 15.0 3,696 69.0
Chase....... .o 525,628 3.7 9,791 6.6 37,714 14.0 7,005 29.0 503 84.0
Chautauqua. . cov.ooveevnaennn 254,432 8.9 9,252 9.0 43,115 12.0 5,959 9.4 995 85.0
ChexroKBe.....oovivenvvannnnn 219,679 8.2 32,803 6.4 142,875 6.7 14,875 29.0 - .0
Cheyenne.. .. .. 354,857 4.4 30,561 5.3 85,235 5.5 32,626 11.0 2,856 11.0
563,502 5.9 15,032 7.9 68,076 8.1 8,209 1.8 - -0
269,342 4.6 32,079 4.4 154,425 4.4 33,315 11.0 ) (D)
281,740 3.5 33,908 5.2 170,788 4.8 20,372 17.0 250 69.0
241,886 5.5 23,340 5.0 79,479 6.7 11,835 25.0 1,797 68.0
471,633 4.4 13,777 7.1 89,727 8.5 8,760 8.7 - .0
309,689 4.7 37,617 5.5 196,103 6.0 12,94 24.0 20 1.0
Crawford. .- 194,902 5.2 28,395 7.4 109,456 6.6 11,618 23.0 8 92.0
Decatur......coouvinerennrans 368,028 5.5 27,633 5.9 111, 642 6.9 13,098 9.5 1,757 40.0
DicKinBOn., ..vevvnicnevnrenss 248,968 3.7 44,889 4.6 258,422 5.3 46,218 14.0 5,008 38.0
Doniphan.... 280,79 7.6 28,550 5.7 104,124 6.9 50,096 7.8 2,19 11.0
Douglas. .. 175,997 4.1 25,533 6.3 77,329 7.3 24,318 13.0 2,457 4.3
Edwards. . 629,023 5.7 26,935 8.4 137,164 6.9 30,710 14.0 3,003 .0
281,069 6.5 10,285 11.0 39,329 12.0 3,641 32.0 - .0
239,983 4.5 29,369 6.5 88,793 9.5 10,267 19.0 1,140 72.0
267,367 4.6 18,547 6.9 95,449 6.6 9,381 18.0 - -0
840,660 9.6 52,167 2.9 227,561 3.6 100,002 4.7 4,183 37.0
421,117 5.8 47,742 4.9 195,858 5.6 43,285 10.0 2,368 50.0
196,005 4.8 26,689 6.2 82,820 7.4 12,468 30.0 3,585 40.0
234,419 12.0 9,226 15.0 30,39 16.0 8,177 20.0 178 21.0
404,719 3.5 26,160 4.4 88,502 5.4 14,183 4.7 5,160 40.0
412,243 4.8 25,433 6.0 127,557 7.0 6,038 25.0 M) (D)
762,021 3.0 27,905 4.6 147,522 4.4 74,943 4.4 6,275 68.0
571,959 3.5 45,050 3.4 205,670 3.6 102,380 3.3 3,320 .0
572,995 4.2 22,123 7.2 51,224 7.5 31,006 11.0 4,670 50.0
356,100 7.9 14,119 4.4 46,558 7.0 5,485 14.0 270 3.8
539,051 5.2 22,527 6.1 51,001 9.8 24,755 4.0 - .0
445,051 4.0 35,387 5.2 247,762 4.7 11,030 20.0 ) (D)
307,416 5.1 39,312 5.6 202,385 4.7 38,588 13.0 2,546 33.0
894,643 5.1 39,320 3.1 191,234 3.8 121,843 5.0 3,446 .0
Hodgeman. .,.......... .. 343,843 5.7 24,484 7.5 60,279 9.1 5,634 22.0 - .0
Jackson. .. .......... .- 199,941 8.1 29,474 7.0 134,164 7.4 29,673 17.0 970 55.0
Jefferson. .. 208,990 8.2 24,382 7.1 113,611 7.7 25,983 15.0 335 54.0
Jewell.............. . 268,080 4.6 37,973 5.3 184,352 5.1 24,197 14.0 958 59.0
Johnson.......c. ... . 344,775 8.1 21,655 8.9 70,178 10.0 13,101 41.0 15,039 38.0
678,937 3.4 25,547 5.5 84,366 4.7 63,064 7.8 4,058 .0
379,033 4.4 43,692 5.9 234,165 4.4 12,041 26.0 4,600 48.0
438,547 4.9 24,380 6.1 99,017 5.8 16,964 14.0 42 90.0
206,126 5.4 31,982 6.5 153,377 5.4 20,762 15.0 3,385 42.0
LAaN®.....cinrneranrnnnnnnnns 534,704 4.6 22,224 5.4 61,283 7.4 11,599 5.3 D) (D)
193,255 5.9 26,666 6.1 89,545 7.2 21,756 15.0 7 53.0
299,453 5.8 24,871 5.7 125,773 6.0 11,046 27.0 2,240 36.0
192,502 5.8 21,228 7.0 81,970 8.0 11,546 20.0 161 63.0
Logan .. 520,979 6.5 22,531 5.9 51,001 8.5 17,084 10.0 - .0
Lyon...... .. 220,091 6.4 28,255 6.1 115,153 8.3 20,416 15.0 290 12.0
McPherson. 248,598 3.4 53,462 4.6 269,646 3.7 38,358 13.0 2,607 58.0
Marton...... 252,901 3.1 45,094 4.1 225,018 4.1 13,454 14.0 290 43.0
Marshall.. . 303,357 4.4 52,080 5.5 239,972 4.2 42,313 12.0 4,142 30.0
Meade.......onneinennnnninn. 519,730 5.3 31,362 5.1 134,562 5.5 67,718 8.6 5,326 39.0
Miami,.oiuuiinniannnnn, 211,096 5.1 31,706 6.3 114,347 7.6 25,262 16.0 1,141 87.0
Mitchell,. .. 390,972 5.0 36,836 5.4 214,709 4.3 26,735 18.0 3,006 16.0
Montgomery 171,388 5.0 21,704 6.1 117,536 7.9 20,991 22.0 1,518 58.0
MOXris...oovvvuniuinnnannnns 240,198 6.4 22,776 8.7 97,765 8.1 13,231 28.0 3,950 50.0
Morton... 492,498 14.0 22,540 8.5 91,495 11.0 42,456 16.0 3,092 37.0
Nemaha. .. 241,888 5.9 38,990 4.3 179,343 4.1 48,887 10.0 - .0
.. 202,187 4.6 22,417 5.1 117,404 6.4 12,686 22.0 273 55.0
............. . .. 380,405 5.7 36,986 7.0 110,397 9.3 8,013 26.0 3,386 54.0
.. 283,845 4.5 23,817 5.3 119,345 5.0 16,316 18.0 4,420 70.0
187,079 4.0 27,553 5.9 96,612 5.7 26,085 12.0 3,584 7.2
OSDOYNO. . . coteerurennenrunss 321,592 5.4 29,205 5.3 146,278 6.6 7,818 17.0 2,155 63.0
Ottawa... . 369,506 5.1 24,465 6.4 171,437 5.1 13,437 19.0 2:405 37.0
Pammee..........co.unv . 483,426 4.7 35,183 5.5 158,896 7.6 33,490 13.0 3,600 '0
Phillips...... 244,660 4.6 26,647 5.4 105,309 6.3 10,304 15.0 372 6:0
Pottawatomie.... 258,998 6.0 26,848 6.6 99,312 9.6 38,046 21.01 | 1,571 31.0
Pratt....... 402,074 6.5 28,232 6.1 188,729 6.1 12,958 16.0 4,164 47.0
385,996 3.BJ 28,474 6.0 108,834 7.0 20,001 14.0 - .0
313,835 3.0 68,624 3.7 381,881 3.6 25,529 12.0 415 26.0
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TableD. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of County Totals for Selectad Items: 1978-Con.

County

County

Crawford..
Decatur........

DickinBon. ... ..ccuiveeeonane
Doniphan. .

Greeley
Greenwood
Hamilton.........

Average value of
land and buildings

Value of machinery and

Chemicals used on crops for--

Acres fertilized

per farm equipment Inaect control ' Disease control
Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard
Value error Value error error error error
dollars (percent) ($1,000) (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent)
296,141 4.8 43,633 4.9 214,370 3.7 51,908 8.1 4,890 39.0
428,635 5.6 39,920 5.0 227,806 4.9 19,680 18.0 40 81.0
244,483 5.8 21,238 6.4 59,087 9.1 12,062 16.0 716 48.0
310,704 5.4 23,762 5.7 118,208 6.6 7,248 27.0 - .0
299,275 7.0 18,788 8.3 99,045 9.9 4,737 23.0 - .0
275,627 5.7 25,672 8.1 98,364 8.2 3,422 24.0 1,245 43.0
322,893 5.5 26,325 5.8 152,777 6.3 13,534 14.0 ) (D)
518,131 4.3 32,540 3.5 98,143 4.9 67,282 5.7 1,409 23.0
334,525 4.0 60,828 3.9 291,185 3.9 31,098 17.0 5,898 42.0
595,862 3.4 17,361 6.8 122,639 5.8 77,285 6.0 (D) ()
216,678 5.2 23,470 6.3 89,770 6.0 42,826 13.0 2,278 37.0
384,357 4.5 35,020 5.5 127,441 5.9 34,356 7.9 1,642 .0
472,260 3.3 40,995 4.9 130,615 5.2 60,520 6.7 4,950 13.0
294,810 5.0 36,137 4.9 176,112 5.7 16,545 17.0 2,042 45.0
456,239 5.7 35,373 6.0 230,863 5.6 43,209 9.0 1,275 62.0
888,517 4.3 32,164 4.4 146,117 5.1 80,350 5.7 7,142 .0
539,502 7.2 32,469 5.3 201,078 5.4 93,669 7.4 ) (D)
385,043 3.1 63,607 4.1 421,652 3.4 15,212 30.0 12,000 32.0
537,621 3.7 38,843 4.3 169,248 5.0 70,165 5.3 5,059 20.0
341,410 6.5 23,476 5.8 84,443 7.3 9,239 30.0 1,477 87.0
261,801 4.7 21,047 7.1 94,406 7.7 21,390 17.0 1,051 48.0
530,361 5.3 17,861 5.4 62,978 6.5 38,889 5.4 448 .0
275,840 3.3 43,39 3.9 209,927 3.7 50,059 7.5 6,910 52.0
642,126 4.0 29,110 4.2 123,535 6.0 66,000 5.5 3,410 .0
220,317 6.1 23,908 5.6 92,983 7.4 17,462 20.0 913 76.0
258,589 7.1 14,637 8.4 55,065 9.6 16,427 22.0 304 95.0
224,028 9.1 5,178 3.8 13,427 11.0 3,392 12.0 1,351 5.6
90,690 19.0 37,379 22.0 63,109 43.0 30,397 64.0 - .0

Farm production expenses
Gasoline Diesel fuel Livestock and, poultry Feed Hired farm labor
purchased

Standard Standard Standard Standaxd Standard
Expense error Expenge error Expense error Expense error Expense error
($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent)
680 7.3 399 11.0 2,196 13.0 2,340 8.5 685 6.0
818 5.3 519 8.9 4,613 11.0 2,247 7.3 795 15.0
828 6.2 444 8.9 3,400 12.0 2,699 10.0 601 20.0
773 4.7 791 5.2 17,176 3.9 6,140 4.2 1,310 11.0
1,080 3.8 840 4.3 38,484 .9 18,307 1.9 2,133 6.4
79 5.7 335 10.0 6,795 12.0 3,342 6.6 521 12.0
984 4.3 794 6.5 7,923 4.6 4,115 7.9 1,264 15.0
1,234 4.0 492 5.7 43,162 1.8 15,723 2.2 1,971 5.4
423 5.4 132 13.0 14,845 2.4 4,388 6.4 629 6.6
438 9.6 146 16.0 3,346 13.0 2,710 9.5 772 6.0
869 6.5 639 11.0 1,984 18.0 1,957 11.0 633 7.1
760 5.3 757 7.3 4,023 10.0 1,957 11.0 1,353 16.0
454 6.7 318 5.6 14,361 4.3 4,729 1.4 922 5.3
849 4.7 564 6.5 5,110 6.2 4,518 4.6 881 9.1
943 6.8 635 5.1 3,924 7.0 2,461 6.8 1,021 7.4
683 4.5 361 6.7 5,082 6.8 3,854 17.0 672 9.4
400 6.4 494 7.3 6,491 5.5 1,553 5.0 688 13.0
1,283 5.7 636 8.6 19,342 1.8 15,39% 2.1 1,505 4.1
844 7.7 365 9.3 4,654 7.6 2,329 8.0 509 12.0
725 6.1 551 10.0 20,189 1.4 10,321 1.7 1,109 7.4
1,312 5.0 1,045 6.4 12,170 5.6 5,106 8.7 1,123 10.0
759 5.9 531 9.3 3,196 7.6 2,228 7.7 1,078 8.0
612 5.1 283 7.2 4,210 3.6 3,651 8.2 628 9.6
660 7.2 676 11.0 19,202 3.7 7,142 2.8 1,196 13.0
413 6.9 113 17.0 3,879 17.0 3,666 9.9 286 13.0
892 6.0 530 6.7 24,840 -8 12,045 1.7 1,576 2.9
595 6.3 364 9.1 2,733 21.0 1,552 17.0 362 9.6
1,359 4.0 1,683 3.3 97,767 b 34,852 .6 5,669 1.5
1,325 3.6 1,583 6.7 89,527 .9 39,428 .3 3,000 2.4
850 8.7 349 8.9 3,517 7.0 3,307 6.9 914 7.2
0.0 197 18.0 1,565 14.0 2,372 8.1 447 13.0
3;2 14.5 1,060 10.0 27,257 1.3 19,103 .9 1,581 4.9
779 7.0 592 7.1 2,729 13.0 1,326 8.6 724 7.3
764 7.4 94 4.2 89,168 .2 27,271 .4 2,973 3.8
1,083 4.9 2,001 3.6 54,963 .3 24,000 1.0 3,117 3.1
558 5.9 624 5.9 25,920 .7 9,773 .8 1,374 8.8
825 4.7 220 8.1 8,920 5.0 5,364 4.2 810 5.4
439 4.8 540 4.8 21,186 .3 8,926 .8 929 .7
908 7.7 1,192 9.9 10,071 5.0 4,859 7.8 1,133 7.3
736 5.2 665 9.6 7,450 7.3 6,202 8.0 698 12.0




APPENDIX A—Continued ,

A-19

TebeD. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of County Totals for Selected 1tems: 1978-Con.

County

Haskell..
Hodgeman.

Montgomery
Morris, ..

Phillips.......
Pottawatomie.

SHOIMBR, v e vrcvrreeanuerneonns
Smith.... .
Stafford.......... e
Stanton......oiieieiiienanan.
Stevens..
Sumner. ..

¥abaunsee. . .
Wallace..oovnenerenonennnonns

Waghington............... e
Wichita

Farm production expenses

Gasoline Diesel fuel Livest:itcgz:é:ouury Feed Hired farm lsbor
Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard
Expense error Expense orror Expense error Expense error Expense error
($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent)
1,188 5.5 1,200 2.0 105,580 0.2 52,765 8.2 4,638 0.8
695 6.0 466 6.8 31,047 1.0 14,552 1.2 1,011 5.0
898 6.4 341 12.0 4,008 15.0 2,796 12.0 741 11.0
891 7.4 408 14.0 1,874 16.0 3,041 10.0 712 12.0
1,041 5.0 753 6.3 8,033 6.8 5,679 7.1 870 7.7
607 9.8 373 12.0 2,817 11.0 1,864 24.0 997 8.1
608 9.0 640 5.2 45,258 .2 15,876 4 2,638 3.0
1,071 5.3 947 5.9 4,495 9.0 4,184 10.0 1,211 11.0
539 7.9 656 15.0 5,757 4.0 1,700 5.6 1,082 7.0
1,025 5.2 477 8.2 20,869 2.5 10,052 4.3 1,059 7.9
595 4.6 583 4.9 14,658 1.4 20,605 .7 1,068 6.3
797 5.8 402 9.1 2,283 18.0 2,515 3.6 773 6.6
861 6.8 524 7.3 3,048 9.2 2,379 8.9 619 19.0
637 6.7 331 12.0 3,543 17.0 2,550 7.4 799 19.0
680 7.4 703 4.5 5,842 7.5 1,824 3.8 881 8.0
1,019 5.8 568 12.0 13,863 4.5 7,230 3.1 784 5.0
1,284 3.8 923 6.3 12,639 5.5 9,090 5.9 1,199 5.1
1,158 3.9 647 7.3 11,703 6.0 6,802 6.6 980 10.0
1,590 5.2 859 6.0 7,958 10.0 3,544 7.0 1,037 16.0
830 5.4 731 8.6 9,215 3.2 4,897 1.2 2,121 5.3
742 5.6 338 11.0 3,261 21.0 3,098 13.0 748 22.0
847 5.9 815 5.0 14,565 1.9 7,536 4.9 1,9% 9.0
784 6.7 430 11.0 3,530 12.0 3,711 8.8 773 8.3
715 6.8 316 11.0 12,389 7.5 6,159 4.4 464 8.6
337 11.0 629 17.0 2,18% 7.1 494 14.0 631 12.0
1,29 3.2 639 5.8 9,732 8.3 5,159 6.3 873 13.0
764 5.0 524 10.0 2,139 10.0 3,952 6.9 689 7.9
879 6.4 663 8.2 7,370 11.0 2,873 8.4 830 12.0
625 4.7 589 5.8 5,382 6.8 2,902 5.9 762 11.0
752 4.4 385 9.4 5,086 10.0 2,611 8.5 39 11.0
859 6.6 629 6.2 8,655 8.6 3,420 9.6 621 14.0
736 6.1 781 12.0 8,865 5.8 4,628 2.7 1,108 8.9
839 4.8 883 7.4 17,111 2.3 7,493 3.0 1,464 7.6
707 4.6 455 6.6 3,366 11.0 2,855 6.9 738 8.4
908 5.4 367 14.0 7,645 7.6 4,762 10.0 978 11.0
760 7.4 820 7.4 35,229 .8 12,530 .9 1,633 5.7
806 4.6 813 13.0 4,103 11.0 2,742 5.8 857 12.0
1,593 3.8 1,561 5.2 16,273 5.1 11,344 2.4 2,333 4.7
1,365 3.0 939 5.0 17,727 3.0 7,824 3.3 1,483 9.6
854 5.2 886 5.7 15,653 6.2 5,817 4.5 1,285 4.6
592 5.7 258 9.9 3,620 7.7 3,046 8.0 951 4.3
719 6.7 480 8.3 3,812 7.5 2,679 9.9 572 11.0
579 7.3 489 10.0 2,752 13.0 1,502 10.0 762 14.0
561 6.5 535 14.0 2,714 17.0 1,218 17.0 468 13.0
816 4.8 604 6.2 15,553 3.2 7,306 3.7 1,340 7.2
915 3.2 708 3.8 81,444 .3 35,343 .7 2,963 2.8
1,319 4.4 1,277 4.2 11,071 3.0 8,334 5.3 2,527 7.1
473 5.0 533 5.0 51,916 .2 18,326 1.9 2,038 4.4
681 5.7 413 8.9 2,403 9.4 1,970 6.0 1,707 22.0
928 11.0 1,197 11.0 22,587 3.2 9,268 3.6 1,850 8.9
944 5.1 1,372 5.7 15,287 2.0 4,253 3.1 3,007 7.6
1,056 4.5 779 6.1 9,880 7.4 6,088 7.6 1,117 11.0
784 5.8 970 5.6 15,615 2.2 5,930 1.7 1,038 5.5
690 3.8 1,022 3.6 22,901 .7 10,415 .3 2,723 5.0
638 5.3 746 5.9 17,862 .3 7,992 1.8 1,285 9.4
1,385 4.0 1,755 4,2 7,164 7.6 3,910 7.0 1,479 7.2
806 4.6 1,270 5.2 12,361 1.3 6,233 .7 1,928 5.1
651 6.6 448 7.1 3,501 9.3 1,899 7.9 540 29.0
812 8.3 281 11.0 7,619 5.2 3,851 7.4 1,239 19.0
555 5.3 873 7.6 3,165 6.3 1,110 6.3 875 4.6
1,148 3.3 981 5.0 11,836 7.3 7,584 5.2 1,188 9.3
796 4.2 809 4.6 85,593 .5 39,990 1.0 2,758 4.0
571 6.5 419 7.7 2,968 20.0 2,203 7.6 505 29.0
4358 5.9 217 11.0 8,070 4.4 3,687 2.5 412 6.5
118 5.4 54 11.0 415 11.0 463 7.5 721 1.6
1,071 31.0 423 33.0 1,340 46.0 1,736 24.0 163 74.0




APPENDIX B. Farms by Current and Prior Definitions and Value of Agricultural Products Sold:
1978 and 1974

Definition used for 1974 and 1978

Definition used for 1959, 1964, and 1969

Operations excluded by current definition but not by
* l9b5y9d.ﬁnlﬁon

Volue of products sold Value of products sold Volue of products sold
Farms (51,000 Farms ($1.000) Farms 41.000)

1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974
KONSos -] 77129 79188] 5012183 3 652 0M 83 974 &2 025] 5013912 3 662 831 6845 2 837 1728 7
Allen 782 914 21 200 18 118 822 948 21 209 18 126 0 34 10 8
And 757 811 24 895 20 455 784 839 24 703 20 459 27 -] 8 ;
Atchi 765 858 256 20 572 795 887 24 263 20 579 30 29 8 :
Barber 523 526 45 369 29 926 539 549 45 377 29 934 14 n 9 s

Barton 1030 1 051 87 074 91 340 1 046 1 066 87 080 91 345 16 15 6
Bourb 910 970 25 345 18 358 974 999 25 360 18 363 64 29 15 S
Brown. 833 984 46 077 37 445 858 1028 46 084 37 459 25 “ 7 14
Butler 1335 1 347 88 663 80 947 1 467 1 401 88 692 80 961 132 54 2 14
Chase 314 334 29 434 17 429 3% 341 29 438 17 429 16 7 4 -
Ch 448 514 13 879 10 133 475 538 13 885 10 136 27 24 s 3
879 961 23 204 19 680 969 P 029 2 230 19 703 90 &8 26 2
Chey 543 541 26 273 30 965 550 550 26 274 30 966 7 9 1 1
Clark 327 us 32 828 29 739 336 353 32 830 2 742 9 8 2 3
Clay 758 830 32 777 31121 772 837 32 782 31 123 14 7 4 2
Cloud 794 847 28 045 29 053 818 873 28 055 29 064 24 26 10 1
Cotfey. 668 797 24 142 20 962 696 815 24 149 20 971 2 18 7 9
C h 287 267 19 920 18 493 289 277 19 920 18 497 2 10 - 4
Cowley 1109 1 180 &0 503 50 155 1184 1232 &0 523 50 171 75 52 2 16
Crawford 950 1 069 24 752 19 399 1013 1132 24 770 19 411 63 63 18 12
Dy 545 574 49 846 33 998 558 580 49 851 34 002 13 ] 4 4
Dicki 1158 1 251 48 923 50 880 1 202 1320 48 935 50 905 44 & 11 25
Doniph 649 730 30 998 30 598 682 762 31 010 30 602 33 2 12 4
Dough 854 94} 25 573 19 165 974 990 25 603 19 176 120 49 0 1
Edward: 411 413 48 733 26 010 415 42 48 734 26 014 4 9 1 4
% 483 438 14 682 10 002 482 447 14 688 10 004 19 9 6 2
B 760 820 56 551 27 252 784 843 56 556 27 261 24 s H 9
Blsworth 560 577 14 666 16 577 565 597 14 668 16 580 5 20 2 3
Finoey 572 545 196 130 124 202 587 554 196 138 124 204 15 9 8 2
Ford 826 884 180 253 80 380 863 898 180 262 80 382 37 14 9 2
Franklin 1 007 1150 26 836 21 803 111 1213 26 860 21 815 104 &3 24 12
Geary 301 21 11 789 9 059 38 299 11 792 9 060 17 8 3 1
Gove 512 521 75 624 47 219 521 535 75 626 47 23 9 14 2 4
Grah 498 515 17 962 19 117 510 522 17 968 19 117 12 7 6 @
Grant 287 263 179 262 38 320 298 265 179 264 38 321 n 2 3 1
Gray 554 571 134 759 95 698 556 579 134 760 95 701 2 8 1 3
Greeley 306 274 59 363 4) 487 mn 277 59 364 41 488 5 3 1 1
6 d 672 781 31 514 19 683 712 824 31 52 19 690 40 43 8 7
Hamilton. 293 306 47 619 32 999 306 308 47 624 33 000 13 2 5 1
Harper 729 834 43 007 40 737 751 849 43 018 40 740 2 15 n 3
Harvey 97 969 35 979 36 141 979 1014 35 998 36 149 &2 45 19 8
ok 343 322 226 643 121 897 347 325 226 644 121 899 4 3 1 2
Hod; 484 459 65 115 45 750 492 466 65 116 45 752 [ 7 1 2
Jack 1148 1209 23 854 17 794 121 1238 23 872 17 801 6 2 19 7
Jeffarson 1 038 1078 23 628 19 590 1127 1164 23 650 19 605 89 86 z 15
Sewsil 806 914 41 468 35 834 835 930 4] 480 35 834 2 16 12 -
Joh 709 762 18 502 15 904 828 830 18 529 15 917 19 68 27 13
Kearny 276 303 98 631 65 388 282 313 98 632 65 393 6 10 2 s
Ki 884 885 a2 1n 34137 901 903 32 178 34 140 17 18 6 3
Kiowa 390 360 25 119 20 305 400 365 25121 20 306 10 s 2 1
Labette 1 081 1235 49 213 30 571 1150 1an 49 224 30 602 &9 76 12 31
Lane 333 349 86 381 38 363 340 352 66 383 38 364 7 3 1 1
L th 1 065 1195 19 907 15 622 1229 1319 19 945 15 854 164 124 38 32
Lincoln 633 690 23 149 21 595 639 700 23 151 21 599 6 10 2 4
Linn 784 894 19 596 17 082 847 941 19 608 17 097 43 47 13 15
Logan 411 344 21 649 21 461 423 s 21 652 21 461 12 } 3 @
mn 968 10N 40 370 36 131 1020 1068 40 381 36 153 52 57 11 22
Pherson 1 506 1 534 53 541 54 151 1 563 1 602 53 561 54 182 57 68 20 3
Maricn 1197 1376 46 059 40 237 1231 1 409 46 069 40 248 34 33 10 1
Marshalt 1214 1 389 45 009 38 733 1238 1432 45 018 38 739 24 Q 9 6
Meade 481 sn 43 197 38 627 489 5186 43 199 38 628 8 5 1 1
Miomi 1148 1 240 22 726 19 215 1267 1317 22 748 19 230 1ne 7 2 15
Mitchell 678 696 48 353 36 005 697 715 48 363 36 010 19 19 10 5
Montgomery 100 1145 22 134 18 538 1145 1263 22 166 18 581 14 18 k3 Q
Morris 626 661 33 481 28 367 644 674 33 487 28 371 8 13 7 4
Morton 246 225 15 444 16 975 247 227 15 444 16 975 1 2 - -
Nemah 1107 1234 44 004 35 908 1126 1275 44 009 35 922 19 4 5 14
Neosho 848 905 22 722 20 151 889 939 22 730 20 158 4) 34 8 7
Ness 650 721 26 920 27 984 657 728 26 923 27 986 7 7 3 2
Norton 546 590 23 131 21 462 561 596 23 137 21 463 15 6 6 1
Osage 924 1023 24 426 21 109 1 001 1 066 24 449 21 123 77 43 2 14
Osborne 698 730 30 700 25133 7ne 743 30 712 25 138 21 13 12 s
Ottawo 622 677 35 048 35 510 644 689 35 054 35 513 2 12 6 3
F 581 644 48 751 41 212 599 658 48 754 41 218 18 14 3 é
Phitips ... 712 805 25 029 23 930 735 823 25 036 23 936 23 18 6 6
F 889 975 3 139 24 094 946 1 007 31 156 24 103 57 32 17 9
Pratt 570 583 83 107 42 363 592 599 83 111 42 348 2 16 s s
Rawlins. 602 641 25 201 25 643 608 650 25 202 25 645 6 9 1 2
Reno 1 451 1 496 74 174 57 558 1 744 1763 74 203 57 582 93 67 28 24
Republic 965 1 074 60 131 45 609 998 1095 60 137 45 616 33 21 & 7
Rice. &9 742 47 940 38 952 725 754 47 947 38 958 26 12 7 6

562 600 20 568 16 348 591 623 20 597 16 356
ﬁ"o!.l. 548 599 21 174 17 244 564 607 21 178 17 244 ?Z 23 : E
Rush 401 672 20 183 17 872 613 &91 20 184 17 880 12 19 2 8
Russell 624 634 19 482 15 032 638 652 19 485 15 036 14 18 3 4
Scline 748 818 42 007 32 802 776 838 42 0Y7 32 809 28 20 10 7
Scoft_._ \ 2}; . 2;; I:? x g :2; 414 424 158 781 7 203 3 7 1 2
" 1 747 1738 61 544 58 893

Seword 277 277 95 506 49 805 297 2088 95 512 49 808 ‘2320 ‘ﬁ 3: ’2
Shawnee. 855 981 20 816 18 448 1 004 1072 20 851 18 477 149 9 as 2
Sheridan 560 531 61 293 50 406 574 540 61 296 50 408 14 9 3 2

Lo
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1978 and 1974 _con.

Farms by Current and Prior Definitions and Value of Agricultural Products Sold:

Definition used for 1974 and 1978

Definition vsed for 1959, 1964, and 1969

Qperations exclude(liqt?;cumm definition but not by

definition
Valve of products sold Value of products sold Value of products sold
Forms (51,000 Farms "000) Forms (81,0000
1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974
Sherman 546 544 57 822 56 942 557 559 57 826 56 946 n 15 4 4
Smith 804 879 40 142 34 100 817 892 40 146 34 102 13 K] 4 2
Stofford 590 50 708 30 482 607 655 50 713 30 485 17 15 4 3
Stanton. 247 278 62 051 69 662 249 278 62 051 69 662 2 - -~ -
Stevens. 354 388 60 009 42 266 361 394 60 013 42 268 7 6 4 2
Sumner 1 410 1 469 54 129 58 946 1 470 1522 54 152 58 961 ] 53 F<] 15
623 648 52 838 54 286 630 655 52 841 54 288 7 7 3 2
Trego 529 541 18 049 16 238 537 552 18 050 16 240 8 n 1 2
Wab 684 708 27 328 19 777 700 728 27 332 19 780 16 20 4 3
" 3n 320 24 735 28 670 316 321 24 737 28 670 5 1 2 -
h 114 1273 54 096 47 531 1135 1 29 54 100 47 539 21 23 4 8
Vicht 348 338 188 050 78 471 354 340 188 050 78 47) 6 2 @ -
Wilson 688 710 18 484 16 369 C 718 737 18 491 16 375), 30 27 7 6
Wood: 462 481 23 648 15 598 485 497 23 655 15 601 23 16 7 3
Wyand 230 194 5 851 5 980 m 227 5 870 5 990 n 33 19 0
Farms not on mail st ... 2 958 (NA) 16 640 (NA) 6 181 (NA) 17 394 (NA) 323 (NA) 754 (NA)

-2
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APPENDIX C. Comparison of 1974 Farm Counts With 1978 Farm Counts

The 1978 Census of Agriculture preliminary reports show
that there are 2,475,171 farms in the continental United States
{excluding Alaska and Hawaii}). In 1974 there were 2,310,702
farms reported. However, these figures are not directly com-
parable because improvements in methodology and coverage
account significantly for the higher 1978 counts. If the im-
proved 1978 procedures had been used in 1974, an estimated
2.6 million farms would have been included in the census. It
should be noted that farms missed in the 1974 census were
generally small and affected the farm count to a greater degree
than other data. The missed farms accounted for about 5
percent of the land in farms and 3 percent of the total value of
agricultural products sold. This appendix briefly describes
census procedures and provides 1974 farm counts adjusted for
net missed farms and compared with 1978 farm counts.

The State totals from the 1978 Census of Agriculture are
based on two separate sources.

The primary source is-the mail portion of the census. As
in the 1974 and 1969 censuses, this part of the operation
involved mailing out a report form to each name believed to
be associated with agricuiture. Mail and telephone followups
were used to secure the highest possible rate of return of
completed forms from the operators of the Nation’s farms.

However, the evaluation studies conducted show that
some farms were missed in the 1974 and 1969 censuses.
Despite every effort to assemble a complete list, some
operators did not get on the mail list.

To improve the coverage of the 1978 census, additional
mail list sources were used. Also, recognizing the short-
comings of the mail method, especially in counting the
number of small farms, it was decided to take another step
to ensure a more complete count.

The second step involved conducting a complete enumera-
tion of all households in approximately 6,400 sample seg-
ments in rural areas in all States, except Alaska and Hawaii.
Farms enumerated in this sample were matched to the mail
list. The sample farms not located on the mail list provided
reliable estimates by State of the number and characteristics
of the farms not represented in the mail portion of the. census.

Estimates for such farms are an integral part of the State
counts in 1978, but they are not a part of the county counts.
The sample was not large enough to provide reliable esti-
mates for each county.

Because of the procedures described above, the State
counts for 1978 are not directly comparable with the counts
for 1974 and 1969.

To bridge the gap between the 1974 and the 1978 farm
counts, this appendix provides adjusted farm counts for 1974
which are approximately comparable with farm counts for 1978.

The adjustment factors are based on data from table 13 of
1974 Census of Agriculture volume |V, Part 3, Coverage Evalu-
ation, which presented data showing the estimated percent of
farms missed and overcounted by regions and States. The esti-
mated net percent of farms missed was derived by subtracting
overcounted farms from missed farms.

The 1974 coverage evaluation did not include Alaska and
Hawaii; thus the 1978 and the 1974 data for these States are
exclusively from farms on the mail list. Improvements in the
1978 mail list, especially for Hawaii, have contributed to the
increased farm counts.

Table A presents adjusted 1974 farm counts by value of
agricultural products sold categories. For each State, the ad-
justed farm counts for the two value-of-sales categories were
derived using fhe 1974 published farm counts and the net
percent missed. The adjusted counts for the two size categories
were then added together to obtain the adjusted State count.
The State counts were summed to obtain division, region, and
U.S. level counts. As a result, adjusted counts derived by sum-
mation may not be exactly consistent with the indicated percent
missed. The 1978 farm counts are from the preliminary reports
and may differ slightly from final counts.

Table B shows 1974 reported and adjusted counts compared
with 1978 counts for regions by farm size and tenure of operator
categories. Adjusted counts in these tables were proportionally
adjusted to regional counts from table A and summed to the
U.S. level. As a result, the indicated percent missed will not
always agree with adjusted data.

All data published in 1974 were based on reported numbers.
The adjusted counts should be used only for comparison with

1978 counts and not for comparison with other 1974 data.
Both the 1974 and 1978 farm counts are subject to sampling

variability. For 1974, the coefficient of variation for the ad-
justed farm counts is approximately 0.4 percent at the U.S.
level and ranges from 1.0 percent to 6.0 percent for individual
States. Measures of sampling variability for 1978 counts are
presented in appendix A.
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APPENDIX C—Continued

Table A. Farms by Areas and Value of Agricuitural Products Sold: 1978 and 1974

United States?....cvvuuiiineeennnnn

Farms with sales of--

$100,000 or more...... e earueseraeeneans teseeeans
$40,000 t0 $99,999.ccciinnnnnnn.. v ceeenen
320,000 €0 $39,999 4t etiennrrnnrinnnrnenniacnnnnn
$10,000 to $19,999...ceveinnn.. Ceereseraeanaaan ..
$5,000 to $9,999...00..... ceeeeen [ PN
$2,500 to $4,999....0..... i tetersasinienean .
Less than $2,500.....000vvunnnn. eaaaraeaees .
Northeast.c.veinaeineiiiiiniinennennanans ceen
Farms with sales of--
100,000 or more...... teerenaaiaan tereesenenansas
40,000 to $99,999%..........
520,000 to $39,999. . vievannn. [ N
510,000 to $19,999....... erreeeaeeaea
$5,000 o $9,999. .t iniiiiii it raeeaa
2,500 to $4,999. .. i iiiiiiiniinann Cerereareaaann
Less than $2,500. . .0iuiieiiiiiinnnnnnnncees
North Central............ Cereceraenen PR
Farms with sales of--
100,000 OF MOT@..ueruieruarecnennanosanasnananss
40,000 to $99,999. .. ittt e
20,000 to $39,999 .t itiiiiiiiiiiianereraeaneana,
10,000 to $19,999 . neniieeninnncnnns ceretenane
5,000 o $9,999. . iiniiiiiiieinnnnn ereenanas vee
$2,500 to $4,999.... ... ... errevarearararrranas
Less than $2,500.............. cesenessaas PPN
South..... et esresttauertacetet et tecssaran

Farms with sales of--

100,000 or more.....
40,000 to $99,999......... et
20,000 to $39,99%. .. .iiiunnannn.. Cereen beretecnea
$10,000 to $19,999. . ueeee...... e
5,000 to $9,999........... Cbesracaeacaennnns ceeen
2,500 £0 54,9991 . tn ettt raaaaas
Less than $2,500..... SN
WeStZ . ii ittt iiiiiienaaarane
Farms with sales of--
;100,000 or more......... e eereeaee e
40,000 to $99,999. .0 cuunnnn.n. e eraaraeaa.
20,000 £0 539,999t etetitirniiiereearannranns
$10,000 to $19,999 . eeeeeenan..
$5,000 t0 $9,999. 00 rieerennn... e
52,500 €0 $6,999 0t uiiiiiiiiiiiiieiinesanenan .
Less than $2,500.....0.0.00...... Cererseiasaeas
New England®........ eneeteceeianeeaas
Farms with sales of $2, 500 OF MOTCovouensnsnossvans
Farms with sales of less than $2,500............. ..
Middle Atlantic....coeeeiueninnnnnns cecerreannane
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......... cieeraen
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...............
New YOTKeuereronrooanunoioananans Ceeaeseeenae
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOXe......veveesnnns .
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.,......
New JerSeY.caseacessocnss Presscsnennan
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......
Farms with sales of less than $2,500............. ..
Pennsylvania.....coceveeriiniaennnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.....oveeesevncss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...... ceresenan
East North Central....c..eviiierncnncncas rarnase
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......... ceressae

Farms with sales of less than $2,500,.....00vuvenen

Ohi0.siiasvoriosronsasessacssnassovavacansssnnaans
Farms with sales of $2, 500 O MOTCaveascasassaconss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........

Indiana.....ccc..n F
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.......
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.,..........

I1linods.cvunieeinneianceiannss esaseeaenusaes ‘oo
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more...ceeeevecvenves
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....

See footnotes at end of table.

Farms, 1974
Percent change,
Net percent adjusted 1974
Farms, 1978! Published missed Adjusted to 1978
2,475,171 2,310,702 10.7 2,622,416 -5.6
223,268 152,850 -2.0 149,471 +49.4
364,010 324,417 1.1 327,834 +11.0
306,483 321,733 2.0 327,438 -6.4
309, 250 309,876 5.8 326,852 -5.4
330,464 296,043 8.1 322,002 +2.6
331,329 289,511 11.4 326,432 +1.5
610,367 616,272 25.9 842,387 -27.5
149,385 127,531 16.5 152,730 -2.2
12,699 8,003 1.9 8,282 +33.3
25,835 22,358 4.7 23,812 +8.5
15,820 20,543 9.8 21,019 -24.7
14,194 14,900 9.5 14,680 -3.3
16,734 13,173 3.1 13,797 +21.3
19,609 13,148 16.7 16,019 +22.4
44,494 35,406 35.5 55,121 -19.3
1,027,319 1,017,367 6.3 1,096,353 -6.3
106,649 69,440 -3.1 67,123 +58.9
215,707 192,962 .2 192,692 +11.9
173,422 194,488 2.3 198,391 -12.6
148,064 165,864 4.0 172,189 -14.0
126,879 131,677 6.1 139,755 -9.2
103,363 103,914 10.6 115,841 -10.8
153,235 159,022 23,0 210,362 ~27.2
1,016,070 930,099 15.2 1,107,200 -8.2
67,430 45,765 -2.7 44,568 +51.3
84,887 73,981 3.2 76,455 +11.0
85,965 75,791 1.6 77,051 +11.6
116,407 99,629 8.2 108,567 +7.2
155,115 124,106 10.4 138,561 +11.9
174,997 145,243 11.6 164,350 +6.5
331,269 365,584 25.5 497,648 -33.4
282,397 235,705 9.5 266,133 +6.1
36,490 29,642 .2 29,498 +23.7
37,581 35,116 .0 34,875 +7.8
31,274 30,911 .9 30,977 +1.0
30,587 29,483 6.8 31,416 -2.6
31,736 27,087 10.0 29,889 +6.2
33,360 27,206 10.6 30,222 +10.4
81,369 56,260 27.8 79,256 +2.7
30,157 23,269 17.8 28,548 +5.6
18,844 16,667 5.2 17,517 +7.6
11,313 6,602 39.6 11,031 +2.6
119,228 104,262 16.2 124,182 ~4.0
86,047 75,458 5.7 80,092 +7.4
33,181 28,804 34.6 44,090 -24.7
49,323 43,682 14.2 50,847 -3.0
35,095 32,230 4.3 33,678 +4.2
14,228 11,452 33.3 17,169 -17.1
9,932 7,409 14.5 8,760 +13.4
6,742 5,530 4.5 5,791 +16.4
3,190 1,879 36.7 2,969 +7.4
59,973 53,171 18.3 64,575 -7.1
44,210 37,698 7.2 40,623 +8.8
15,763 15,473 35.4 23,952 -34.2
452,213 444,695 7.1 486,098 -7.0
366,051 360,619 2.9 371,995 -1.6
86,162 84,076 24,1 114,103 -24.5
95,821 92,158 4.9 96,899 ~1.1
73,841 70,338 2.1 71,847 +2.8
21,980 21,820 12.9 25,052 -12.3
88,458 87,915 7.2 95,341 -7.2
71,681 70,986 3.6 73,637 -2.7
16,777 16,929 22.0 21,704 -22.7
109,770 111,049 9.1 126,295 -13.1
96,389 97,738 3.8 101,599 -5.1
13,381 13,311 46,1 24,696 -45.8
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Teble A Farms by Areas and Value of Agricultural Products Soid: 1978 and 1974 - Con.

East North Central--Con.

MiChigaN. v vievrneatsnssescoscennssssresenansonse
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......coovavennnas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.......c.00000s

WiscOonSin.aescionecaarnssracnsessnsnssnsanssascns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more....eseverssecees
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.,.............

West North Central..cee.ivievecsesrssconnsancses
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe....cesecevesrenn
Farms with sales of less than $2,500....0000veenns

Minmesota.csieciorereraonrinnecnnssasnssonasvasnss
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOTe.....eecoseeveses
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....0seevennes

Iowa,.s.neonaen P R R R R
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOTe....vvsvevesaness
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......c.0000uuns

MiSSOUTL..cruveuieoreotnonracnncescssasonasosnnas
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOT€...covuvansaranss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........0.0...

North Dakot@....ivierrivrerenncrvrnernsssnscnnnan
Faxrms with sales of $2,500 or moXe..vev.esvovescoes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500....c000cnecnns

South DAKOLA.ceieitiaiieretnneehonsronansossnnnens
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe...oivuvasoasanas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......00000uaas

Nebraska.s.eereieeevorereneensnoeroornoncsnarenne
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or mOXes.seeeeencenvanes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500....c000vuanees

KANSAS et seeatntsnetiressinosnnnsnsoreacoasnsnnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or mOT€. ..o cvavnvcnnsen
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........0.....

South Atlantic....ceveeveuonvonsonsnccsernannsn
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or mMOYe.v.cevervevensnon
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..........0....

Delaware and Maryland?...... e ieeeaieceneseraene
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.....cceeneeenn..
Farms with sales of less than $2,500........0000u00

Virginia. ..o iieeneeneeiscnsnsannnsssoscnnsanne
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe.ceveuceecnaronss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......0000000ns

West Virginia..ouieoeereivanonscnsavanssearassnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe...euiueveossrenns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....000000cues

North CarolinB.cuerieiereeeniinsensonsnasosnnsnnne
Farms with sales of $2,500 or MOre...eveevevvenases
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.......0000e0.s

South Carolinag......... ceieien F A
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe.....eeuenaeeeann
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....000000000

Georgia.................:...............‘.......
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.........
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....

Floridas.eoev.vrvernnean., Cecseinraesastatansanns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more....... terereeann
Farms with sales of less than $2,500........00cuune

East South Central.iceecisseerresesseacencaannes
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more....oveeseeesnese
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......000cuene.

KeNEUCKY st i e e vnveeeerasruassvannsssavoncnssoconns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more...eesesscrecssss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........0000000

TeNNeSS@ et s s tiiotarsaruostnssoaneraasasnssssa
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......coveasvueess
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......00000uuan

See footnotes at end of table.

Farms, 1974

Net percent

Percent change,
adjusted 1974

Farms, 1978' Published missed Adjusted to 1978
68,158 64,094 9.9 71,213 4.3
47,767 46,670 6.0 49,649 -3.8
20,391 17,42 19.2 21, 564 -5.4
90,006 89,479 5.3 96,350 -6.6
76,373 74, 887 5 75,263 +1.5
13,633 14,592 30.8 21,087 -35.3
575,106 572,672 5.6 610,255 -5.8
508,033 497,726 3.2 513,996 1.2
67,073 74,946 21.8 96,259 -30.3
102,984 98,537 9.0 108,614 -5.2
87,753 85,926 5.5 90,927 3.5
15,231 12,611 28.7 17,687 -13.9
126,379 126,104 4 133,125 -5.1
117,704 117,142 3.2 121,014 2.7
8,675 8,962 26.0 12,111 -28.4
121,826 115,711 9.6 128,948 -5.5
97,848 82,421 4.7 86,486 +13.1
23,978 33,290 21.6 42,462 -43.5
41,172 42,710 46 45,649 9.8
38,914 40, 681 32 42,026 7.4
2,258 2,029 4.0 3,623 -37.7
39,667 42,825 1.5 43,420 -8.6
36,927 39,849 1.6 40,497 -8.8
2,740 2,976 -1.8 2,923 -6.3
65,991 67,597 .7 68,480 -3.6
61,507 62,59 .0 62,5% -1.7
4,486 5,003 15.0 5,886 -23.8
77,087 79,188 3.7 82,019 -6.0
67,380 69,113 1.9 70,452 4.4
9,707 10,075 12.9 11,567 -16.1

325,678 296,103 16.6 362,451 -10.1
216,297 189,339 7.0 203,934 +6.1
109,381 106, 764 30.3 158,517 -31.0
22,600 18,563 7.1 19,952 +13.3
17,287 14,592 3.0 15,043 +14.9
5,313 3,971 19.1 4,909 +8.2
56,685 52,699 13.5 61,636 -8.0
38,416 31,738 4.5 33,234 +15.6
18, 269 20,961 26.2 28,402 -35.7
20,619 16,909 33.0 26,195 -21.3
9,603 6,122 1.7 6,933 +38.5
11,016 10,787 44,0 19, 262 -42.8
89,6477 91,280 14.1 105,774 -15.4
64,897 62,518 9.2 68, 852 5.7
24,580 28,762 22.1 36,922 -33.4
33,450 29,275 22.8 43,034 -22.3
18,979 17,534 .8 17,675 7.4
16,471 11,741 53.7 25,359 -42.9
58,682 564,911 13.2 63,133 7.1
38,906 35,874 8.1 39,036 -3
19,776 19,037 21.0 24,097 -17.9
44,165 32,466 22.6 42,727 +3.4
28,209 20, 961 9.5 23,161 +21.8
15,956 11,505 41.2 19,566 -18.5
318,640 306,010 14.8 360,164 -11.5
211,915 171,372 7.8 185,880 +14.0
106,725 134,638 22.3 174, 284 -38.8
110,002 102,053 10.5 113,897 -3.4
83,433 67,662 6.3 72,211 +15.5
26,569 34,391 17.5 41,686 -36.3
96,792 93,659 18 115,683
. -15.3
63,407 48,320 11.2 54,414 +16.3
33,385 45,339 26.0 61,269 -45.5
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APPEND!IX C—Continued

Table A Farms by Areas and Value of Agricultural Products Sold: 1978 and 1974 —Con.

East South Central--Con.

Farms with sales of $2,500 or more. e
Farms with sales of less than $2, 500...........

Mississippi....ocivieenna...
Farms with sales of $2 500 or more......
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.

West South Central............... esreesseannas
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.e.v.eeeeeeesesss
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...............

Arkansas....... escei st N
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more..
Farms with sales of less than $2,500

seserrvearsesan

Louisiana.......c..uu.s Cietsereeeneann ven
Farms with sales of $2, 500 or more.................
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.......000000..

Oklahoma. . iueieenreneiiironnaacnreasocsannannnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.....ocvvuuve.
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...............

TeXas..uuennn. e iecanecesarietans RN
Farms with sales of $2 500 OF MOTCivvsavsosnsvasnns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......000000...

Mountain?,......... L I I S
Farms with sales of $2, 500 O MOTC.evesavsnocvsnnns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500........000.0..,

e B
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOre.....ceeeeeseeoas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......00.0u00s

WasShington. i ieeeeeiereerornresercnsanasnonnnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe...e.eovesvavasns

Farms with sales of less than $2,500........ PR
OregoN.s e verrreceaorernanenanens Chesreennee cvue
Farms with sales of $2 500 OF MOYE€uevevrevavonaanns

Farms -with sales of less than $2,500...............

Californida.s.ievevevaennn., ceienactsrsiarrnsenns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more......oeoeeaveses
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..... ereeaee

Farms, 1974 '
Percent change,
Net percent adjusted 1974
Farms, 1978% Published missed Adjusted to 1978
57,540 56,678 13.3 64,821 -11.2
34,665 29,303 7.5 31,679 +9.4
22,875 27,375 17.4 33,142 -31.0
54,306 53,620 17.2 65,763 -17.4
30,410 26,087 5.4 27,576 +10.3
23,896 27,533 27.9 38,187 -37.4
371,752 327,986 14.5 384,585 -3.3
256,589 203, 804 7.3 219,738 +16.8
115,163 124,182 25.0 164,847 -30.1
58,788 50,959 16.7 61,489 ~4.4
40,669 31,299 10.0 34,777 +17.0
18,119 19,660 26.4 26,712 -32.2
38,973 33,240 23.7 43,264 -9.9
22,683 18,580 12.3 21,186 +7.1
16, 290 14,660 33.6 22,078 -26.2
79,530 69,719 11.7 79,243 +.4
58,781 47,833 5.6 50,671 +16.0
20,749 21,886 23.4 28,572 -27.4
194,461 174,068 12.6 200,589 -3.1
134,456 106,092 6.2 113,104 +18.9
60,005 67,976 22.3 87,485 ~31.4
127,881 111,868 6.7 122,588 +4.3
97,876 90,449 2.4 92,673 +5.6
30,005 21,419 28.4 29,915 +.3
154,516 123,837 11.6 143,545 +7.6
103,152 88,996 5.6 94, 204 +9.5
51,364 34,841 27.5 49,341 +.1
37,778 29,410 10.8 32,999 +14.5
24,737 21,079 6.4 22,520 +9.8
13,041 8,331 20.5 10,479 +24.5
34,875 26,753 15.5 31,788 +9.7
21,071 17,043 6.3 18,189 +15.8
13,804 9,710 28.6 13,599 +1.5
81,863 67,674 10.5 78,758 +3.9
57,344 50,874 4.9 53,495 +7.2
24,519 16, 800 33.5 25,263 -2.9

‘pata are from preliminary reports and may differ slightly from

?Alaska and Hawaii not included.
3Data not compiled for individual States.

final counts.
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Table B. Farms by Size of Farm and Tenure of Operator: 1978 and 1974

UNITED STATES?
FBITIB st cevevasvocestonnasnssraconccsansssne

Farms by size:
1 L0 9 BCreB.secuiciorrsaosvocannccassncssvenncens
10 €0 49 BCrEB.ue v cecriarcrsnrsccansosranens
50 to 179 acresd..vievssccscoccccennss veeeseves

500 &CTE@8 OF MOT@.uenssvecasocesnansosssoscsasnns

Tenure of operator:
FULL OWNeTr.eieaceacsonertovacsnnscsnsecsnnsossoses
PArt OWNer.ss:ceeroroensrsesosnosansssavessacnons

TenNANL.secesossvsacnccrsorsoreassssassesnsosesnasnos
NORTHEAST
FAIMB.eettecioroacersenessnsnsasnsonnsnsene

Farms by size:
1 t0 9 BCreS.ueecciasessaveennvoscacocnsosasncons
10 t0 49 BCX@B.esrsecrrerreacsossnosrncaosoononns
50 £0 179 8CTEB.esectescorvrnnssssssossvsoroannes
180 £0 499 ACreS.cscuerssersvecsrrrnanccns
500 8CTES OF MOTE..osaensnsesosssrosrsavsonncncons

Tenure of operator:
R
PArt OWNEY.seieeseavesasresovnosassnosscesasannnns

TenANE e ceeeesosoccsosssorarsasessssosansesssosns
NORTH CENTRAL
FBIMB.seceetercseosrornsasensasconsansroans

Farms by size:
1 t0O 9 BCreBucssecsecsosscartavssravsacssoassasas
10 £0 49 AcreB.usieseerererssscoctnncsossacnsanns
50 0 179 BCY@S.eseeerncrossccnnncransssssaconnns
180 €0 499 ACTeS..cuevrcacccescncarnsassssccrcanns
500 BCTES OF MOT@.esusroronsvressonsasosassnnrnos

Tenure of operator:
Full OWNeY..cunueenoereerocsesatansonsvcssncanenn
PArt OWBer.csuiseeesvsoncsoonnseasacscnsrone

TeNANt.ceienesearesssvesssunsssansssscscrsvacsones

SOUTH
FaXMB. . ctenanereentonertosnatonnseasananas

Farms by size:
1 80 9 BCKeS.eieusnetererensnscrrasescansnnnsnoas
10 £0 49 BCTeBasusssvnnertnrcsreccscsvonosvnsanes
50 £0 179 BCTEB.cvtuirnsasscnsncrersesnnraseoncsns
180 £o 499 BCTESeussssotccavrtsosncannsscnvsronse
500 8CreS OF MOTE.evieecsonsecssansesanscannnosnns

Tenure of operator:
Full OWNer . iiseuronteeessanosasnssoasssaannnnanse
PaXt OWNereeesscsoscsonassssososvosconssacsnonnns

TeNANt.sssseraercsesescserssrersscsrsassonsanasces
WEST?
FAIMB et seataesotososesasansrencoscscacsnss

Farms by size:
O T T -
10 to 49 ACTeB.veuverisintiontrecctsoraoranannnas
50 t0 179 BCreS..neuinucrosesccarsocrnssornnnanss
180 £0 499 BCTeB.vserersrverscrisasoncnaonnssnnns
500 ACTES OF MOT@.eeervenviesasessssnssnvonesanes

Tenure of operator:
FULl OWNeX . uieeresosetsnansnntsancosonsosasnnsanne
Part owWner...ceeoscesescansnas

TeRANC.sasesossvsosetonssssossssncssavenasnssnnne

Farms, 1974

Net percent

Percent change,
adjusted 1974

Parms, 19781 Published nissed Adjusted to 1978
2,475,171 2,310,702 10.7 2,622,416 -5.6
213,110 126,604 26.1 174,773 +21.9
474,535 378,631 22,9 494,024 -3.9
813,944 827,506 11.0 936,797 -13.1
596,268 615,913 3.9 646,957 -7.8
377,314 362,048 1.5 369,865 +2.0
1,450,414 1,422,367 13.0 1,650,942 -12.1
712,844 627,648 5.2 667,402 +6.8
311,913 260, 687 12.6 304,072 +2.6
149,385 127,531 16.5 152,730 2.2
13,534 7,689 16.8 9,301 +45.5
28,098 19,416 31.2 28,403 -1.1
61,017 54,901 17.1 66,655 -8.5
38,288 37, 864 6.0 40,542 -5.6
8,448 7,661 1.5 7,829 +7.9
93,880 83,389 19.5 103, 110 -9.0
43,680 36,112 4.9 37,797 +15.6
11,825 8,030 32.4 11,823 .0
1,027,319 1,017,367 6.3 1,096,353 -6.3
58,168 36,065 30.8 52,227 +11.4
138,016 108,756 18.5 133,716 +3.2
324,583 350,343 6.8 376,663 -13.8
321,482 345,610 2.5 355,187 -9.5
185,070 176,593 .9 178,560 +3.6
542,504 568, 866 7.5 620,166 -12.5
334,287 313, 364 4.0 329,173 +1.6
150,528 135,137 7.3 147,014 +2.4
1,016,070 930,099 15.2 1,107,200 -8.2
95,711 55,659 31.1 81,428 +17.5
232,908 194,050 24.2 258,033 -9.7
370,928 369, 648 4.0 433,227 -14.4
197,023 196, 395 7.8 214,701 -8.2
119,500 114,347 3.8 119,811 -3
633,455 623,219 17.4 757,206 -16.3
264,029 214,061 7.5 232,239 +13.7
118,586 92,819 20.9 117,755 +.7
282,397 235,705 9.5 266,133 +6.1
45,697 27,191 12.7 31,817 +43.6
75,513 56,409 22,0 73,872 +2.2
57,416 52,614 10.8 60,252 4.7
39,475 36,044 -.8 36,527 +8.1
64,296 63,447 -1.8 63,665 +1.0
180,575 146,893 12.1 170,460 +5.9
70, 848 64,111 4.1 68,193 +3.9

. 30,974 24,701 8.3 27,480 +12.7

1pata are from the preliminary reports and may differ slightly from final counts.

2Alaska and Hawaii not included.




APPENDIX D. Report Forms

DUE BY FEBRUARY 15, "7! Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-578025

NOTICE s !anwd aw (title 13, 1.5, Cod the YOUR RE T U3, CEPARTMENT OF COMMERACE
e U W L B Lo o R o TR
%u]y 1o nmnmw m wt u aud tor purp ¥ of regul

= - it : s e : 1978 CENSUS
78 o

AGRICULTURE

oav of the Consus
COMPLETE AND RETURN ro> 1504 St Tt Stront
Jaflorsonvilé, Indians 47192

Note ’ Please read the information Sheet before completing the form.

g.ru i y be usad, ¥
mmg by Feb. 15 cnuno m unduo burdan, & um emns!on uLuast may be
sent to the aboys address, inctude your 1l-digit Census Fils Number

(CFN) as shown tn your address {abel in all mumem« to us.

you received more thaa one 18+ _
ﬁ"’"“““?ﬁ.’?‘.‘f&‘&t&%“‘.ﬁ&‘:
coamwmyowcouplaudnm —
) CENSUS] 038 038 037 : 038
g use
RRRRK | mmwmmm,mc.wzmm; ONLY 5% bl i
it ' Sections 2 through 8 provide space lfor reg:!mg crops harvested
L et o, i INSTRUCTIONS g IS, Plss e v o Jn e aponis st
Y secti
oft use: bgyou, yout spouse, of by the partnership, to report ONLY thoss crops NOT listed in sections 2 through 7.
or ,
o ey 33&”3“33:;;?3?&“ LL LARD, SECTION?  Were any of the FOLLOWING CROPS barvasted from this place in 19787
i, hiouse Tots, ete. None } Humber of acres
: 043 None | namasied | Quantity harvested irigaied
1. Field comn for grain or 087 o8 gu.  {|°%°
seed (Report quantity on P OR =—--=4
a ahoites-weight dasisj ... ] Cwt.
2. Field com for siiage ore on Tons, | 77
orgreenchop, .. ....... ] green
3. Wheat for grain. .. ...... o |7 o7 g | 7°
4. 0atstorgain ....i.... o {7 77 Bu. |7
5. Barley forgrain . ....... [} Bu. i
' {os2 083 a o84
8. Serghums for grain of Fy————- OR —~= -
seed (include mifo) . ..., . ] Lbs.
7. Sorghums for silage - o8 ose 087
or green chop (exclude Tons,
Rusber of acres sorghumesudan ctosses). .. (7] green
047 8. Soybeans for beams .. .. .. (7] |°*® 089 8o, |%%°
0a8 9, Cation ....... seaveen o (™ 092 gates |
043 !B.’-Tcha?:.cn ~alitypes ..... O 094 i 710 %%° Lbs. | %% ! 10
N 1 1
. . 097 0!
13, hrish potatoes. .. ... o {7 } not e ot ™1 o
cachronter, 112 Swestpotatoss and yams. .. () ' ! /10]"” B | ! 0

T imber of acras ] SECTION S ¥aa amy ORY HAY, GRASS SILAGE, HAYLAGE, or GREEN CHOP cat

S, S Bk I it o e
e 0% [ YES ~ Gomplets thie- sectiva
— SEURE o= 2(ONO -aotomuan(

" l’oﬁﬁmmmwm wwm.wm nayhgo ¢ green ohog from the
fae feide, ropart the acrsage n the adgeogeiete fiems under under
| GRASS SILAGE; MAYLAGE, wd GREEN OM DRy HAY ana aiso

» ‘Qc@i; L * DRY HAY

(110 or moce cuttings of dry hay ware ) ‘, o Quantity hacvasted]
made from the Seme acres, 9port #0MR only Acres (Report eitner dry | Actes |
; “onge, bt report tolal tons from nt{ cuttings.). . harvested o:‘ gm w;?m ierigated
e : 1. Alalta and alfalfa mixturas for N £ 11 764 = o8
a(CINe - §  hay or dehydrating Lo, ool veins ns:
SR 2. Sma geain hey ~ o&ts. wheai. borey, ol | o7 qons. 10
T Aes ] 3. Other tame diy hay, clovay, Iespadsza, o e Tons. |
R Hrothy, Be:mmia grass, Sudan sy, ot dey
g [Peev LRy, . .y e el g2 13 OT&nS. e
08¢ s GRASS Slﬂﬁﬁ, RAVMGE, AND )
GREEN CHOP B
(it two or more cuttings of grass stlage,
057 Mﬂtm. OF gresrt chop werd made from the
ARG ACT6Y, repprt Bores only once, but
ose "ﬂ“f total tons from Wil outtings.) s g Tons, {117
5, Gross stags and heylage .. .. ... ... green
05 c 1t
’ 6 Hay £1093 cut and fod groen (gron chop) .. | " o |22

Page 1
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APPENDIX D-Continued

SECTION & Was there a combined totat of 20 or mors FRUIT TREES, inchuding GRAPEVINES, TITRUS and NUT TRI‘ZE.S ON THIS. PMC& in 1978 (00 ot melune abandomd tm
008 1 ] YES ~ compiate this wnetion

2[JNO - @o to section & Total actes  Agres h’!‘l ford »
| Whole actey  Tenthy! Whole scres | Tentt}
1. TOTAL ACRES in bearing and nonbearing fruit orchards, mtws Rt 122 ' i
of other groves, vineyards, and nut frees on this placs . .....ovvv. s 1 /10 { 10

2. From the list at the right, enter name and code for the fruit mas, gtapevlnes, and nup f
requested intormation for each crop even if nol harvested because of low pricse, dam
trees, estimate the area covered by sach kind of fruit, lt other-crops were interplan

s on this plage. in 1878, Re@on the
om il frost, et For inwp{med
l_h traas. soe'fnformation Sheet,. -

A B
avmmw« :
fnramltlww

S g heletey .
i i Unnotmmm - Qeanoke ¢
erom rame oo TREES O VINES OF = ﬁm;&m* - ownit ) L__ G“ : h
P Nonbearing | Searing’ -aitagey - . harvested | w ¥ “l"eam
i 8. . Iiioie stres [TaRls| . - p
Y 2 ; 3
} /10
1 F] { 3
| /10
1 2 'l 3
i /18
1 2 ! 3
L
1 F3 : 3
Voo
SECTIONS  Were any VEGETABLES, SWEET CORN, m-:ms. ac,,
ot FOR SALE from this ;lmin 1978¢

1 YES — comptete this sestiva .
2[J NO - @ ta section 8
For Florida, report tor Saptember 1, 1977 through

August 81, 1978 hervest seaavn; for &l
other States report for calendar ysar 1978,

1. Land from which vegelables were
harvested in 1978 ., ...

2. From the list below, enter the crop name and code for ath [ Harvastod ¥ 973 :
H more than ons vaga!ablo crop waa harvasted from the asme A0S, ro;m 4
aach crop. Report crops grown under protection In mtlan 6. .

“A¢
Crop name Code 8% h!malod

/10
/10
/10
/10

PO SOy S ! Sy

11 more spece Is needed, use separate sheat of papet,

Crap name Code Crop nsme C o Code Grny)
ASPBIAZUS . s v eu s m Gucumbm and pickies. - #1% Peppl
8“3:. sn?p {bush w g&tgg ....... cas :g . Papol

L .} [N TEE TR - < 0
Bests pol 388 Motieydew melons LA

35 Lettuce and romaine ... 437 :8pitac
3% Lime bnm, man RORAE -

Musta 3; 81§
m Onlem. ty . R

Onjons, green . . , . .
»o«am' RN

me including
7 Engl 3h (exciude

Cowpeas (blackeyed and. grean GOWpERS) . .. .. .m" >
other graen cowpeas).i 408 :

SECTION 6 m any NURSERY and cmunousa mnucrsv '

fiower seeds, vepatable sweds and planty, os - -
protection, or MUSHROOMS pm FOR SALE ot nm.v
% Oves- Complete tiia sechion o - - -
2ING ~ Go to ssction 7 VR '. K oo ooy ' i
1. Nursery and gresnhouse products irrigated in 1978 (3 |*77 A o

2. From the Jist below, entér the product name and codé-for edch product grown.” g

Square fast urider Acm 14t apai
Product name Code | glass or other In 1978,

pratection in 1978, mm‘ sores [ Tanta ]
2
L Nols
1 1 2
i /10]s
1 1 2
Vool

f mora space 18 neaded, use soparate sheet of paper.

Product a Cods  Product tame Lo
Bedding pumu {include vagetadle plants) 47! ;::I':gc and Frowering plants. . v oo
Buibs :

Ctﬂawenandcutﬂormtm'lt.-:'m Sod harvested <. . ovo o urxivesin Y
N:mry protucts — environmentals, Vﬁzmblo md flowns SUn88 . .00 s
tining-out stock, fruit and nut tress, gmnnouu VEgOtabIng L iy Ly o ey
andvings . ... aeon verseas 4EB r-spncuy Pn g kRSt h e ¥

FORM 78-A1IN) 14-10-78} Page 2




APPENDIX D—Continued

‘GROSS VALUE of CROPS SOLD from this place in 1978, BEFORE taxes
00 AXDINLES (Roter 1o the INFORMATION SHEET, Section 9,)

SECTION §

SECTION 12 Did you or anyone eise have any CATTLE or CALVES on this place In 19787
912 1 [J YES ~ Complete this vestion

Reporl your best estimate of the valve for sach of the followi s of crops - TRVENTORY
said flon fiis piace It 1978, include the valus of the landlcid s /ot contractos's 2[INO o to swotion 13 Sumber o this
‘share, astimating if nacassary, Includs value of Govemment CCC foans. o DECEMBER 31, 1978 {NVENTORY Nong place Dec. 31, 1978
403 Total
1. mm{s somiin 1973, met;:gmg Gmmm: cn%c tlgems - Hone Dottary !c«m 1. %1",1;1.0!;. Q’L" ccwgs of aﬂ ages e ;:ﬁ
. comn for grain, grain sorghuns, rice, wheat and o ) ) G, A5 0 DRIOWS <« o s n e s aorn ,e
- smali-grains, soybsans, dry beans, dry peas aad oowpeas, ! 804
foxson, suisﬂowef seed, popoorm, and safflower ..., ... [ ! 8. BEEF CONS — aciude best haiters that O Beel
808
3 Of the toial how much was’ None 755 Bolee b, MILK COWS kept for productian of milk ot cream _
" secelved in 1978 fron ; :ff: :z:‘l.e‘ x :lg’rg.et USe - inaiuda oty mifk cows and Mitk
Government GCC loans? . DO LS pgsisgipguug TR TN SRR e a06 Heifers
o = and
% Sttt mwﬂms e ALV S - e . ) neiter
- ‘ d. STEERS, STEER CALVES, BULLS *7 Steers and
af che e, bow nich was MO0 AND BULL CALVES.. ... .. e O all ages
. Govgrament. €CC loans?.. .., CJ $ o CATTLE AND CALVES SOLD
G T 18l
' ; FROM THIS PLACE IN 1378 Nong | Mimber soia | I0ER 1t 07 poies
. Include thosw fed on this ptace on & one | in 1978 Doliars | Conts |
: | conln;:l or ’c:nwm b&s’la. ?1:;“ rfpon :
: 1. as s0ld, cattle moved from s place
'5. ngetables, sweet com, and - 782 ; - to & feedlot for further feeding. 808 802 :
. putatons oF swesipataloos, roport them I Item & totow. .. (1|5 \ !
A E— -
fuits, huts, betries - anples, peaches. gapes, 763 . 2, Calves weighing less fhan 500 peunds .. [ 5 :. : :
Hrus, gecans; SIMSIIBSBIC. v eoevneenieens s ; 3. Catlie, including calves weighing ¢ i
; Nursary-and groeihouse products ... «......vo.u.. . O (7% I SO0 pounds o mose . .. ... llillL | s E
Othes:cropy - peaeuts, Irish potatoss, sweetpotatoes. 785 . 8. Of the total cattie sold, how many i
- sugar boels; sugarcane, mit ! were FATTENED on this place on GRAIN 812 813 '
- far ofty hons‘ 0. Specity s i of CONCENTRATES for 30 days or more |
SECTION 0 WB USE 18 1978 and SOLD for SLAUGHTER? ..., .. O H .
1. Copy ACRES i}} THIS PLACE from section 1, item 4, page 1. s Acres | ® %A’:g‘fnl‘:ggl{ﬂwsstlw FROM PR v
OTE. If the same {art had'more than one use-in 1978, REPORT THAT LAND None Dotjars 1 Conta
- ONLY ONCE ~:in the use first listed hefow that apphies, For exampie, cmpiand 4. Gross value of sates of DAIRY PRODUCTS I i
- hanfestad and also nastured as tobe rapomd only as “Croplangd harvested,” from this place in 1978, Report goar dairy '
N yreveprremey ML I SOCHON 18 « \ e e evvenneneenns O s !
Vested = incliudealt fand from which erops were 787 SECTION 13 Did yoa o anycae aise have any HOGS or PIGS on ihis place in 19787
T hureory and greaotee rodne T TR ) 013 1 [JYES ~ Conprate thia swctton
Dl a’g’m}ly far pastute f grazing — tociude rottion 708 2LINO - o to seution 74 T
3 an
ot S Hondl GOV < oo O] o DECEMBER 31, 1978 INVENTORY one L fieen Dow. 31, 170
g(r:g:gd gus?g éaTr lc‘g‘vefézpin ée%u%es,a a‘nuee%m! aprgyement 789 1. HOGS and PIGS of all ages (Tota of a and b detow). . ... .. .0 Total
i i Ve pasiuied . Lol 816
i d. E“’pfrﬂim o }ﬂ: :‘,:u ctaps fail °5 ‘E"ﬁg?‘:" 00 m'“‘?o 750 4, HOGS and PIGS ysed of to be used for BREEDING....... ] - Breeding
. lod,
e e oy o O b, OTHER HOGS and PIGS . ... ....... e 0 Other
e b cultivated:summec fallow ...l ] » UTTERS FARRONED ,
. Croplmdtuie....‘..,;..........(;,. ....... e 0™ 2 LITTERS FARROHED n tis place lefweon - Nare | ttambet of ftery
‘Ml : S5t a, December 1, 1977 and May 31,1978 ......... .}
' w Mnclide. alt |
w ﬁ%‘;, i.:%ég;?g,m’“‘ o, Woodtand pastured. . ... (] 5. Juse 1, 1978 and November 30, 1978 ... ... . ol™
o lores with young o
(7 Hha¥ growth, . b, Woodland ot pastured .. () " : g
I ‘
4. Oty pastursiand and mmand - tpoluds any pasturetand other 798 Number soid] _Gross vaiue of sales
than Gruplaii And WOOKIINA PABIIIE + . Vs sy s e ] « HOGS AND PIGS SOLD Sonel i 1978 |T"Tofiae  1Gens
5 ALl ottt agd = Land in house lots, ponds, roaus wasteland, ete. |77 820 02! '
“Inatude sy lend 0ot repasted Iy items 2 through-'above , .. -, . .. O 3. HOGS and PIGS SOLD from this plase in 1978 (3 s )
NAL &GRES m:.z u:‘ sorns nn)md in ltoma 2 thoough § o 4.0 ?E EnB%sRagdeslgfs srm: h:for NT"”?"‘ osad 10 o !
e va as 1GS for fur ing? ... 3, !
SECTIDN ll “Was any LAND ln is place !RR!GATEO tt any time {n 19787 SECTION 14 Di you o atyoos sise have gﬁﬁi‘ TANES o o T m‘”
- tirlgatad-fand }6-all ang watared by ay SRifioial o7 Gontrafiod means - o1 o - * on this place In
wtﬁclloz.d furros'v:a:r, ,%m apreader dikes, o6, include supplemental, 13 YES = Comptate thia avction
» P‘" ." Mg”PD YESimm.mu ection : 2[J NO = Go 10 ssction 15 :
e > INVENTORY - SaL
2 NO™ = tioto saction 12 - Number on this Number soid
- many 4cres af each of the Tollowing classitications Nunber of c1es None | piace Dec, 31, 1978 tn 197
1-{and were ifrigated in 19787 Naone irtigated 1, SREEP and LAMBS of aif ages o 824 828
KARVESTEB LAND réported in section 10, 755 S S—
Ramlfzd 1% 1% m“w:m 7::’;:“:; - 5 .9, EWES Lyeatoldorotder ......... ek
. PASTURELAND o RANGELAND eported in % Pl T}
P e s e g e S
Wi vartad ot X as, : S ; )
Gunals, QtaNes, BIpos, o OTRGy WO e e ieee 2. SHEEP ang LAMBS SHORN .. ... .. O *
ARY OTHER LANDS - Such as land not ‘arvestad due o 801
mpma fabiurs, idle: fand, tand-in-Caltivated summet fatiow, T s value of sales
- fand: i cover Grogs ant soil»mprovement prasses, ... | Nonel " Dotiars | ben |
L e . 802 3. What was the gross value of sales of she
ﬂf&#‘WDJK&IﬁM&D{W.@ﬁ L c~abovg«)»-.-.—.,.. fambs, and wool from this place in 19787w. . B;” i

FORM 7B-A1(N} (4-10-78}
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APPENDIX D—Continued

SECTION1S  Did you or anyone else have any HORSES, BEES, FISH, OTHER
LIVESTOCK, or ANIMAL SPECIALTIES in 19787

31

SECTION 17
SERVICES PROVIDED for others in 1978

Income from MACHINE WORK, CUSTOMWORK, and OTHER AGRICULTURAL

1 (] YES - Complete this section Total amount received from machine work, cust k,  None Dollars EC"“’
2{CJ NO - Go to section 16 and other agricultural services PROVIDED FOR OTHERS ot9 I
in 1978 ~ planting, plowing, spraying, harvesting, etc.. !
'::ﬁggsy Total number | Gross value of sales P B spraying ’ ot .
None [ p, "“53 Ialcgem sold In 1978 Dollars ;Cen(s Specily kind of work done
ec, 31,
1. Horses and ponies of 830 831 832 | SECTION 18 During 1978 did you SELL any crops, livestock, or fivestock products
allages . ... ... ... |71 $ 1 DIRECTLY to individuals FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION - roadside
2. Mules, burros, and 833 834 835 : stands, farmers markets, pick your own, etc.?
donkeys . ... ... ") $ | 018 -
836 837 830 1 d ;85  Complete ‘IM' 'g'c"m Dollars ' Cents
3. Mink and thed pelts ... ... ] $ ' 20 6o to section 1 920 i
2. Mink females uscd for 863 1. What was the gross value of these direct sales?.......... $ !
breeding ... ....... .. 1) — g
4. Othet hivestock or amma ! pecily products sold — vegetables, eggs, otc
speciallies i caplivity i SECTION 19  TYPE OF ORGANIZATION
n neina 3 n !
(', ,m,'A :O/SJVI,?MO from | Mark (X) the one item which best describes the type of orgamzatlon for this place in 1978.
1 2 ! Refer to the INFORMATION SHEET, Section 19.
1
Name  ___.________ Code $ 1 o FAMILY or INDIVIDUAL operation (sole proprie- 921
5. Lwestock of ammal Acres under water | Total quantity sold |_Gross value of sales torship), excluding paunershlp and corpurahon RREERE 1 922
prodUCts (Entor name and for aquaculture in 1978 Dollars | Cents © PARTNERSHIP operation. {nclude family partnerships. . .2("]  Total number
code frem List 07 below.) » : «|NCORPORATED UNDER STATE LAW of partners
Name Code | Answer BOTH & and b
' $ ' a. Is this a family held corporation? ......... {: E] zzs
|
T [} T
; ;rf(?u?{f ?lfhfz‘e?i?jnc?‘a[:{re | I | b. Are there more than 10 stockhoiders?. . . . . .. {5 O Yes
oo from "1 is e | Pounds \ 6 No
codu trom TLISLCT bolow.) X -~ OR——--- s ! 0THER, such as cooperative, estate or trust, prison =
Name Code /10 1 farm, grazing association, Indian reservation, etc, .. ... 7] Specity
1 1
L Number ! SECTION20  CHARACTERISTICS AND OCCUPATION OF OPERATOR (Senior partner
- {Lista ,l -~ or person in charge) Refer to the INFORMATION SHEET, Section 20.
Name Code Name Code Name Code f
1. RESIDENCE - Does the operator (senior partner of 923
Col es of bees 839 Othergoats . ........... 348 Worms 857 . T " .
Azg%r::go(.)ﬂs N 842 Rabbits and their pelts . . .. 851 A(ﬂn;ther livestock — person in charge) live on this place? .............. t[JYes 2] No
Mitk goats . 845 Chinchillas and their peits . . 854  Specify . ........ 360 24 X
{ List B} N 7 [Chstc] - 1] White
Name Code Name Code Name Code 2] Neg“? or B|3§k
Mohar sold 364 Catfish. .. ..... 872 Other fish — ) . 3 American Indian
Goats milk sotd . 866 Trout . ... 376 Specify 834 2. RACE of operator (senior partner of person in charge). . ¢ ¢ [ Asian of Pacific Islander
Honey sold . 868 Tropical and Other aquaculture Other -
Other livestock p:oducts - baitfish. . .. .... 880 products — 9 [J Other Spacl!yl
Spocify . . . 870 Specify ... 888
H mure spuce 1s neoded, use separate sheel of paper
SECTION 16 Did you or anyone else have any POULTRY such as CHICKENS, TURKEYS, ) , 925
DUCKS, etc., on this place in 19787 (inciude poultry grown for others on & 3. AGE of operator (senior partner or person in charge). . o~ Years old
ove contract baals.) INVENTORY 4. SEX of operator (senior partner or person in charge) . . .. . 1) Male  2{"} Female
1 [J YES ~ complete this saction Nruimbe'r on To'tgl' ntivgl;gr o N s th o (soni |
s e this place sold in 5. SPANISH ORIGIN — Is the operator (senior partner
2LINO. - o to soction 17 None | Dec. 31, 1978 o person in charge) of Spanish origin of descent 52
. N 893 (Mexican, Mexican American, Cuban, or other Spanish)?. . . l(:] Yes  2([TJNo
1. HENS and PULLLETS of laymngage .. .. ... .. (]
894 895 . PRINCIPAL OCCUPATION - At which occupation
2. PULLETS 3 months old or older not yet of laying age. .. (7] did the operator spend the magunty (50 percent or 020
! 836 897 more) of his work time in 19787 For partnerships )
3. PULLET CHICKS and PULLETS under 3 months old der all mer of the par p together . ... ... 1T Farming 2 (] Other
(Exciude commorcta) Drorfors.) ..o ov i (] - - ) OFF FARM WORK - How nany days did the operator 525
‘. BR.PL;'ERS’ fryers., Snd 05[[':,[5"'%! type chickens, ] ’ (senior partner or person in charge) work at least 1 (] None
including Capons aNM IOASIEIS . vvveeeeveeeee e 551 4 hours per day off this place in 1978? nciude work 2(71-49 days
5. TURKEYS ?é:clude excﬂr?;vge tarm worzr)orz ...... ?Iff .sllur.m‘ < 20 50-99 days
a. Turkeys for slaughter (£xciudo broeders.). . .. ... .. [} 4[] 100-149 days
902 903 s (7] 150-199 days
b. Turkey HENS keptfor breeding .. ... ... ... [ 6 7] 200 days or more
6. OTHER POULTRY raised in captivily ~ ducks, geese,
pigeans of squab, pheasaals, quail, eic.  (Entor pouitry SECTION 21 Was any of the land in this place held under FOREIGN OWNERSHIP in 19787
name and code trom the 1ist below.} ' .
1 8 YSS — Complete this section
Poultry name . Code - 2 N
1 )
3] Don't Go to section 28
None Acres
Poullry name _._ e Code ‘ knqw -
Name Code  Name Code uam. Code 0Of the total acres in this place, how many were owned by -
904 P b ... 908 Quaif........... 912 f the United States? . . . .
Ducks W Db i iy - 1 Indiviuals who are NOT citizens of te United Sta oL
Spacify. . ... 914 2. A foreign held corfpotatlon of unlncotrporated cl
association, or a foreign government? . . . .. ... ... ...,
7. POULTRY HATCHED on this place m None Number ONS22 27 Not applicable to this form
1978 and placed or sold — chickens, " ere SECTI pp
lwrkeys, ducks, elc. — Spcrfy kind of poultry N SECTION 28 PERSON COMPLETING THIS REPORT = Piaase print
8. Incubator egg capacily on December 31, 1978......... .. (7] Name 999 Date
9, What was the pross value of sales of poullry Area code Number
and poultr(y products (eggs, etc.) from this Telephone -
? netude estimited value of
/(f'!/?‘rfT!ymm]rj;%»u/::‘y lm'/;/ur I“ ',',,(13,,,,V,,,',',f‘, ;,/” 5 When the data have been tabulated, do you want a summary 028
place by contractor, o others. - - e sheet showing major census resul(s for your county? ... ... .. VO YES zU NO

SOraa JH-AD 1 1480 IR

Page 4



APPENDIX D—Continued

{Sections 22 through 27 were collected from only 20 percent of the farms; see text)

SECTION 22 Was any COMMERCIAL FERTILIZER, lncluding ROCK PHOSPHATE, or SECTION 25 EXPENDITURES FOR ENERGY and petroleun products for the
APREEE mz used on tis place during 19787 farm business duing 1978
laciude ditu id by you
: | [ YES = complate ttus svotion Actes ‘a?:! uotheE:gg; pr%dt:lfct?:n o::tf:rs, Expermtuws ('i’al:‘onsd cail:zi‘tgyuon
9 ' 28, 4
2[INO ~ 6o to section 23 None| tertilized T"_‘::“ o e gy :m o Tows purchases s place
932 n 1978, )
o of crapland fertized i 1978, ot then cropland L. Gasoline fot farm busines e | e e
: 3 for aliures reported in section 10, item &b, ... .. .. ‘ e for farm busmess ] 13 +
Ay 1 pasties fop o O 2. Diese! fuel for the farm 9% S o7
cres paswmland and rangeland fertitized business . ............ O s '
97 mﬂea tasaction 10, items Zband 4. ... ...l 0 3. LP as, buane, pr&pgne for 972 : 573 57a
. e farm b
LINE = ting of Hime used and acies op Nonel Tonsof lime | Acres imed | Lgalfon)............. s |
which-applied (Do -not Include fand piastar 934 935 978 | 57¢ 977
- ar gyphum of lime for sanitation.) ... ... . ] ’ 4. Fuel gil for the farm business 7] |3 !
SECTION 23 Wers any INSECTICIDES, HERBICIDES, FUNGICIDES, NEMATICIDES, 5. {)‘;‘wa' gas fot the fam i :
% OTHERPESTICIDES, of GTHER CHEMICALS used on this place in 19787 SIOESS . By - :
7% 6. Kerosene, motol oil, grease, o7 |
oo O3 YES = Comptets ths arcrron for the farm business . . . . . (] '
" 2[NO = Go-ro.anction 24 7. Electricity for the farm 980 )
: business .. ......... .. s ;
mtenals provided bty you, your landiords, or contractors. For each 381 :
. edY epaitacses only once. Jf multipurpose chemicals were used, report 8. Other ~caal, wood, coke, etc. [ |5 ;
‘“!9 vmﬂ Tor-each purpose. SECTION 26 SELECTED PRODUCTION EXPENSES paid by you and others
¥ rays dum gvanules fumlgants elc., (hngicide, Number of fo this place in 1978
¥ g i T OF acres
B which usett Include your best estimates of expenses paid by you, your landlord, contractors,
hbicids, insectcide, Remallcie) 10 ointol ~ o “;Z:‘L—‘_EL‘“ Buyers, and others for production of crops, livestock, and other ageiculhural
Seipta an-fiay anit other Grops 0 products in 1978. DO HOT INCLUDE expenses connected with perfonming
A A s 57 customwork for others; operation of nonfarm activities, businesses, o services;
’ 0 or hiousehold expenses not related to the fam lmsmess
. e T 938 ]Selecu:d expenditme:l
- 1. Livestack ang poultry purchased ~ cattle, calves, 7
nd o;cﬂams {blights, smuls, hogs, pigs, sheep, lambs, goats, horses, chicks, None ”(z)ollars Cents
ceeveenee O PYeY poults, started pullets, ete. ... ... .. o il s !
2. Total feed purchased for livestock and poultry ~ grain, %63 i
; g 940 hay, silage, mixed feeds, concentiates, efc. .............. Mis !
cmteals fur datohahon oi for: growih sonlmi a. Commercially mixed formyla feeds purchased — '
ovs o !hmnmg of fa‘ull P Ceveae [} complete, supplement, concentrates.
. {Do not includs T T
ingragients purchased Tons !Tenths Doitars ! Cents
saparataly, such as 587 : 35 L
soybesn mesl, Noae: , X
ottonseed masl, )
P 0O . /10]s !
3. Animal health costs for livestack and paultry. include 996 :
vatarinarian services, serums, vaceines, aedicines, 8. . .. . .. E] 3 N
4, Seeds, bulhs, plants, and trees purchased . ... ........... ) o :
§. Commercial tertilizes purchased ~ alt forms, including rock 988 ]
9hosohake and gypsum. Aeport custom application costs in o ls .
T T A
§. Agricultwal chemicals purchased — insecticides, herbicides, 989 '
mngtmdes othes pesticides, lime, elc. Aeport custom |
tmaied mazket valug-of ALL machisery, iO COSES 1) 1t B DEIOW. .« v e o vseenen ey (mRL: !
. mg‘?&:‘“‘;“gﬂ‘éﬁ“gg n‘;‘;ﬁ, °’l‘:};g]::r°‘ | Estimeted markat valuo }7, Hited farm o ranch labot (See imtormation Shestl .« . .. .- . .. ol ;
tow, o &%, Doflars 1 Cents § @ Of the hited workers, including paid
o ot g MII : '“, ;ks, wharawa. dryms, e i family workers, how 'm any - None 9l::unber of workers
; but [ i fagders,
s aininy wm{?m”.‘??..”... cranrnn | {1) Worked 150 days o mare? . .. ... .
- . 992
: o1 t el oW (2) Workad less than 150 days? .. ... )
: ] f the total, '
oSEtiCT@ Ml presat o ) Total number LANY ware manyiac 8. Contract 1abor — inolude expend/tures primerily for fabor, such !
Decenbyr 31 197 Repoet on this piace on | tured Inthe tast5 | as harvesting of truit, vegetables, betries, etc., performed on & ‘
wofin 1077w 1978 Nou Recomtiec 31, 1978 yoa:s{;vxeu-x)sra)? contract basis by a contractor, craw lender, a cooperative, orc.. . [T |3 |
S AECI one uenbor, - T
574 [ 9, Customwork, machine hite and rental of machinery and i
o » aquipment = include expandituras for ves of equipment and 994 1
) RRAERARARRELEREEE: i 557 tor oust .4 sugﬁk,as gldy;nd‘mp an’d r;l{l;c‘ng feed, plowing, |l
: o combining, corn . , silo fitl ing,
» s tinciote iotupe) ... ) | o Gusting, Tartifeing, a1c. (Exciuds cost of cotion ginmng) - . . - Cils |
gheal !taclurt: &2:&& |!}lgg galdeq O SECTION 27 ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE OF LAND and BUILDINGS
i g Creaaeesa Pleass give your best ESTIMATE of the CURRENT Estimated T X
; ’ sse o MARKE% VALUE of tand and buitdings for the acres 'I,'? laan: ‘é&'ﬁ"uuﬂ":%?.‘fgs"""'
e OO teported in section 1, items 1, 2, and 3, page 1. None Dottars T Cents
952 953 996
e OO LAl fandowned. ..ol Veseaaas gk 1
997 T
chsheliers . [ | o= 2, All land rented o leased FROM OTHERS _. ... . ols l
986 957 3. All land rented of leased TO OTHERS ..., ..., ] !
epors) () ; 3 |
. i 988 959
\ s . | B D 960 961
iﬂ;ﬂickupbqiers....-....;..‘. ..... )
’ ’ ’ 962 963
feld fotage haryasters, shear
i Hywheeltype ool O

FORM 76-‘!(!) qa-no.ie)
Page 6
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APPENDIX D—Continued

Form 78-A 1)
18.17-201

GENERAL INFORMATION

WE NEED A COMPLETED REPORT FORM
FROM EVERYONE receiving this request. Please
follow the instructions given below for completing
section 1. You will then be able to determine
what additional information is to be provided.

1. The enclosed census report form is being used
by farms and ranches throughout the entire
United States. Because it is meant for use in
all parts of the country, it may contain sections
and inquiries which do not apply to you. In
this case, mark the “None’” or "“No" box and
go on to the next item or section.

2. if You Receive More Thon One Rseport Form
1t you have muitiple farming operations, you
should complete a report for EACH SEPARATE
and DISTINCT production unit, that is, each
individual farm, ranch, feediot, greenhouse,
etc.; or combination of farms, etc., for which
you maintain SEPARATE records of operating
expenses and sales, livestock and other inven-
tories, crop acreages, and production. Return
any duplicate or extra report forms in the same
envelope with the report{s) you complete so
we can remove the extra addresses from our
mail register. In the space provided to the
right of the address label of the report form
you complete, write the 11-digit number from
the label of the extra form or forms.

w

. Partnership Operations
A partnership is an association of two or more
persons who have agreed {informally or under
legal contract) on the amount of their contri-
butions and profit distributions.

Complete only ONE report for the entire
partnership farm and ranch operation, including
all partners’ shares on the same report. I two
or more report forms were received for the
partnership see 2 above.

Partners who also have separate operations
of their own should complete reports for those
separate operations. For additional information
on Partnerships see section 19 befow.

4, How To Enter Your Responses On The Report
Form
Please enter your answers in the proper spaces,
on the correct lines, and in the units requested,
i.e., dollars, bushels, tons, etc. Write any
explanation outside the answer spaces Or on 3
separate sheet of paper.

Enter whole numbers uniess the “Tenths™
column is provided, such as reporting acres of
Irish potatoes n) section 2. {f you have 1/2,
1/4, or 1/3 ot an acre, convert to tenths. For
example convert 1/2 to 5/10, 1/3 to 3/10,
1/4 t0 2/10, etc.

If you do not recall exact figures, please give
your best estimate. You may indicate "Est.”
{for estimated) ‘beside the answer, if you fike.
For all dollar items, we need only whole
dollars, although a ""Cents’ column is provided
for those who wish to report cents.

4

COMPLETING THE REPORT FORM

Section 1 — ACREAGE IN 1978

This section determines the land for which you
should report agricultural activities. It also pro-
vides space for reporting landlords, renters, anc
location{s) of agricultural activities.

Changes in the Acres Operated in 1978 — Report
all land that YOU. USED during 1978, and the
crops and livestock production on that land, even
if some or all of it was no longer a part of your
operation on December 31, 1978.

it you had agriculture operations at any time
during 1878, but quit farmingbefore December 31,
1978, report your 1978 crop and livestock pro-
duction and sales from that land for the portion
of the year that you operated the land. Plesse
explain in the margin of the report form {or on
3 separate sheet of paper} that you quit farming
or ranching during 1978 and give the approximate
date and the name and address of the present
operator, if known.

1978 CENSUS

1f you acquired land for agricultural operations,
but did not use it for livestock or crop production
in 1978, include the land in section 1. Please
explain in the margin or on 2 separate sheet of
paper.

Completing 1tems 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Section 1 —
Use items 1, 2, and 3 to determine the acres of
fand that are your responsibility for the purpose
of making the agriculture census report. Include
alt land that you were associated with in 1878,
regardless of location or use, but do not inciude
holdings of residential property not associated
with agricultural operations. Report afl land in
whole acres in this section.

item 1 — Land Owned — Report all land owned in
1978 whether held under title, purchase contract
or mortgage, homestead law, or as heir or trustee
of an undivided estate, by you and/or your spouse,
or by the partnership, corporation, or organiration
for which you are reporting.

item 2 — Land Rented or Leased FROM Others —
Report all iand rented by you, even though the
landlord may have supplied equipment, fertilizer,
or other materials and/or some supervision of the
work.

INCLUDE in item 2 —

a. Land {for agricultural uses} that you rented
FROM others for cash payments

. Land worked on a share basis

oo

. Land {owned by sornecne else} which you
used rent-free

d, Federal, State, Indian, or railroad land
rented or leased by the acre

DO NOT INCLUDE in item 2 — Land used on a
per-head or animal unit license or permit basis,
such as land used under section 3 of the Taylor
Grazing Act, National Forest Land, or Indian
Reservation Permit Land.

ftem 3 — Land Rented TO OTHERS - Cash
tenants, share tenants, and share croppers are
farm operators for census purposes ang are respon-
sible for making the agriculture census report for
the land they operate.

INCLUDE initem 3 ~

2. Owned tand rented TO others for cash or
a share of the crops or livestock

b. Land which you rented from others and
then subleased to others in 1978

¢. Land rented out for residential or other
nonfarm purposes, if it was part of the
land reported initem 1 or 2

d. Land worked tor you by someone eise on
a share-otcrop basis

e. Land which you allowed others to use rent.
free

NOTE: Please enter the names and addresses of
renters, tenants, and sharecroppers w item 6.

Hem 4 — Acres in this Place — This is the sum of
the land that you owned in 1978 {item 1), PLUS
the land that you rented FROM others {item 2},
MINUS the land that you rented TO others {item
3). It is very importamt that you report this
figure correctly {even if “'0" acres), since the
remainder of your report should cover only those
operations on '‘the Acres in This Place” reported
in item 4.

*2Zero Actes in Place’” — Should you compiete the
rast of this form?

f you yourseif had crop or livestack activities on
the land for any portion of the year, you should
complete the rest of the form, See “Changes in
Acres Gperated in 1878," above.

if ali your land was operated by a renter or share-
cropper for all of 1978, you do not have to
complete the entire form, In this case, you
should:

a. Complete item 6 for renter.

b. Skip to section 28 and complete Mame,
Address, Telephone number, etc.

¢. Explain briefly in the margin or on separate
paper that you did not operate a farm or
ranch in 1978.  For example, “Ali land
rented out,” "Seld  Farm.” “Retived,”
etc., and give the approximate datr that

INFORMATION SHEET

OF AGRICULTURE

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
REAU OF THE CENSUS

you quit operating, If you soid your farm,
please give the name and address of current
owner or operator, if known.

d. Msil the form in the return envelope provided.

Item 7 ~ Grazing Permits — in some States,
government lands and indian lands are used
tor grpzing flivestock under permit or special
license, with payments on 2 per-head or animal
unit basis. This land should NOT be included
as part of item 2, “Land rented or leased FROM
athers,” or item 4, "Total Acres in This Place.”
But you should include in your report any live-
stock focated on permit land in 1878,

Sections 2—8 — CROPS

Sections 2 through 8 provide space for reporting
crops harvested during the 1878 crop yesr from
the land shown in section 1, item 4, of your report.
Please report your crops in the appropriate section,
Do not include any crops grown on land rented,
teased, or worked on shares by others during 1878,

Acres Harvested — Enter the acres harvested in
1878. Round fractions to whole acres except
where tenths are requested, as for irish potatoes.

Quantity Harvested — The units of measure on the
report form are those most commonly used
throughout the country. If you use a different
unit of measure, please convert your figure for
quantity harvested to the unit requested, If
harvest is incomplete by December 31, 1978,
please estimate the total quantity harvested.

Crop lIrrigation — For each crop irrigated, report
number of acres irrigated. Irrigation is defined
as land watered by artificial or controlied means —
sprinklers, furrows or ditches, spreader dikes,
purposeful  flooding, etc. Inciude acres that
received supplemental, partial, and preplant
irrigation.  For any crop not irrigated, leave
Acres irrigated” blank

How to Report Crops Harvested

a. Sections 2 and 3 — In these two sections,
separate lines are provided for reporting each
of several crops widely grown in the United
States. Do not write in data for any other
crops.

o

. Sections 4--8 — In each of these sections,
report any of the crops listed in the same
section. To report a crop in any of these
sections, {1} find the crop name and the code
number in the list in the section; (2} enter
crop name and code in the first two columns
of the first available answer line in the section;
{3} enter the intormation requested in the
headings of the rernaining columns.

Example: A farmer harvested 20 acres of atfalfa
seed, yielding 6,000 pounds, and 30 acres of
red clover seed, yielding 8,400 pounds. {(He
did not irrigate either crop.) He would enter
the following in section 8:

SECTIOYs sy OTHER CROPS vt 81 s o 13- v, et
er B ctogs ael sreviounly epocted?
& 15 amwin et st
SO0 - Gure amrons

Fame ot baion e (09 et T Cole Rttt Sareses

Sy ] A e
¢ 000
£ qo0

e

H more space 15 needed, use separate sheot of paper.

Two or More Crops Hsrvested From Ths Same
Land (Double-Croppingl — Report the total
acres and production of each harvested crop in
the appropriate section of the report form.

Example: A farmer harvested 1,230 bushels of
wheat from 40 acres in 1978, then planted and
harvested 1,650 bushels of soybeans from the
same 40 acres before the end of the year. He
irrigated the soybeans but not the wheat.

Correct entriez Acres | Bushels [ Acres irrigsted
from 3 { Wheat 40 {1,330 —
fiam B [Soybonm Yo |1, 8550 #40




APPENDIX D—Continued

Sections 2—-8 — CROPS — Continued

Interplanted Crops and “’Skip Row” Planting —
if two crops were grown at the same time in
alternating strips in the same field, report the
portion of the field used for each crop.

Example: A B0 acre field was planted in cotton
and soybeans, with two rows of cotton followed
by an area of the same width planted in soybeans.
Thirty acres of soybeans would be reported in
section 2, item 8, and 30 acres of cotton in section
2,item 9,

Vegstables — Report acres of vegetabies harvested
FOR SALE. Do not report acres of vegetables for
home use. Report the total acreage of each
vegetable crop harvested.

Example: You harvested 10 acres of lettuce from
a field in 1978, then replanted the field 1o fettuce
and harvested the 10 acres agein. Enter only 10
acres of land from which vegetables were harvested
in item 1 of section 5, but write in 20 acres of
lettuce harvested in item 2 of section 5.

Fruit and Nuts — (n counting the combined total
of 20 or more trees and vines, include those for
home use as well as those maintained for sale of
the production {exclude abandoned trees).

If crops other than fruit and nut trees and vines
were interplanted with trees or vines, report the
total acres for BOTH the orchard and the inter-
planted crops harvested.

Example: 1f 20 acres of cotton were grown in a
30 acre pecan orchard, you would report 20
acres of cotton in section 2, item 9, and 30 acres
of pecans in section 4.

Avocados, Olives, Sugarcane

Avocados — For California report the quantity
harvested from November 1, 1877 through
November 30, 1978. For Florida report the
quantity harvested from April 1978 through
March 1979, estimating if necessary.

Olives — Report the quantity harvested from the
bloom of 1977 for the October 1977 to March
1978 harvest season.

Sugarcane — For Florida and Yexas report cuttings
from November 1977 through April 1978. For
Louisiana and Hawaii report for the 1978 crop
year,

* Section ® — GROSS VALUE OF CRGOPS SOLD

Report the values received during 1978, regardless
of the year in which the crops were harvested.
Give gross values ({before deducting taxes and
expenses}. f full psyment was not received for
a crop or crops sold in 1978, report only the
amount actually received in 1978.

For value of greins and cotton, include as sold the
value of government CCC loans received in 1978
but not loans obtained from any other government
or private source.

Section 10 — LAND USE

The purpose of this section is to classify the acres
you reported in section 1, item 4, by principal
use in 1978. Do not include any acres you rented
TO others {reported in section 1, item 3).

Land Used for Multiple Purposes — f part of your
land was used for more than one purpose in 1978,
report that land on the line for the use first listed,
and NOT on the line for the second use. For
example, if you plowed under a cover crop, and
planted and harvested a grain crop, report the land
in item 2a, “Cropland harvested,” but NOT as
“Cropland used for cover crop, legumes, . . etc.”
{item 2c}.

Double Cropping — When more than one crop was
harvested from the same tand in 1878, report that
land only ONCE as “Cropland Harvested,” item
2a of this section,

interplanted Crops — If you interplanted crops,
such 8s cotton in an orchard, report the total
land used for both crops only ONCE, as “‘Cropland
Harvested,” in item 2a.

FORM 78-A111) (B-17.78)

Section 12-16 — LIVESTOCK AND POULTRY

Animals and Poultry to be included in the Rsport —
Report all animals and poultry on the place on
December 31, 1978. Inciude all owned by you
and any kept by you for others, Include gnimals
on unfenced land, on National Forest land, on
district land or cooperative grazing association
iand, or on rangeland administered by the Bureau
of Land Management on a per-head or lease basis
{such as on whesat pasture). Include pouitry
{broilers, layers, turkeys, etc.} fed under contract
on “This Place.” Include livestock and poultry
kept on this place for home use, 4H projects, ete.

Number sold — Report all animals and pouitry
sold or removed from this place including those
sold for a landlord or given to a landlord as his
share or to others in trade or in payment for goods
and services. Include animals of all ages without
regard to ownership or who shared in the receipts
if the animals were located on the place 30 days
or more and were sold or removed from the
place in 1978.

Sales from Contract and Custom Feeding Opera-
tions — Include animals and poultry (including
poultry under contract} fed on this place on a
contract or custom basis if they were removed
from the place in 1978,

Value of Sales — Be sure to report the total gross
value of sales of animals and poultry without
deducting cost of feed, cost of livestock purchased,
cost of hauling and selling, etc. {f the sale price
or value is not known, give your best estimate of
their value when they left this place.

Animals Moved to Another Place — For animals
removed from this place to another place, such as
for further feeding, report the number as sold and
give your best estimate of their market value when
they left this place.

Animais to be Excluded from the Report — Do
not report any animals or poultry kept under a
share arrangement on land rented TO others in
1978,

Animals Sold from Another Place — Animals
owned by you, but held and sold from someone
else’s place should NOT be included. For example,
do not report cattie purchased elsewhere, fed in,
and sold from a feediot not part of this place.

Animals Bought and Sold — Do not include animals
bought and resold within 30 days. Such purchases
and sales are considered “dealer’” transactions.

Fat Cattle Sales — Do not include with fattened
cattle in item 33 of section 12:
8. Veal calves which were fattened primarily
on milk, or
b. Dairy cows fed only the usual dairy ration
before being sold, or
<. Cattle and calves that were sold for further
feeding.

All Other Livestock — Specify the name of any
other livestock, animal specialty, or livestock pro-
ducts on or sold from this place that have not been
accounted for elsewhere on this form.

Example: Bees sold (colonies, packages, pounds);
semen sales, animals bred and sold for laboratory
use; birds, frogs, etc.

Section 19 — TYPE OF ORGANIZATION

Use the following definitions to assist you in
determining the t/pe of organization for your
operation:

individual or Family Operation (Sole Proprietor-
ship} — Defined as a farm or business organization
controiled and operated by an individual. Includes
family operations that are not incorporated and
not operated under a partnership agreement.

Partnership Opaerstion — Oefined a3 two or more
persons who have agreed on the smount of their
contribution (capital and effort) and the distribu-
tion of profits. Co-ownership of land by husband
and wife or joint filing of incoms tax forms by
husband and wife does not constitute s partner-
ship, unless the agresment to share contributions,
decisionmaking, profits, and lisbifities exists.
Producing products under contract or under »
share rental agreement does not constitute &
partnership. .

Corporation — Defined as s legal entity or arti-
ficial person crested under the faws of a State
to carry on 8 business. This definition does
not include cocperatives.

Other — Such as cooperative {defined as an incor-
porated or unincorporated enterprise or associstion
created and formed jointly by the members}, estate
or trust {defined as fund of money or property
administered for the benefit of another individual
or organization), prison farm, grazing associstion,
Indian reservation, etc.

Section 20 — OPERATOR CHARACTERISTICS
AND OCCUPATION

This section applies to the characteristics and
occupation of the individual owner, operator,
senior partner, or person in charge for the type of
organization reported in section 19 of the form,

For individusl or Family Oparation {Sols Pro-

pristorship} — Complete this section for the
operator.
For Par hip O i -G lete items 1

through 5 and 7 (of this section) for the “Senior
Partner.” The “‘Senior Partner” is the individual
who is mainly responsible for the agricultural
operations on this piace. Consider the oidest
partner as the “‘Senior Partner”” if each shares
equaily in the day-to-day management decisions.
For item 6 (Principal Occupation} consider alt
members of the partnership together. Please
include as “Farming” worktime at all types of
agricultural enterprises, inciuding specisities, such
as greenhouses, nurseries, mushrooms, ranching,
feed lots, broiler feeding, etc.

For Incorporated snd Other Operations {Co-
operatives, Estates, stc.) — Complete section
20 for the person in charge, such as hired manager,
business mansger, or other person primarily
responsible for the on-site, day-to-day operation
of the farm or ranch business.

Section 22 — COMMERCIAL FERTILIZER

Report acres on which commercial fertilizer was
applied during 1978, |If some acres where fertilized
more than once, report acres ONLY ONCE.

Section 24 — MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT

The estimated market value in item 1 refers to
ALL machinery and equipment kept on this place
and used for the farm business. The value should
be an estimate of what the machinery and equip-
ment would sell for in its present condition,
not the repiacement or depreciated value.

Section 26 ~ SELECTED PRODUCTION
EXPENSES '

Include expenses paid by you and by anyone eise
for the production of crops, pouitry, livestock,
and other agricultural products on this place. Also
include expenses incurred even if payment was not
made in 1878. Please give estimates if you do not
know the exact figures. For example, it you grew
broilers or fed cattle for others, inciude in item 1,
as purchases, your best estimate of the value of the
baby chicks or cattle at the time they were brought
to this place. Aiso inciude in item 2, the vaiue and
amount of all feed purchased by you or someone
else for use on this piace.

Do not include expenses relsted 1o nonfarm
activities (trading and speculation, or livestock
dealer activities).

Hired Labor — Expenditures for hired labor shouid
include gross wages or sslaries, commissions, paid
bonuses, and leave pay before deductions, plus the
value of benefits paid by you — Social Security
taxes, unemployment insurance, stc. Do not
include room and bosrd, house rent, or other
items paid in kind.
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