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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-related names and addresses was constructed.

The mailout/mailback enumeration procedure was not used
in taking the agriculture census in Puerto Rico, Guam, the
Virgin Islands, 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
assembled 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 simifar 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 Organi-
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
availabie early in 1878. 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 ldentifi-
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
tdentification 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 agricuitural
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 addresses 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 phene, and
any other available information. Direct enumeration sample
returns not matched to the census mail 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 estimates at 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 agricuiture on the islands. 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, additiona!l 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, iaboratory 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 agricuitural 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 Agricuiture county
offices: Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service,
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Farmers Home Administration, and Agricuitural 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. procéssing 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

All report forms were subjected to a clerical screening review,
during which they were corrected to make them acceptable for
keying onto magnetic tape. Farm 6perators 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 identified 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
institutiona!l 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 shouid 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 havé increased substantially because
of the improved coverage of small farms in the 1978 mail list.
County level data on acreages and inventories are generaily
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 $2,500 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 comparabiiity 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, pouitry, 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 compieted mainly in October, Novem-
ber, and December of the reference.year. Livestock and pouitry
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
scheduled 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
5-page form for certainty and sample farms. Data items on the
1974 report form which were eliminated on the 1878 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 ilinesses

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 ali
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 landlords of the
farms involved in the survey.

The Farm and Ranch lrrigation 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
prbcessing 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 totals 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 28,694 cattle and calves, the
data for those farms reporting cattle and calves would appear as:

Cattleandcalves . . ... .......... farms . ... ... 842
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 heid 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 chiefly
responsible for conducting the business of the association. All
land in Indian reservations used for growing crops or grazing
livestock was to be included as land in farms. Land in Indian
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 tand area as determined by
records and calculations updated as of January 1, 1979. These
data are updated periodically; however, the acreage shown for
1978 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 principal
county. The principal county was defined as the one where the
largest value of agricultural products were raised or produced. !t
was usually the county coniaining all or the largest proportion
of the land in the farm. For a limited number of Western States,
this procedure has resuited 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 sell
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 land” included pastureland and rangeland other than
cropland and woodland pasture in addition to land in house
jots, 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

U.S. 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 $2,500 and for farms with sales of
$2,500 or more operated by individuals (sole proprietorships}
and partnerships. {f 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 inciude 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 {abor 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 agricultural 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 agricuitural services part of a farming operation was
generally considered a separate operation when income from
agricultural services was greater than $5600,000, 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 lirigation
Survey and are included in Volume 5, Special Reports.
Irrigation 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, Irrigation, which also includes data from
off-farm water suppliers covered in the 1978 Census of
Irrigation Organizations.

Value of livestock and poultry on farms—Data for the value of
fivestock 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, hogs, 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 aquacuiture products—The raising of fish and
other aquaculture products in captivity was included as agri-

cultural production by the 1972 Standard Industriai 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 aguaculture products soid is included 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 agricuitural 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
1,500 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
bioom 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 land 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 would 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.

f a crop was pianted 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
cultivated 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 shelled; sorghums for grain or seed, in
bushels or pounds; rice in 100-tb. bags, bushels, or 162-lb.
barrets. 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 quantity harvested for
these crops are published in pounds.

Write-in crops—To reduce the length 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 look 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—Iin a few instances, tabulated
data may be inaccurate because respondents misunderstood or
misinterpreted questions 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 ali 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 inciude
inquiries on commercial fertilizer and lime, chemicals,
machinery and equipment, expenses for energy and petroleum
products, selected production expenses, and value 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 agricultural 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 all poultry
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 tabies 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 1969 and 1974, farms
reporting sales of less than $2,500 but having the production
potential for sales of $2,500 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 all 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 $2,5600 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 $2,500 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 aumber 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 tabie 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 operatoré 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 concept 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. |f 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 miscellaneous 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 complete 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 tabie 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, lrish potato, hay, peanut, and other field crop
farms {0133}

Vegetabte and melon farms (016)

Fruit and tree nut farms (017)

Horticultural specialty farms (018)

General farms, primarily crop {019)

Livestock farms except dairy, poultry, and animal speciaity
(021)

Beef cattle farms, except feedlots (0212)

Dairy farms (024)

Poultry and egg farms (025)

Animal speciaity 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

Milk 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 sampie 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 coverage 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 agriculture, 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 agricuftural
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 alf 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-
tished for the 1974 census in Volume IV, 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
reenumeration 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 coliection 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 iarger 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



A-14 APPENDIX A—Continued

farms 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 dic 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 sampie 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 nonresponient 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 individua! 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
Population 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 161 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.

TableA Percent of State Total Represented by Adjustment
for Whole Farm Nonresponse: 1978

Percent

Ttem of total

Value of agricultural products sold
Harvested cropland.........v.oeeeirencoocraosnsasnoveas
Corn for grain or seed acres
Wheat for grain @Cres.-:c.cucieeiienviinenvesanaaanns

[ RTEETNN
IRV N

Inventory:
Cattle and calves...........c.oceununnnrnns e 2.0
Hens and pullets of laying age.. .. .1
HOEB 8Nd PIZB.. ...t ririnnnnreriorusasncasassnsonns 2.9

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 list and
associated data coliection 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. A

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 ratio 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-saies groups {less than $1,500 and $1,500
to $2,499); within each of two type-of-farm groups (crop or
genera! farms and livestock or poultry 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.



APPENDIX A~—Continued A-15

The post-stratification provided weights to be assigned to
farms in each of the final coflapsed strata such that the total of
the weights for sample 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
sources, 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 ali 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
agricultural 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 tabie 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 should 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 possiblie 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 .o 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
It

o Standard error Standard error
Quantity (percent) Quantity (percent)
- PN Ceeeveaceieaaen number 37,730 2.6 24,664 1.0
Land 1n faIMS. ... cvuvrnrnereroonocnraraaraacaons Gredsseneaans acres 17,002,288 .5 14,071:1‘19 .3
Harvested cropland......c..ceeseesonceronsssascccoscnsssson . farms 28,358 1.6 20,682 .7
acres 5,073,078 .3 4,967,952 .3
Irrigated land......,....... e sres s ireceen e asssesaananan farms. . 16,750 2.0 13,246 1.2
acres 1,681,268 .8 1,637,582 .8
AETLCULtural Products SOId. ... ......eveerssonsennerasrasennons tarms " 37,730 2.0 " 24, 664 1.0
$1,000 2,096,510 4 2,079,873 4
CXOPS . e it aeannrsnnnnenes et incetese et eee . .$far:s 20,089 1.2 16,953 .8
1,000 1,303,396 .4 1,299,359 W4
Livestock, poultry, and their products.........ocvvvuernnnn éfarms ’ 22:666 2.9 ! 141028 1.6
1,000 793,115 .7 780,513 .7
Value of machinery and equiptent..........covinuevurrsinsanan. farms. . 37,550 2,6 24,637 1.0
$1,000. . 1,343,454 1.0 1,246,784 .9
Average value of land and buildings per farme............... dollars.. ,3141296 1.2 ’403:719 1.1
Corn for grain OF BeeA.......vvus vunsrvonorasnervonssossssns ..farms.. 756 2.5 738 2.6
bushols. . 7, 770408 15 1,768,457 I

ushels, . . .
Wheat £Or Braln...........tieuiiviniorennoraresreonaorarannscns farms. . ’ 6:555 .5 ’ 6:364 .3
acres 2,845,313 .3 2,842,392 .3
bushels 123,755,470 4 123,653,204 %
S0ybeans fOr BeanS.....v..vs . ceeeoesneneeaoneasarsssssnssncnons farms 35 3.8 33 3.7
acres, . 2,513 4.1 (D) (p)

bushels, . 67,890 5.3 (D) (p)
Cattle and calves INVeNtory.........cevvevevenaroosanns Cerennas farms. . 20,494 2.3 12,237 1.2
number 1,284,638 .8 1,191,615 .7
Cattle and calves S0ld......c.vvvvveronnnn. eieeaeaan ceveres..famms,. ’ 18,233 2.0 ’ 11:938 1.2
number 1,002,155 .9 972,846 .9
$1,000 421,870 1.1 414,176 1.1
Hogs and pigs ANVentory.........cvuveeeennorosaroronnesnonsnen farms.. 3,599 7.4 1:673 5.6
number 89,403 3.1 76,205 3.2
Hogs and pigs SOLld....c....ocuriirenceronnnnn e eeeeaeas ..fams.. 2:613 5.7 11431 4.5
number. . 129,709 2.7 112,942 2.3
$1,000. . 10,441 1.9 9,528 1.8
Sheep and 18mbs INVENTOFY........veeirsnvaoennnaoranocsonsanns farms 1,619 4.5 953 4.1
number 81,904 1.0 71,986 1.0
Sheep and lambs sold........co0vvennens ceesesaes ORI - § v 1 1] 1,295 3.4 801 2.6
number, , 65,897 1.2 59,494 1.1
Hens and pullets of laying age inventory................. +e...farms 5,786 7.5 2,249 4.5
number, . 5,038,562 2.4 4,948,490 2.4
Hens and pullets of laying age SOld..........ccuvscunenscseann .farms. . 494 11.0 230 1.3
number. . 3,401,039 2.4 3,379,339 2.4
Commercial fertilizer used..........ccouvrneennronsrronarvrans farms. . 19,944 1.4 16,582 1.0
acres 4,560,358 1.2 4,519,596 1.2
Commercial fertilizer purchased...........c.iemeieirrrannnerns farms. . 20,598 1.4 16,928 .9
$1,000. 124,779 1.0 123,839 1.0
Agricultural chemicals purchased.............c.oevivn.n veess..faTMS, ., 20,457 1.3 16,483 1.0
$1,000 56,370 1.1 55,720 1.1
Chemicals used on crops for insect control.................... farms. . 7,874 1.9 7,050 2,0
acres, . 1,209,236 2.4 1,202,424 2.4
Chemicals used on crops for disease control............c..cev.e farms.. 5,456 2.7 4,559 2.6
acres 346,275 4.2 340,996 4.3
Gasoline purchased.........covceorveonncnnirann ee e farms. . 35,983 2.6 23,875 1.1
1,000 gallonms., 61,793 1.2 (NA) (MA)
$1,000.. 38,259 1.2 36,230 1.1
Diesel fuel purchagsed...........ceoccsvravaacise Jeveseesnseanes farms. . 16,967 1.3 14,602 1.0
1,000 gallons.. 54,245 1.1 (na) (NA)
$1,000.. 24,209 1.1 23,951 1.1
Livestock and poultry purchased.........c.ceovsevsrerssen R farms.. 14,413 4.6 8,476 2.2
$1,000., 240,355 1.3 235,070 1.3
Feed purchased.......c.oooceernenos ebeveirareca e ......éfams.. 22,439 3.6 12,966 1.9
1,000 253,371 1.3 245,118 1.3
Hired farm lBDOT. ... .cusvevcvrarsrerosoacneossessnssrasssasos farms. . 17,915 1.5 15,262 1.1
$1,000. 238,713 1.0 235,914 1.0

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

Standard error

Farms reporting iten (percent)

25 fATMB., aeeveaiaas v 40.0
50 farmB....vaeneenss 18.0
100 fOIMSeeeeerisosavsronsssasncesaorsnssovnssnsseorsrsaes 12.0
250 FAYTIB.u.verasecacescasstonernsssvessasnascsransaccsos 8.0
500 fAYMB..vcvsroassvonscssassscosasassssrsasssssnsoncnnn 6.0
750 FAEMB.coeesaresesocssnsssooassssnsosnassssvesonnsas .. 4.0

1,000
1,500
2,000
3,000
4,000
5,000

Farms reporting item

fAIMS .t eeseenrraseserscesncnsssasnsosssssscssansssen
farms.eeesecevanoosncae
farms.ceeeecsnnavaces
farms.cecvsrcconeons
farms.eeoeeenssecancas

FAYMS e vsesnacsocatosscossanrsscnsscssosnsassosascnse

sessensvsassnsas

esecscssesceas

esesscescesnraas

esesrscsscsscorencs

Standard error
(percent)

L)
(=X~

ot
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TsbleD. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of County Totals for Selected items: 1978

Average value of
land and buildings

Value of machinery and

Chemicals used on crops for--

Acres fertilized

per farm equipment Insect control Disease control
County
Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard
Value erroxr Value error error error error
dollars (percent) ($1,000) (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent) Acres (percent)
AdaMBe.ersoeervarcnan ceereans 729,368 4.9 85,941 4.1 536,559 4.0 139,994 11.0 24,709 28.0
ABOEtIN. v vevearernrunsaoronen 448,569 4.6 6,704 6.9 44,165 7.7 5,612 22.0 981 64.0
BeNLONeuecenoesssosoavansrons 447,964 3.1 72,956 2.2 226,381 4.0 75,803 7.1 31,922 5.9
ChelBNaeeecsnoecscssonnvsnnee 223,155 4.9 30,087 3.8 28,923 4.6 16,325 6.3 14,928 6.2
Clallameseverencoennaancronas 284,163 12.0 5,546 8.6 7,110 18.0 697 47.0 575 52.0
Clark.veoeeeacensancennnonnse 198,336 4.1 18,476 4.6 23,828 13.0 4,233 17.0 2,339 12.0
COLUMDLR. 1 evvevsrosonessnnens 946,159 5.3 23,865 7.2 120,116 7.8 32,726 17.0 5,328 .0
COWLitZe.uuunrennonnnaanranns 192,176 9.6 4,811 11.0 7,950 21.0 592 .9 704 14,0
DOUglas. . .civersntieiennecane 350,435 3.3 45,529 5.2 260,659 4.8 22,702 13.0 14,356 4.3
FOITYeveecenssstrnnonvenasenst 1,281,749 1.3 4,926 4.9 3,114 17.0 256 43.0 54 40.0
Frankline..eeoeeeseennscooven 508,934 2.4 71,721 3.8 257,257 4.3 94,572 6.8 31,972 16.0
Garfieldiseserorecneaneasanss 749,541 4.6 18,480 8.2 110,426 6.9 16,501 25.0 1,704 .2
Grant....... ceeeeeann ceeeeeen 530,909 2.9 135,643 2.4 503,640 3.4 190,310 5.6 41,107 6.8
Grays Harbor...covveeesnoeens 187,871 6.2 8,249 7.1 10,982 15.0 2,680 55.0 194 48.0
Island....ceceencocnrnnonsene 184,996 15.0 3,849 12.0 2,783 10.0 110 37.0 150 49.0
JeEFErSON . areenerenerarannnns 189,322 11.0 1,408 29.0 1,086 31.0 11 53.0 (D) (D)
KiNGeoeoouounoronanonansnanes 233,896 5.7 18,142 4.0 7,664 8.9 1,428 14.0 1,444 25.0
Kitap..vieecvaonns teeeeraeas 160,347 15.0 2,428 12.0 498 22.0 95 58.0 63 36.0
Kittitas..coeeervececaannneee 272,567 4.9 18,574 5.6 44,667 9.0 5,905 15.0 317 11.0
Klickit@teeeoeieernonianrnns .o 388,959 5.2 21,250 7.7 81,017 9.6 12,586 15.0 5,59 28.0
Lewlsiaiiiesertoonoannianenns 157,678 6.2 19,194 5.6 22,950 11.0 3,606 32.0 528 29.0
Lincoln.,.evevaeennaann [P 590,078 5.4 70,961 4,1 496,094 5.3 60,731 18.0 21,247 32.0
T 158,111 .0 1,297 .0 1,179 .0 6 .0 19 .0
OKANOBAN e e vavoeseroonsoosensn 394,509 4.2 35,039 4.5 47,556 4.8 16,694 7.2 17,469 7.2
Pacific.c.cvvvnncnnnnennecens 166,530 12.0 5,779 17.0 4,884 24.0 600 20.0 870 14.0
Pend Oreillecis.eenrerercnann 188,837 14.0 4,930 15.0 15,896 27.0 450 85.0 450 85.0
PlerCeocsvinenrensransvonaces 201,741 6.0 19,225 4.9 11,281 10.0 3,722 19.¢0 2,537 23.0
88N JUBNsssesrensocrnososnvons 385,560 10.0 1,350 12.0 1,078 15.0 156 38.0 - .0
Skagiteesereesennconranonosna 282,122 3.9 27,003 3.9 55,404 3.9 20,639 8.7 3,733 6.3
Skamanif.seeveescosesieatonss 221,035 .0 1,019 .0 1,161 .0 336 .0 500 .0
SNOhOMISh. sasseerersaasrnonns 199,750 4,2 22,070 6.2 25,398 10.0 6,018 12.0 2,228 8.0
SpPOK&NE. . cvvravessrecaccrcnss 295,885 3.8 63,245 4.1 234,155 4.7 49,973 15.0 5,958 23.0
SLEVeNSeeeersrecasosansnsanns 273,186 4.2 22,367 5.1 42,470 10.0 8,101 24.0 665 47.0
ThULSEON. + s savesossrerarsnsse 180,404 5.3 11,713 5.8 7,328 19.0 606 .8 285 61.0
Wahkiakume,sseeeoenoenosenans 137,646 6.7 2,543 9.5 2,724 16.0 - .0 93 54.0
Walla Wall@..eevoooeninnnonnn 613,291 2.8 69,269 2.5 338,529 3.5 111,615 4.9 5,858 14.0
WhAtCOMs sostrnsararannnnonnns 284,221 8.3 44,553 3.6 63,262 6.4 11,896 11.0 4,284 17.0
Whitmane.eoevreoseooconvacnes 853,046 4.6 129,945 3.3 660,152 2.6 163,491 6.4 42,645 19.0
Yakima.eeooiaesoeeoaannnrresne 320,030 1.7 142,870 1.5 223,884 1.7 118,125 3.0 53,694 3.1
Farms not on mail list....... 110,346 15.0 50,494 17.0 26,148 28.0 9,333 43.0 4,769 39.0
Farm production expenses
Livestock and poultry
county Gasoline Diesel fuel purchased Feed Hired farm labor

Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard
Expense error Expense erroxr Expense error Expense error | Expense error
($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent)
AdamS..verirecraacrovensanans 2,088 4.1 1,910 4.4 3,139 11.0 2,268 7.0 10,366 3.8
ASOLIMN..veveroseracrannnnanes 266 5.4 159 8.6 1,254 3.4 417 4.4 528 12.0
BENLON auusrronoarrvernnnnans 1,689 2.6 1,380 2.9 6,176 2.5 3,888 16.0 17,286 2,1
Chelane.civeseeennnniiinnes .. 1,167 4.6 286 7.0 368 37.0 178 20.0 15,081 4.5
Clallam....... tetecrereasasen 180 9.1 44 17.0 544 25.0 968 15.0 ’482 17.0
Clarke.ceniescoseoennenacanas 479 5.0 205 8.9 2,584 11.0 6,896 12.6 2,198 7.6
Columbig...oovernnn. cereteens 772 22.0 502 11.0 277 36.0 635 23.0 2’300 7.7
CowlitZ.euuirvennrennnieannansn 126 9.6 94 28.0 392 9.1 2,093 9.6 ’917 3.0
DOUELES e vavsnns s 1,283 4od 772 5.2 3,945 2.3 2,362 1.7 11,795 5.0
FOITYeutatooeaoroasnannanonns 156 5.7 44 17.0 483 12.0 294 12.0 ’138 13.0

Franklin....eeeeenvenenrennne 1,936 3.3 1,469 5.3 9,695 3.9 5,103 3.
Garfield...nvnvnrernsnrnennns 487 6.6 401 6.7 "182 5.3 "328 69 107 a8
Granteeeeuesevecresssnnnennn B 3,815 2.7 2,711 2.9 42,940 1.5 15,693 1.3 20!647 3‘3
Grays Harbor..uieeeveeerneonns 233 13.0 108 19.0 826 14.0 4,502 14.0 1’227 11'0
Islandecesivaesnnonencanaven 115 13.0 26 12.0 615 14.0 2,374 17.0 ’513 6.8
Jeffersone.seccececrsersasson 59 24.0 18 39.0 63 24,0 570 33.0 140 36.0
KifBeoeooeonuonrovasrosasanns 741 4.5 245 22.0 5,062 7.3 15,973 4.6 7,687 4‘2
Kit8AP v esesearenoennnsincnes 84 15.0 6 44.0 166 43.0 472 27.0 ’379 31.0
KIittitases.s oooesoanvonareann 620 7.8 213 9.5 12,426 3.7 5,351 5.6 1,693 9'4
KLLCKLERE serenenannnnrnenens 599 7.3 418 7.0 1,039 20,0 1,987 19.0 2,022 11.0

LeWlSeeenneroonnernonanconnns 530 5.1 197 7.4 6,501 7.5 11,677 8.
LINCOLNLuerseeeanennrinraenn 1,740 4.6 1,346 4.8 2,038 11.0 1,657 1370 5/267 23
MASOD + 4 enarasnrennesanneassn 41 .0 9 .0 132 .0 131 .0 s 0
Okanogan.s...v. ceeseaase 1,454 3.9 424 7.5 3,645 3.9 2,619 7.4 11,253 5.7
PECLELC. e reasanrannansnenns 211 14.0 w3 24.0 173 46.0 1,550 36.0 "694 33.0
Pend Oreille..eoeverncrreesen 125 19.0 50 25.0 229 25.0 1,037 33.0 175 29’0
Plerce.ceesisrcnccennannacrves 644 7.3 219 7.9 3,749 7.5 17,221 3.4 8,036 6.5
SN JUBB.teirereierianinnnnns 47 10.0 13 13.0 210 16.0 308 7.9 158 8.7
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APPENDIX A—Continued

TableD. Estimates of the Sampling Reliability of County Totals for Selected Items: 1978-Con.

Farm production expenses

Gasoline Diesel fuel Livestock aud. poultry Feed Hired farm labor
Count purchased
y

Standard Standard Standard Standard Standard

Expense error Expense error Expense error Expense error Expense error

($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent) ($1,000) (percent)

SKagiteiee s arenneonnnaanens 887 4.6 586 6.1 5,258 3.1 13,140 3.3 8,027 2.4
Skamanla....eoveveuererornans 26 .0 8 .0 43 .0 61 .0 150 .0
Snohomish.....ieueivinreennns 841 5.0 333 9.0 4,294 5.7 19,469 5.2 6,172 4.1
Spokane............ P 1,615 3.7 895 5.6 3,238 15.0 6,074 7.9 4,048 7.2
StevenS.secsrieennians 696 6.0 281 7.3 1,506 19.0 2,518 11.0 840 13.2
Thurston.ssee i eevisuesrnas 377 3.8 101 8.3 3,406 14.0 12,871 5.6 4,424 2.3
Wahkigkum...coovernnnnnn. 75 8.9 25 21.0 209 20.0 1,457 17.0 353 21.0
Walla Walla.......... 1,877 7.5 1,574 2.8 44,773 .6 14,321 .8 10,462 2.4
Whatcom......c0u. AN e 1,045 6.5 578 6.0 7,887 9.7 27,772 3.9 7,104 4.7
Whitman...coveerinennennvenens 2,828 3.6 2,571 3.1 2,815 4.0 2,405 10.0 8,468 5.4
Yakima...... [ creenae . 5,013 1.6 3,792 3.0 51,295 .8 38,058 1.4 53,089 1.9
Farms not on mail list....... 1,293 22.0 153 30.0 6,781 36.0 6,674 24.0 2,057 41.0




APPENDIX B.

1978 and 1974

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

ji {uded nt definition but not b

Definition used for 1974 and 1978 Definition used for 1959, 1964, and 1969 Operations d by curcent d 4

Value of products sold . Value of products soid Farms Value of products sold

Farms 1, grms ($1,000) ($1,000}

1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974 1978 1974
Waoshington . ___________.._. 37 730 29 410} 2 096 510 1 658 077 58 489 32 649] 2 101 430 1 659 092 20 759 3 239 4 920 1 o1s
698 99 94 191 86 006 719 ny 94 200 86 007 21 18 8 1
157 147 7 934 7 020 182 170 7 945 7 029 25 23 11 9
1 038 990 114 386 81 500 1199 1 101 114 449 81 841 161 11 62 41
1 302 1 228 70 568 41 498 1 407 1278 70 606 41 510 105 50 38 12
325 282 4 927 3 640 408 351 4 951 3 660 83 &9 24 20
1267 1142 25 870 19 485 1631 1349 25 983 19 547 364 207 n3 62
230 253 23 450 26 630 248 271 23 456 26 637 18 18 7 7
323 332 7 044 5 354 458 389 7 084 5 369 135 57 39 15
892 876 66 520 45 998 941 913 66 543 46 010 49 37 23 12
200 148 2 847 2 0%9 244 159 2 856 2 101 44 1 9 2
Fronklin 799 767 108 267 88 998 839 787 108 283 89 004 0 20 16 6
Garfield _ 212 211 16 942 20 468 220 236 16 945 20 475 8 25 3 7
1 665 1479 229 075 214 953 1752 1 543 229 106 214 971 87 64 30 18
382 397 13 823 10 093 474 440 13 847 10 102 92 43 23 9
244 232 6 384 6 188 317 294 6 4N 6 206 73 &2 27 i8
130 106 1 681 1135 167 122 1 690 1138 37 16 9 3
1187 1022 55 307 40 496 1603 1327 55 451 40 602 416 305 144 106
260 239 1 804 1 607 392 334 1 849 1 633 132 95 45 26
624 603 35 302 24 056 718 660 35 330 24 075 94 57 28 19
501 463 18 079 15 517 571 493 18 096 15 523 70 30 17 6
1136 1084 33 574 21 743 1 391 1186 33 632 21 768 255 102 58 25
- 765 831 61 198 68 014 794 852 61 205 68 018 29 21 8 4
. 110 90 818 747 154 1ny 830 755 44 27 12 8
_ 1297 1179 70 635 37 305 1 403 1257 70 663 37 323 106 78 29 18
- 277 272 6 108 3 503 311 298 6 118 3 509 34 26 10 6
B 245 203 2 663 1 879 307 222 2 673 1 884 62 19 1 5
- 1 077 962 49 928 34 373 1 351 1140 50 019 34 431 274 178 9 58
- 121 13 1 476 866 158 139 1 484 871 37 26 8 5
- 779 850 62 388 50 084 902 954 62 428 50 122 123 104 40 38
69 58 870 582 96 70 875 584 27 12 5 2

1 244 1065 58 136 37 947 1 602 1309 58 256 38 028 358 244 120 81
1 859 1 748 56 718 56 338 2 228 2 023 56 829 56 436 369 275 m 98
1 009 971 15 881 14 655 1148 1 053 15 909 14 674 139 82 29 19
618 529 32 227 23 462 827 670 32 289 23 504 209 141 62 42
150 151 4 251 2 932 173 165 4 256 2 935 23 14 5 3

752 735 139 866 110 387 822 821 139 895 110 418 70 86 29 3
1 445 1 526 93 705 54 790 1 686 1 696 93 787 54 846 241 170 82 56
1 298 1332 122 724 137 696 1339 1384 122 740 137 715 4 52 16 19
4 300 4 095 357 587 257 936 4 647 4 359 357 724 258 031 347 264 137 95
6 743 (NA) 21 356 (NAY 22 660 (NA) 24 737 (NA) 15 917 (NA) 3381 (NA)
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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 agriculture. 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 IV, 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 the 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 onty 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 Agricultural Products Soid: 1978 and 1974

United States?....... RPN e iieeiaa ..

Farms with sales of-—-
$100,000 or moTe. ..t vrereiinanannnnn treeeans
$40,000 to $99,99%.........
$20,000 to $39,999 v ceeieennnnn..
310,000 to $19,999.....0....
$5,000 to $9,999. . .uiiinnnn..
$2,500 to $4,999....0..un.. e
Less than $2,500, . ..0ivennnnnn..

Northeast........ cersenae bescsetetintecannnne
Farms with sales of--

$100,000 or moTe.e.rununranneans cesesretersenesnn
$60,000 to $99,999. .. .invnnnnn.. tesesiensaraerass
320,000 to $39,999..... [P IPIN PN etenbenas
$10,000 to $19,999. ... urevrennnnn. beteeassaeneann
35,000 £0 89,999 iuitirteniannnrnaneanaa. eroe
32,500 to $4,999.......... [N [N
Less than $2,500,...00iivienencnnnan [

North Central..... e cruarenn tesesiarieaaans .
Farms with sales of--

$100,000 or more..... [ eertevaenan N
$40,000 to $99,999. .. ittt [P
$20,000 to $39,999...... eereriae eetiaaena e
310,000 0 $19,999 0 uiierirninirennecancncenanans
35,000 £0 $9,999 .t tiiiiitiniercnaetanenranenan
$2,500 to $4,999....... s evereenerreretaaontnsenn
Less than $2,500. ... .ciieuurannsronnceennannannnn

Southe.vuvuernvesnnens e tiesscianesnnanenne
Farms with sales of--
$100,000 or more...... e reneereesr it
$40,000 to $99,999........ reneans R,
$20,000 to $39,999....... U, e,
$10,000 €0 $19,999.0unnrernrnns s ceerean .
$5,000 to $9,999...... e e
$2,500 0 $4,999 . 11t terrrnnniiinaaaaaaaais e
Less than $2,500....000eivinunnncnnnnann eenaraas
West?. .. oiivenn. .. Ceetreeeesesvenneriinase
Farms with sales of--
$100,000 or more.........cuuuunn e aeareeaaaeas .
$40,000 to $99,999......... e s .
320,000 £0 $39,999 0 et iiniiinniaianinanann Ceenen
$10,000 €0 $19,999 . cuttiiiiiniiinnrnciioicnnnasnas
$5,000 to $9,999........ R, e
$2,500 £0 55,9991 tnnn e s reeaa.
Less than $2,500....00iiiniunnnaann heann [N

New England® . .uuesesovrnnssroneonessnscasasanss
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more..... eeieaenaes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500........c00000.

Middle Atlantic......... ... cetsesertetracsnrnan
Farms with sales of $2, 500 or more. Creerresaeae
Farms with sales of less than $2, 500 .............

New YOrK...cuoavuvrroonrnoccnosnnsaasnn cenaeen PRI
Farms with sales of $2,500 OF MOYe...vvrrrsennasons
Farms with sales of less than $2, 500 ....... Cereseen

New Jersey.eeesewenasn B R T R R R IIN
Farms with sales of $2, 500 O MOT@.uvsrae heeaeaaes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500............. ..

Pennsylvania......coiverrensanennens Ceseseesenens
Farms with sales of y2 500 Or MOT@.useesvonscnonces
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...... eveniaes

East North Central.........viaveveenanane eeess
Farms with sales of 2,500 oxr more......... [
Farms with sales of less than $2,500............. ..

10) 13 0 S P creraesecenniue
Farms with sales of $2,500 OF MOT€.0evecevarvaonses
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..... [ .

Indiand......e0.-« P R F
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.......cevvnuns ..
Farms with sales of less than $2,500............. ..

11140088, caeneeverneenaannn Cereraaeas PRSP
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.............. N
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..... besreraase

See footnotes at end of table.

Farms, 1974

Net percent

Percent change,
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 +53.3
25, 835 22,358 4.7 23, 812 +8.5
15,820 20,543 9.8 21,019 -24.7
14,19 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 1.6
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 36.6 44,090 2.7
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 2.1 114,103 -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 70986 3.6 73,637 2.7
16,777 16,929 22.0 21, 704 -22.7
109,770 111,049 9.1 126,295 l13.1
96,389 97,738 3.8 101,599 5.1
13,381 13,311 46.1 24,696 -45.8
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Table A Farms by Areas and Value of Agricultural Products Sold: 1978 and 1974 -Con.

East North Central--Con.

Michigan..e.seveneeronosnneenoososacnsonncnannnse
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more...... teseeneniaee
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,...0000evvause

WiSCONSIN.esseesancnnnessnssrorssessssnsasnrccsases
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOT@:.0ussvsoccarenns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......000000.00

West North Centrali.iceiiivocsesevonaceasavenns
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOY@.t..cusesrrrnvaans
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......c00cuusas

MinNesSOtaiesrsesensrosennosassssssncasasnsncsanss
Farms with sales of $2,500 OT MOT€....cevesvnsncane
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...0.0vsveennns

e F T N
Farms with sales of $2,500 or moTe€.....o0evensn e
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.......c0000040.

MISSOUTrLe . canartissnececnnerorcassnsncsnsnsosnnne
Farms with sales of $2,500 0r MOTE€.e.everrenoonanns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,......0000u0..

Noxrth Dakota....ceescrirtnressnaerisreceoanenunee
Farms with sales of $2,500 oL MOTe....v.evencssnens
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,....0000ieunes

South DaKota...eveeeecrrrosanerercssnnsansoocannae
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or mOT€....ccvvruonnnenn
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,......000000.s

Nebraska.siseererenrseenasnsecsooneansassosonnnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more....civesesesnnas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..........0....

KansaS.sssessssnsonascansncsonssosecsacsssnonasse
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOTe..veveereneenraas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......c000uu...

South AtlanticC..eeveiesnieeeseonsonsncocsnnsnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 0 moTe....vovvusrnnasns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...............

Delaware and Maryland®......ciciesveeenenanecnanns

Farms with sales of $2,500 or more....... e ..
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........0.....
Virginia.ee.oeiiiiiiiiriiiiennnnsennnn sevrreeanae

Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOT€.eveuvuvereneansn
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......c0000000s

West VIrginia.ieeeseeeeiiesnusesrensaravoncnsnnes
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOT€.e.rvveeenverness
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.,....00000u...

North Carolina..ccieeeveerniineeneacnrsnencnnnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 OF MOT€4eyverruanronnnnns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500........cc00.0...

South Carolina.e.ceerrrerierronviaesinocnsaronness
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.....oveeennns...
Farms with sales of less tham $2,500..........0....

GEOTBlB st e eranreneseorinesennnsosnacenonsnsnnnos
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or mOTe.evesssevrvnnnnnn
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,...........,..

3 o T
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more..... [
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.,.,..

East South Centralicveciesecrescseareesssasenns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOTe.eciuucvssenennns
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....000000v.vn.

KeNEUCKY et s enurontnessnsensanncscosuvnssonanansa
Farms with sales of $2,500 0T WMOY€eevrvrovenearoans
Farms with sales of less tham $2,500.......c0000us.

TOnNeS8E@ . e ettt cnosrnsnosssornansassscnroonn
Farms with sales of $2,500 OX MOT@...sveuserneernas
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,.,..

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 17,424 19.2 21,564 5.4
90,006 89,479 5.3 96,350 -6.6
76,373 74,887 .5 75,263 4.5
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 4.4 133,125 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 86,486 113.1
23,978 33,290 21.6 42,462 -43.5
41,172 42,710 4.4 45,649 -9.8
38,914 40, 681 3.2 42,026 A
2,258 2,029 44.0 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 62,594 0 62,59 1.7
4,484 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 44
9,707 10,075 12.9 11,567 161
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 11.7 6,933 +38.5
11,016 10,787 .0 19, 262 -42.8
89,477 91,280 4.1 105,774 -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
14,471 11,741 53.7 25,359 -42.9
38,682 54,911 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 18.8 115,683 -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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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...... ereeriean
Farms with sales of less than $2,500...............

MisSsSisSsippileceeriinienennneiennainean tererienens
Farms with sales of 4'2 500 or more...... P P
Farms with sales of less than $2,500. .. 00eveennnnn

West South Central.............. Cereereeneneann

Farms with sales of $2,500 or more.....vvevwrseensn
Farms with sales of less than $2,500.........0.....

Arkansas.. . F N
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOTE..veeserenannnans
Farms with sales of less than $2,500....00000eeesn

Loulsiana..v.ceeeneveenaionenens cecseriae Cerieaes
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more..... Ceeeieaieies
Farms with sales of less than $2,500..... Cereeaaes

Oklahoma.....evvuvmnsennnnn treerasiriaan careseans
Farms with sales of $2,500 or mOTE€...svsersusvnnnns
Farms with, sales of less than $2,500........0.00...

TeXAS ¢ v veasrennsvassrasennons ceesssarearranrocann
Farms with sales of $2, 500 OF MOTCecvvssnne [P
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......... eeeens

Mountain3...... eeran s aeeens e rreeeeniaaraa
Farms with sales of $2 500 Or MOTE..cvenaenan esaaes

Farms with sales of less than $2,500.....c.00000uan

PaCific?. i viiieiureneorerrosssnsennsanastoacnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 or more........ Cererenes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500......0000c000s

Washington...eieeeoeeseerentncerscsscescssosercnns
Farms with sales of $2,500 Or MOT€..vevvnivovraanes
Farms with sales of less than $2,500,.....0.v0vuuus

OregomMee vseverosiassronnen PRI Ceacesrscrcanes
Farms with sales of $2 500 or moTe....vras e .
Farms-with sales of less than $2,500...............

Californid..ceusesereeerrairenenacns ceeeerans ceeenns
Farms with sales of $2, 500 or more. ceeeresanes
Farms with sales of less than $2, 500 ..... eieseaann

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 A
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 +4.1
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

lpata are from preliminary reports and may differ slightly from

Zplaska and Hawaii not included.
3pata 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?
Farms..eeeeeoeenenannn eteieescaransassasaan

Farms by size:
1 t0 9 ACreS.ceciecervaseecseoacscsnsoesnsnnannss
10 to 49 acresS.cveeierevrnnnas teaseseenanan ceneae
50 £0 179 ACTeS.cecvecannsnnssovenvrsoooncnrrases
180 £0 499 ACTe@S.earrieesrrsrariscoarrosssususnsas
500 4CYES OF MOTC.eevouesucsassressnsoosoarvosnss

Tenure of operator:
Full OWNeT.earciotovorencnaroosncnseroonanssronns

Part OWDET.sic. vitotnsvonsossonacosenssnsnsosnsns

Tenant..ececeavsacanns Ceeretitasserenas tieererens
NORTHEAST

Farms.eveeevevececeennn cesssassassesannans

Farms by size:

1 to 9 acreS.ciuivecveensncncans tececsrsesssternee
10 t0o 49 ACTeS.vevenurervrrarrionnacanns eeeseaes
50 t0 179 ACTeS.eerceerserornssrnnnnenns N
180 to 499 ACreS.eeiviiiiieriiaerironreanaons veen

500 ACres OF MOXe..eeterasesrsvecanssesnnansssoas

Tenure of operator:
FULl OWNET et ouseesootnasnsonseoonnssocnsnnenens
Part OWRErae.eiisesensssonesesseransssosavvosonsans

Tenant.eseessoscorscecsocuncsoasensosnscesonacoses

NORTH CENTRAL
FarmS . et iteetienteienensnococacnncasnsoanaan

Farms by size:
1 t0 9 BCTeS. .. cnvrrvancncencnnscncrsonsssosranse
10 £0 49 ACTeS.ivereeresioracacavesncresanassvens
50 t0 179 ACreS.seeceernnssascancssassenscaranans
180 to 499 acres......... Cteetetenerteantaneanann
500 aCYeS OF TMOTC.ceeuasosercsarcsecenseanssnnas

Tenure of operator:
Full OWREL ..t teraceiovnseronneonsssransannssnans

PArt OWNET . uitrevencrovenaesscessessnsensasncsnss

TenANtscstesraceasseseseciennscnansasescasaanasse
SOUTH
FaXmS s et itetnenctiececnaronassnanosseronnans

Farms by size:

L to 9 aCreS.eevecescnncnsnns Veesesessesenrreenen
10 to 49 acres...vo.. Cetesernsesesansas
50 to 179 acres...... tessesesacncanssrenssen

180 £0 499 @CTESeverrvnnarassarasorasosscscaracan
500 aCYeS OF MOT@.ev.vnsissoorssssancennnscnnnnns

Tenure of operator:
FULL OWRET 1o veittsstaconentoonsosanssnsonssnsnnne
Part OWREL .o svceceertonennesoononacnsrusnsenncans

TeNANLectesncneeossonnceraasssoacssnnsacaseanoanns
WEST2
33

Farms by size:
L £0 9 BCreS.iu.iveiirrncecrnorerenssssesacarnsnne
10 to 49 BCTES.eeencetecrasssnssoarnnen Creeneanas
50 to 179 acres...vevuen. eeetnerraererernaseranas
180 £0 499 BCreS.cuuiiviiuiniireiniasssstanisrsanns
500 ACYeS OF MOT@usevrsioersesssnocososocasaconns

Tenure of operator:
Full owner...eevecevesn

TeNANT saseroressssstrttussneasronnsasnssesasnoons

197
Farms, 4 Percent change,
Net percent adjusted 1974
Farms, 19787 Published missed 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 7.3 620,166 -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

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

2Alaska and Hawali not included.




APPENDIX D. Report Forms

DUE BY FEBRUARY 15, 1979

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-578025

NOTICE  Rudponse to thix inayiry is raqamd ny faw (titte 13, U5, Coda), |

THE: CENSUS BUREAY 1S CONFIDENTIAL. - 1t may be seen only by sworn Census-employse

»»Tha lﬂﬂsu pko ides tmtc piss retatngd

.?u

: ﬂiesm !mum Fom Ingat prox
i to iy 11-d}

the same faw voun;ﬂ REPORT 10! wom 18-ALN)
5 and may be
1 onty Toc statistical purpoxes, Your teport. CNmOT be. gsed for purposes. of taxation, tnvnmsnatinn,

4.3, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

1978 CENSUS
OF
AGRICULTURE

i the Cans:
COMPLETE AND RETURN T0 ) 1301 East Tt Siest
’ g Jeffersonvitia, Indigna 47132

: Note’ Please read the Information Sheet before compieting the form.

1430783
tegomam.

18 hook Tigures are pot ble, i myhe used, !f
A filing by h, 15 cagses an undue burden, 8 Hime exiens may be
he abnve address. inchude your 1l«digit Cmus He Number

sait b
(CFN) ‘s smwn in your agdréss label jn all corespondence to us.

g reeexvod more than one re-
: g:unm,emr extra Consus File
Ui Numberis) Rere and retura extra
1 copmwmywcomlemmmn
Tose
g

087
: &'if

o

atoress, and 2IP code.)

INSTRUCTIONS

Sectms 2 uxongh 8 pfowﬁe space for teporting crops harvested
during 1978, Please repart your craps Jn the appropriate section,
Da-not inchide crops grown: on land tenfed to-others. Use section B
1o veport DNLY those crops NOT fisted in sections 2 theough 7,

4§ SECTION 2

wmmwmfmnmsmmmmmmsm

[ '! S -
R Actes
et b harvastea  Quanty harvesind imigated
LE mld £0M; fm arain of 087 o8 Bu. |]°°
5 . seedrtmoﬂwmyon S ===~ OR ——— -
B " awwm oasls} s} Cwt.
i 2» Fm:f cors foi s;iage 107 ot Tons, | 72
green
073 074 078
Bu.
076 077 Bu. 078
B30 [ 1
Bu.
082 083 084
Bu.
»—‘ ————— OR _____
Lbs.
08s +1-13 087
Tons,
green
088 089 090
Bu.
0s1 092 093
Bales
T T
! I /10
1 ]
i i /10
I
. greot chiop Fram the
% wrdax mv HAY ¥nd aiso maof
anmy mrthcdi
hcres tier dry | Actes
Charvested: | orgnm; m}gm irrigated
% a3 indicated)
103 104 Tons, [105
dry
3 107 Tons, {108
oy WIS d
mdmhhy olover, lespedm 108 e St
o 44 Tons,
: nmﬂm anﬁa | grass; Sidian £rBSS, BtC. . dry
i N N o “)“»h ““““ t12 113 Tons, |14
s SRR : ary
= GRASS snmmmaa;m L
. GREEN-CHOP
s LW brmom cmtings of | gnum Stiaga,
f&a)rtm nrgremahopwramm trom the
- SENG ACTOS, FAPOrT acras Hily orce, dut
" roport total tans from aif: cuttings.) s t1e Tons, | 117
°8, Grass silago and haylage .. ., oL green
118 119
l 5. Hey Ciops cut and fed groen (green chop) . . L‘L’éf; =

Page 1
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SECTION 4  Was thete a combined total of 20 or mor FRUIT TREES, inchiding GRAPEVINES, CITRUS and NUT TREES: ou ms mcs in :am (Do not nclide ghandoned tr
ovs 1 [T] YES - Complste thin section

20INO - 6o to spetion s Totabacres 1 Acres tmgaxe& g

Whole-acres. [ Tenths! Whols acres  Tenthsi
1. TOTAL ACRES in bearing and nanbearing fruit orchards, citrus 21 4 122 -+
of other groves, vineyards, and nut trees on this place ... ... Ve ! A0 {

2. From the list at the nFm enter name and code for the fruit trees grapevines, and-qub trees o kms p!ace 1978 Report e
requested information for each crap even if not harvested because of Iow prices, damage from Hail, frost, etes For interplanted:
trees, estimate the area covered by each kind of fruit, If other crops were nmarplanled vmh t:ees, e lnformatx X

NUMBER OF :
. | TREESOR VINES OF « | fomein !;g;;s .‘Qmm .
rop vame Co% | Nonturing | “earing Mags | hervested

e 8¢ " I'fhols agres | Tenths|

1 2 H 3
i /10

1 2 : 3
1 /10

t F] ‘x 3
t /10

1 2 Bl 3
| ne

1 2 ! 3
Lo
lfmas&alsMgﬁwgmrdm . ;

SECTIONS  Were any VEGETABLES, SWEET CORN; GELONS. etc., lumsﬁed
008 FOR SALE trom this place-in 19782

1 [ YES ~ compiete this ssctico
2[J NO —@o to santion 6

For Flotlda, report for Septambes 1, 1977 through
August 31, 1978 harvest seagon; fo: &l
ather States report for calendar ywr 1978:

1. Land from which vegetables were
hasvested n 1978, ... L., R

2. From the list below, enter the crop name and code for each ctop harvested in 197 b
1t more than ong vegambla crop wae harvested from e same acwes; roporx 80103
eBoh crop.  Fleport Crops grown under pfatocttm in saciion 6,

/10

Ctop name Code ' | Acresharves)

if more space I3 neaded, use Separats sheet of pappr. . . :
Crap name Code  Crop asme Cods

ASPBIBEUS .. ...0-.. 379 Cucumbers and pickles. . 41). Py
Beans, snap (bush Eggptant. ... .00
andpole] ... ,... 3t Qathe. ., .. Vi ARL
Beets. . ... . oo - 383 Honeydow melans ..... 623
Brocend! , .. .. 3858 Leltuce and romalng ... 427 1)
Cabbage . ... . P v A2
Cantaloups and
Persianmelons. . . ... 335
11727 A 397
Cautiiowsr . - o B s
BIETY . v s s s 401 Puz, nrm. )nctudmx
Cofards . .., ..c.... A7 English {exchde :
Cowpeas (blackeyzd and green cowpeas). .. ... 41
othes green cowpeas) ., . .
1 2
SECTION & Were any NURSERY and GREENHOUSE PRGB“CTS sud; bl \
fiower sonds, vagetable seads and plants, veg bsuudu; i T 2
w0 protection, of MUSEROUMS grewn FOR SALE o tilis place in: Im e
1 D YES ~ > thia swetl 5
NO - i
2[INO - 6016 section 7 tone | Sasiaton
1. Nursery and greenhouse products ircigated in 1978 .- [ N

2. From the st below, enter the product name and code for esch product gromwn, .~

Mursary products — environmentals,
tining-out stock, fruit and nut trees,
MO VINES . .., ... i aenay

Smmc feet ynder | Atces in theopan 1 o
Product neme Code | glass or other in 1978 - b
protaction tn 1978 mme' serdn I Tentha-
0 Sgren | MRS
1 /o
T ¥
I /10
! Lo
1t mars space is neaded, use separale sheef of paper.
Product Code
Beddina piam( inciude vegetable piants) 47! Fonage and nowuing PIANES.. o oo vy
Bulbs .......cc v aniiiennaan PR
Cut fiowers and cut florist greens .. . . m ........

Sod m

Vezetahle and {lowar seeds
Greanhouse vegetadies , . .iege
Other = Specify v o vvvusvain

FORM 78-A1 (NI i4-10-78)
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' GROSS VALUE of CROPS SOLD from this phace in 1978, BEFORE taxes
n EXPONSES. (Ruter to.ihe INFORMAT (ON SHEEY, Section 9.}

Report your best estimate of: the valie for sach of the tollowmg groins of crops:
sold from this place 11978, Include the valug-of the landtord’s and/or contractor’s
share, gsti matmg it qucessany lncluds vahm ot Goverment: ccc loans. pl

SECTION 9

1. Gralns sold in 1978, including Government £CC losns — - Nore

coto: fof grain, grain sorghupss, rice, wheat and ofher -
small:graing, soyheans, dry: beans, d;y peas andcowpeas,

mpliars - | Centy
14776 ]

1

i

t

ﬂaxseed snnﬂewe: saed popcom -and safﬂnwer
“None:)

a Of thewialf .how much' was
received in 1978 Bom .-
Govemment CCC loans? P

i;j,

1 787

SECTION 12 Did yoy of anyone else have siy CATTLE or CALVES on this place in 15787
912 4 {0 YES ~ Complate this sectien
2[TJNO ~ G to spation 13 N‘wznoms
A
"'» DECEMBER 31, 1978 INVENTORY None place Dec. 31, 1978
1. GATTLE AND OALVES of al ages o e
{Totatar-a, b, ¢ and dbelow) .. vvv i irais ] ages
3. BEEF COWS = tnciude bavf heifers that oot Beef
RO CIVEO e e e e de S ] COWS
05
B MILK COWS kept for production of milk of cream °
<.~ for-sale or Home uSe ~ inctude dry mifk cows and Mitk
UK N6 1arS ThEL Had CRIVEG « <o v v v v vt -] cows
806 Heifers
8 MEIFERS AND HElFER CALVES Exciude and
oS that Hed CoIvett « v ix i e e o O calves
 d. STEERS STEER GALVES, BULLS * Buita et
AND BULLCALVES... o o] oll ages
. CkTTLE AND: CALVES SOLQ
FROR THIS PLACE IN 1978 Nunber sold- | $1093 value of sales
Include those fod on this plece s~ Nomel -~ 1918 I polles | Cents
‘contract o custom basfs, Also repore ]
a5 sold, cattie moved trom this place g 1
. tg & tandiot ror turther roeumg 808 609 :
I
2. Galves weighing Iess than 560: pnunds 0 s !
3. Caltle, inclusing eaives weighing qee el !
500 pounds o more . Loy $ '
2,04 the total attle sold, how siany , !
" were FATTENED on this place on GRAIN. © fe12 813 :
- o CONCENTRATES for. 30 days or mote i
“ond SOLD for SLAUGHTER? oo O $ i

« DAIRY PR{)WCTS $0LD Fﬂﬂﬁ
THIS PLACE IR 1978

_ Gross vatus of safes

Dollars 1 Cents

ossfvalne of saies of: ﬁArRY PRBDUGYS

814 |

|
|
1

O] YES & Campists thin soston

meranymmhmw HOGSur PIGS on this ylm in 19782

' mvesroav
-' umbmcathis
- Dec. 31

Totat

1978

Breeding

Other

SECTION 14

: £, gross-valoe of sale& of sheap
- laiths, and ool an this place s 19787

o Ol

FORM 78-A1(N) (4-10-78)
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APPENDIX D—Continued

SECTION 15 Did you or anyone else have any HORSES, BEES, FISH, OTHER
LIVESTOCK, or ANIMAL SPECIALTIES in 19787

ots
1 [ YES - Comprete this section

SECTION 17 Income from MACHINE WORK, CUSTOMWORK, and OTHER AGRICULTURAL

SERVICES PROVIDED for others in 1978

Total amount received from machine work, customwork, ~ None Dollars ‘:Cents
2[J NO - Go to section 16 and other agricultural services PROVIDED FOR OTHERS 915 I
in 1978 ~ planting, plowing, spraying, harvesting, etc.. . !
':\:‘S&T?’SY Tota! mumber Gross value of sales e.P & spraying ¢ oe L
None Det?.s3‘l)|lalc9e78 soidin 1978 Doliars ;Cents Specify kind of work done
1. Horses and ponies of 830 831 832 ] SECTION 18 During 1978 did you SELL any crops, livestock, or livestock products
allages.............. ) $ ! DIRECTLY to individuals FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION - roadside
2. Mules, burres, and 833 834 835 : stands, farmers markets, pick your own, etc.?
donkeys . ............. O $ ! ' O YES - complete this section T
836 837 838 ! 2[TJNO - Go to section 19 | Dollars Cents |
3. Mink and their pelts ... ... 0 s | 2 j
a. Mink females used for 863 1. What was the gross value of these direct sales?. .. ....... H !
breeding . .. ... ... .. (]
4. Other livestock or animal | Specily products sold — bles. oges, etc.
specialties in captivity i SECTION 19 TYPE OF ORGANIZATION
(Ent nd code f . . . . . . N
L",:}’Xa":e',’owf © from ! Mark (X} the one item which best describes the type of organization for this place in 1978.
s 2 ' Refer to the INFORMATION SHEET, Section 19.
Name Code $ ! o FAMILY or INDIVIDUAL operation (sole proprie-

torship), excluding partnership and corporation

; Acres under water | Total quantity soid | Gross value of sales 922
5 ;,’Jffé?sc“("g'nfﬂ r:gim o for aquaculture in 1978 Dollars | Cents ] ® PARTNERSHIP operation. Include family partnerships. ..2[3  Total number
code from *'List 8" below.) pounda |} 1 ! #[NCORPORATED UNDER STATE LAW of partners
S 'ounds
Name Code OR - %% 1 Answer BOTH a and b
$ ' a. Is this a family held corporation? .. ....... s Yes
Galtons | 4[] No
6. Fish and othe li¢ 1 |
p:oducts (E,,,‘;if:: ;,Le i pomnds |12 1 b. Are there more than 10 stockholders?. . . . . .. {5 LYes
et O 1 ounds 1 s [ No
code from “List C* bolow.) ! B~ OR-———- s ! *OTHER, such as cooperative, estate or trust, prison =
Name Code i /10 | farm, grazing association, Indian reservation, etc. ..... 7{7] Specity
H |
L Number L SECTION20  CHARACTERISTICS AND OCCUPATION OF OPERATOR (Senior partner
- { ListA} — or person in charge) Refer to the INFORMATION SHEET, Section 20.
N od .
C:::'nies of bees . . c,m' r:)a!::r goats c::: 3:',""; c::; 1. RESIDENCE ~ Does the operator {senior partner or  s23
Angora goats . .. . . 842  Rabbits and their peits . ... 851 Alf other iivestock ~ person in charge) live on this place? .............. t[JYes  2[JNo
Milk goats . ... ... 845 Chinchillas and their peits . . 854  Specify .. ....... 860 924 .
’ {List B} ~ - {0 c} ~ 1 White
Name Code Name Code  Name Code 2 Negf? or Bla(.?k
Mohair sold .. .. .. ... ... 864 Catfish. ... .. ... 872 Other fish — ) ) 3 (7] American Indian
Goats milk sold. . .. ... ... 866 Trout . ... .. ... 876 specity ... 884 2. RACE of operator (senior partner o person in charge). . J 4 Asian or Pacific Islander
Honey sold. ... ......... 868 Tropical and Other aguaculture
Other livestock products — baitfish. .. ... .. 380 products — 9] Other - SPGON)Q
Specity .. ... ... ... 870 . Specify ... 888
1f more space is needed, use separate sheet of paper
SECTION 16  Did you or anyone else have any POULTRY such as CHICKENS, TURKEYS, X X 925
DUCKS, etc., on this place in 19787 (inctude pouitry grown for others an & 3. AGE of operator (senior partner or person in charge). . ... Years old
contract basis.} . . 926
016 INVENTORY 4. SEX of operator (senior partner or person in charge) . . ... 1[JMale  2["]Female
1+ [] YES ~ complete this section Numbe‘r on Toltjl m.ig?gr
_ this ptace | sold in 5. SPANISH ORIGIN — Is the operator (senior partner
2[JNO - Go to section 17 None e‘;:c- 31,1978 = of person in charge) of Spanish origin or descent )57 .
i i i her ishy?. .. Yes No
1. HENS and PULLETS of laying age . .. oo vvoovrs .. 0 (Mexican, Mexican American, Cuban, or other Spanish) 1O 20
854 895 5. PRINCIPAL OCCUPATION — At which occupation
2. PULLETS 3 months old or older not yet of laying age... () did the operator spend the majority (50 percent of 026
836 857 more) of his work time in 19787 For partnerships 2 )
3. PULLET CHICKS and PULLETS under 3 months oid ider ali members of the par P together « . . ... . + ) Farming 2 [ Other
(Exclude commercial broflers. .. ..........o.venn ]
icke 898 893 7. OFF FARM WORK ~ How many days did the operator 929,
K IBIS‘%"EER éggﬁ'i‘ngng:;?:émeat t?p? ka .n.s,‘ ..... 3 (senior partner o person in charge) work at least 1 ] Nene
""" ° I 551 4 hours per day off this place in 19787 1nciude work 2{7]1-49 days
5. TURKEYS ?é;’c h de:excha" b ’e', ,:')0" else’s farm. 3 50-99 days
a. Turkeys for slaughter (Exclude breeders.). . . . .. . .. Ol u G0 JBIMWOK.) v vevvveveeee e 4[] 100-149 days
v EE 903 5[] 150-199 days
b. Turkey HENS kept for breeding ............... ) & (] 200 days ot more
6. OTHER POULTRY raised in captivity — ducks, geese,
pigeons or squab, pheasants, quall, elc. (Enter pouitry SECTION 21 Was any of the land in this place held under FOREIGN OWNERSHIP in 19787
' 1[[] YES -~ Complete this section
Poultry name Code zD NO
! 3] Don't Go to section 28 N e
Poultry name Code ) know one cres
Name Cods  Name Code  Name Cods 0f the total acres in this place, how many were owned by ~ 930
........... 964  Pi b...... 908 R } i " ; 2
82§§§ ___________ 06 Phoasants oL .1 910 1} other poultry — 1. Individuals who are NQT citizens of the United States? .. .. O s
poCity . . ... .. 2. A foreign held corporation or unincorporated
18n d x
7. POULTRY HATCHED on this place in None — association, or a {ore[g.n governmer.xt ................. ]
1978 and placed or sotd - chickens, pyoe SECTIONS 22 - 27  Not applicable to this form
turkeys, ducks, €iC. -~ Spocity kind ot poultry S SECTION 28 PERSON COMPLETING THIS REPORT - prease print
8. Incubator egg capacity on December 31, 1978. ........ .. [ Name 995 Date
9. What was the gross value of sales of poultry ‘
and poultry products (eggs, etc.) from this __Qmj}_\'w_%_ Telephone smemm———p Area code Number
place in 19787 inciude estimated value of None Dollars ! Cents| —
poultry and pouitry products moved trom this ate | When the data have been tabulated, do you want a summary
place Dy contractors and others. « ... ..o+ J s ! sheet showing major census results for your county? ........ 1O yes OnNo

FORM 78-A1 1) 14-16-78)

Page 4
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D5

(Sections 22 through 27 were collected from only 20 percent of the fa

rms; see text)

SECTION 23

mmcmzs, NEMATICIDES,
usedon this atm in 1&7&’

SECTION 22 Wasm © . FERTILIZER, including ROCK PHOSPHATE, or
- Bt e tarm business duting 1975
S . ST | iamuﬂc #xpensitires paid by you - f .
e T 1 a0d others ot pmductlonafcmps. Expenditures Gatlons & 5“’;?5‘,,,,
Nos|teruize Hestack, nd givar o v T puchased | G SThce
B e ,";"I"g“;" from s place  woue | Dollars 1 Cents e {in gations)
S 966 I 967 968
. 1. Gasoling for farm business (7] |3 :
o 2. Diese! foe fo the form 588 ! 870 o
: e S business . s [T |
.~ = N A3 LP pas. vitans, propatie for 872 !
R i <o the farm husipss {45 1bs.e i
Tonsotlime. 1 Acres fimed 1ga$mn).. e s !
34 938 3 o 975 i
& Fueloli for the tam business (' |3 '
978 :
I
]
3
]

attors. Fm eacly

: ,7 Eiec:tmty fnr me fam

8. Other ~cosl, woed coke e, O §

| SECTION 25  EXPENDITURES FOR ENERGY and petroleum products for the

DUSHIESS v e <

SECTION 24

estack asd ong‘ agmu%tural

311, YOUF- kmdfam eenitactars,

FORM 78.A1{$) (4-10.78)}

SECTION 27

Page 6



APPENDIX D—Continued

sorm T8-A (1)
(B-17-78)

GENERAL INFORMATION

WE NEED A COMPLETED REPOAT FORM
FROM EVERYONE receiving this request. Please
follow the instructions given below for compieting
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.

~

. If You Receive More Than Ones Report Form
1f you have muitiple farming operations, you
should complete a report for EACH SEPARATE
and DISTINCT production unit, that is, each
individual farm, ranch, feedlot, 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 sc
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 11digit number from
the fabel of the extra form or forms.

w

. Partnership Operations
A partnership is an association of two or more
persons who have agreed {informaily 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. If two
or more report forms were received for the
partnership see 2 above.

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

>

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,
ie. dollars, bushels, tons, etc. Write any
explanation outside the answer spaces or on a
separate sheet of paper.

Enter whole numbers unless the “Tenths”
column is provided, such as reporting acres of
trish potatoes in section 2, If you have 1/2,
1/4, ot 1/3 of an acre, convert to tenths. For
example convert 1/2 to 5/10, 1/3 to 3/10,
1/4 to 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 like.
For all dollar items, we need only whole
doliars, although a “Cents’” column is provided
for those who wish to report cents.

COMPLETING THE REPORT FORM

Section 1 — ACREAGE IN 1978

This section determines the land for which you
shouid report agricuitural activities. it also pro-
vides space for reporting landlords, renters, and
iocation{s) of agricultural activities.

Changes in the Acres Operated in 1978 — Report
alt land that YOU. USED during 1978, and the
crops and livestock production on that land, even
if some or sl of it was no longer 3 part of your
operation on December 31, 1978.

if you had agricuiture operations at any time
during 1978, but quit farmingbefore December 31,
1878, report your 1978 crop and livestock pro-
duction and sales from that land for the portion
of the year that you operated the iand. Please
explain in the margin of the report form {or on
s 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.

INFORMATION SHEET

1978 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE

It 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 a separate sheet of
paper.

Completing ltems 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Section 1 —
Use items 1, 2, and 3 to determine the acres of
land that are your responsibitity for the purpose
of making the agriculture census report. include
all land that you were associated with in 1978,
regardless of location or use, but de not include
holdings of residential property not associated
with agricultural operations. Report all land in
whole acres in this section.

ttem 1 — Land Owned — Report all land owned in
1878 whether held under titie, purchase contract
or mortgage, homestead iaw, or as heir or trustee
of an undivided estate, by you and/or your spouse,
or by the partnership, corporation, or organization
tor which you are reporting.

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

INCLUDE in item 2 —

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

b. Land worked on a share basis

c. Land {owned by someone eise} which you
used rent-free

d. Federai, State, Indian, or railroad land
rented or {eased 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 {ndian
Reservation Permit Land.

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

INCLUDE in item 3 —

a. Owned land rented TO others for cash or
a share of the crops or tivestock

b. tand 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 in item 1 or 2

d. Land worked for you by someone eise on
3 share-of-crop basis

e. Land which you altowed others to use rent-
free

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

ftem 4 — Acres in this Place — This is the sum of
the tand that you owned in 1978 {item 1}, PLUS
the fand that you rented FROM others (item 2},
MINUS the land that you rented TO others {item
3}. 1t is very important 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,

"“Zero Acres in Place”” — Should you compiete the
rest of this form?

1f you vourself had crop or livestock activities on
the tand for any portion of the year, you should
complete the rast of the form. See “Changes in
Acres Operated in 1878," above.

If all your tand 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 Name,
Address, Telephone number, etc.

c. Explain briefly in the margin or on separate
paper that you did not operate a farm or
ranch in 1978. For example, "All land
rented out,” '‘Sold Farm,” "Retired,”
etc., and give the approximate date that

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

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

d. Mail the form in the return envelope provided.

Item 7 — Grazing Permits — In some States,
government lands and Indian lands are used
for grazing livestock under permit or special
license, with payments on a per-head or animal
unit basis. This land should NOT be included
as part of item 2, “Land rented or leased FROM
others,” or item 4, “Total Acres in This Place.”
But you should include in your report any live-
stock located on permit land in 1978,

Sections 2—8 — CROPS

Sections 2 through 8 provide space for reporting
crops harvested during the 1978 crop year from
the tand 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 1978,

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, f 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 Irrigation — For each crop irrigated, report
number of acres irrigated. Irrigation is defined
as land watered by artificial or controlled means —
sprinklers, furrows or ditches, spreader dikes,
purposeful flooding, etc. Inctude 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.

-3

. 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 information requested in the
headings of the remaining columns.

Example: A farmer harvested 20 acres of aifalfa
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:

SECTION S Weor aey OTNER CROPS Macvwsted from thin place o 1814 - rice, yeasits.
con 1l seedy, s crops, or olber Crop sel previeunly rpded?
P YES + Conprvin e sociion
20 - Go e smctoms

£10n 10 12 beiow enie Ciop AAME A0 COGE  Aeport cuani iy Merersead -~
o ot 00 Aame

T Croo naee Tooe | Acier rarvestes | Quantoly faweates | Acres rogates
o eed|s¥a] 20 | Loso |
gunqnwn/[ Jo | Zgo0 |

IS R —
e

1f more space is needed, use separate sheet of paper.

Two or More Crops Harvested From The Same
Land (Double-Cropping) — 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 1,550 bushels of soybeans from the
same 40 acres before the end of the year. He
irrigated the soybeans but not the wheat.

Correct entries | Acres | Busheis | Acres irrigated
item 3 [Whut 40 1/,330 —
item 8 lSovbaam %o {1, 8550 4o
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D-7

Sections 2—8 — CROPS ~ Continued

Interplanted Crops and ‘“Skip Row” Planting —
#f 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 80 acre tield was planted in cotton
and soybeans, with two rows of cotton foliowed
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.

Vegotables — Report acres of vegetables 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 to lettuce
and harvested the 10 acres again. 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 — In 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).

It 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: i 20 acres of cotton were grown in a
30 acre pecan orchard, you would report 20
acres of cotton in section 2, item 8, and 30 acres
of pecans in section 4.

Avocsdos, Olives, Sugarcane

Avocados — For California report the quantity
harvested from November 1, 1977 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 1877 for the October 1977 to March
1978 harvest season.

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

Section 9 ~ GROSS VALUE OF CROPS SOLD
Report the values received during 1978, regardiess
of the year in which the crops were harvested.
Give gross values (before deducting taxes and
expenses). if full payment was not received for
a crop or crops sold in 1978, report only the
amount actuafly received in 1978.

For value of grains and cotton, include as sold the
value of government CCC loans received in 1978
but not loans obtained from any other government
of 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 1878, Do not inciude any acres you rented
TO others {reported in section 1, item 3).

Land Used for Multiple Purposes — if part of your
tand 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 2 grain crop, report the land
in item 2a, “Cropland harvested,”” but NOT as
“Cropland used for cover crop, legumes, . . etc,”
(item 2c).

Doubly Crapping — When more than one crop was
harvested from the same land in 1978, report that
land only ONCE as “Cropland Harvested,” item
2a of this section”

interplanted Crops — if you interpianted crops,
such as cotton in an orchard, report the total
land used for both crops only ONCE, as *'Cropland
Harvested,” in item 2a.

FORM 78 A L{I} {8+17-781

Section 1216 — LIVESTOCK AND POULTRY

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

Number sold — Report all animals and poultry
sold or removed from this place including those
sold for a landlord or given to a landiord 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 soid or removed from the
place in 1978,

Ssles from Contract and Custom Feeding Opera-
tions - Inciude animals and poultry {including
pouitry 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 1o 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. If the sale price
ar value is not known, give your best estimate of
their value when they left this piace.

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 ieft this place.

Animals 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 heid and sold from somecne
else’s place should NOT be included. For example,
do not report cattle purchased eisewhere, fed in,
and sold from s feedlot not part of this place.

Animals Bought and Soid — 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 3a of section 12:
a. Veal calves which were fattened primarity
on mitk, or
b. Dairy cows fed only the usual dairy ration
before being sold, or
c. Cattie and calves that were sold for further
feeding.

Afl 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 eisewhere on this form,

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

Section 18 — TYPE OF ORGANIZATION

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

Individ:

| or Family Op {Sole Proprietor-
ship} — Defined as a farm or business organization
controlled and operated by an individual. inciudes
family operations that are not incorporated and
not operated under a partnership agreement.

Partnership Operation — Defined as two or more
persons who have agreed on the amount of their
contribution (capitsl and effort) and the distribu-
tion of profits. Co-ownership of land by husband
and wife or joint filing of income tax forms by
husband and wife does not constitute a partner-
ship, unless the agreement to share contributions,
decisionmaking, profits, and liabilities exists.
Producing products under contract or under 3
share rental agreement does not constitute &
partnership,

Corparation — Defined as a legal entity or arti-
ficial person created under the laws of a State
to carry on a business. This definition does
not include cooperatives.

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

Section 20 — OPERATOR CHARACTERISTICS
AND OCCUPATION

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

For Individusl or Family Operstion {Sole Pro-
prietorship}] — Complete this section for the
operator.

For Partnership Operations — Complete 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 place. Consider the oldest
partner as the “Senior Partner’’ if each shares
equaily in the day-to-day management decisions,
For item 6 {(Principal Occupation) consider all
members of the partnership together. Please
include as “Farming” worktime at ali types of
agricultural enterprises, including specialties, such
as greenhouses, nurseries, mushrooms, ranching,
feed fots, broiler feeding, etc.

For incorporsted and Othsr Operations (Co-
operstives, Estates, etc.) — Complete section
20 for the person in charge, such as hired manager,
business manager, 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 valug 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 replacement or depreciated vaiue,

Section 26 — SELECTED PRODUCTION
EXPENSES

Include expenses paid by you and by anyone eise
for the production of crops, poultry, livestock,
and other agricultural products on this place. Alsc
include expenses incurred even if payment was not
made in 1978. Please give estimates if you do not
know the exact figures. For example, if you grew
broilers or fed cattle for others, include 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. Also include in item 2, the value and
amount of ail feed purchased by YOu or someone
else for use on this place,

Do not include expenses reisted to nonfarm
activities {trading and speculation, or livestock
dealer activities).

Hired Labor — Expenditures for hired iabor should
include gross wages or salaries, commissions, peid
bonuses, and leave pay before deductions, pius the
value of benefits paid by you — Social Security
taxes, unemployment insurance, etc. Do not
inciude room and board, house rent, or other
items paid in kind.
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APPENDIX D—Continued

Fasm 78-A1(A)

6-23-7H:

Uit DEFARTHENT GF COMMERCE |
. BUREAUOF YHE CENSUY

1978 CENSUS OF AGR!CULTURE
AREA SAMPLE

TICE = Hes) 1 thi
csu‘ius a"ﬁa? :

Form Approved: O.M.B. No. 41-$78038

Part | - IDENTIFICATION

ftems 1 through § ~ Copy from A3 Rccad aouk

1. State IZ. County

3. Segment numberr A3 Line number g

7. What T3 yowr (e

S. Name — First, Middle initial, Last

€. Wailing 1-. Route/Box/Street

address k

"{Post Office

| b. Post Office
I

State l ZIP code

Area code | Number
person listed in

item 5) tefephone
aumbet? :

; Nﬂ
a( ms #htc?

3, Do you have u Fedwral

Employer identification
Numbet for this faew or

] YES s Entor ti s; numocr

(1) Location (State and county}

ranch operation? D ND

Part. Il - TYPE OF: ORGANIZATION

| HI T

-] (2) Location (State and county) Name

e UM SN T,
D Typs A -~ INDIVIDUAL OR FA!N.Y
OPERATION (S0

Mark {X) type of orgamization as showi in column 8 of A3 Listing snset arw B9k Mfltms

tor that type. Complete: enly vre part of this pagé. Dete repoeted 1oy subsoqmat ssctlons
of quastiannaite reiate only fo the Specitic oparation teputed hote,

propristorstiin).

1 Name

1, For business purposex, [ | vesﬂ‘
is thiy favm of ranch -
anynams || NO

Mailing address ~ Route/8Box/Street

othe than yous own?

Post Office

State ]zw code

2. During the past twe
yoars, bave you tecaivad
matl at.any addrass

Y
CWO'

Name

olher thew-the ‘ooe.
1 have listed?

Mailing address — Route/Box/Street

“IPost Office

State | ZIP code
3, Dows this tarey ovtinch lmmny & aind
manager who is primachly in chasgwof L -
the fatm of canch eperatiuns? . v |[YES > Qoitg z[‘_]ﬂo - SKIP. 10
ST e T paped
: -{Name
4, Wha I3 the hired manager? "
|7} Person named in part 1, |Maiting address — Route/Box IStreet
Ham: 5 — SKiP 10 page 2
L7} Other — 'Smgz SM s’ffp/"' Post Office State | ZIP code
S LY B RS
D Typu B~ PAmensmr WERAT!O!IS Name
ude Tanily partnesshins}
2 L :::::m::‘:mu ““IMailing address — Route/Box/Street
address is-used for this :
partomiship? L < %% <[ Post Office State ]ZIP code
2. How many p 818 theea? ’ P
3. Wit ts the pame-and 'y of sachp

[ Person named in part 1, item 5 ~ Og abt- fist
[} Othier ~ Spacify (Lise **Romarks’® if move spac’is roquf
b,

Name

Name

Mailing address ~ Route/Box/Street

Mailing address —~ Route/Box/Street

Post Office State | ZIP code

Post Office

State 1 ZIP code

$. Whoe Is the hited manager?

4., Does this partnership smploy a hired manages who is
primaetiy in charge of the farm or ranch operations?

17 YES - 6o to o 5 .
2{TYND = SKiP:10 ilem 8

7] Person named in part §, Name

tem § — SKIP ty pugoz

{7} Other ~ Spacily and end interview—p
6. vm:u ramm s primarily in ew:-

Mailing address — Route/Box/Street

arm or ranch operations?
] Person named in part §, item 5 ~

' |Post Office

[State lzm code

"' $KIP 10 page 2
"} Other partner ~ Specify and end Intarview
("] None ~ Go to item 7

N

7. Who is the sidesi purinee?

Name
[~ Person named in part 3,
item 5 ~ SKIP to pags 2

() Other — Spacity and end interview ¥

{ Name

i Mailing address ~ Route’8ox/Street

:} Post Office ZIP code

Name

| Mailing address — Route Box/Street

Post Office State | ZIP code
4 Name
Mailing address — Route/Box/Street
State | ZIP code
Mailing address ~ Route/Box/Street
4 Post Office ‘S(a(e ZiP code

Name

“1Mailing address — Route/Box/Street

J State

- {1 Porson named. mpartl
: t(emS*GDlapﬂgsz

Post Office ZIP code

Page 1

Note: Remainder of form same as A1(S).
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