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The principal livestock raised in this County are
beef cattle, hogs, and sheep for market, Dairying end
mltrynro becoming well developed because of the
lerze increase in livestoek production. | |

~ Pranklin (2,005) is the county seat of Robertson

County. Hearne is the pruoipal ahiwﬂg voint with a
diversified income from ngrloultml nodun.l

4 The mﬂts 1n ramiu -ight be measured in nvonl
ways. The majority of fu-uan measure thelr profit by
the emount of money they meke, The labor farm inoconme
is used as a gtandardized messure of the money mede from
farming. It represents the nooipf.- oc the farm from
whieh are deducted the expenses end a further allowance
of five or six percent interest on the capital invested.
In addition to thh‘ the farmer has his house to live im
and a portion of the produce of the farm whieh he' nqeds
| for personal use, ¥For the .tudonf of rural sociology
this definition of farm income may not be satisfeotory.
He would reason that the farmer obtained & great deal
from the farm other tham the things which can be meas-
ured by the standard of momey. It is true that the

1955£M"‘“°. published by the Dallas Moraing HRFS



farm may offer better opportunities for the physical and
moral welfars of the family them cean be found im the City,
There are times when this is the greatest advantage a far-
mer may have, yet it 1s @ benefit which is very difficult
to measure, However, it should be kept im mind,?

Thia survey inecludes information on:

1., Rental srrangement and other land lordetenant
relationshins,

2. PFarm organization, management and income.

3. lLevel of living and social status of the
farm family.

This survey deals with the farm management and income
ph-ld of the study., Wajor emphasis is given to the relation-
ship of the tenure of the farm operstor ro the performance of
the farm unit, This survey includes land use, orop amd live-
stock orgenization, & financial summary of the 1947 farm
business and income. The data is snalyzed and presented
according to the temure of overstion in order thet com-
vlrinbna.ocn be made of farm performance as relasted to ten-
ure, and to furnish sn economic bB2sis for the social and

land lord-tenant relationship phases of the study,

By ¢
Frank, Farm Economiecs: Ma t and Distribution.
rummpnu. Chicego and London, '!'ﬁn ,.51 Iivpipectt Com-

pany, 1934L. P. lk.



SZATIMMNT OF THE PROBLEN

1« To detormine the tensmey rate income of Lirey
legro farmers in Robertson County, Texas.

2¢ To arrive at some recommendations for fmproving
farming prectices as e result of this study.



PURPOSE_OF THE STUDY

This study is intended to determine:

1.

2.

The extent to whieh fifty Negro farmers of
Robertson County, Texas are engaged im the
various types of farming that are best suited
or adQpted to thelr area.

Whether the fifty Negro farmers studied are
using their factors of production to the

best advantage, in order to realize the high-

est possible farm income.



SCOPE_OF THE STUDY

This study is based on data received from fifty
Negro farmers engaged in permanent agriculture in
Robertson County, Texas. It covers the types of farming

and the farm in;onos of the fifty Negro farmers chosen
for the study.
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METHODS OF COLIECTING DATA

The material for this study was c¢ollected by personal
survey, the assistance from the Negro county extension
agents of Robertson County, Texas, plus a few private
library references. Fifty Negro farmers representing
a cross-section of Robertson County were very cooperative

in providing the wirter with the necessary information.



The concept of the farm___ According to commmn
American usage, & gggg.oonaiots of all land, with ap-
propriaste eguipment, that is coperated by an individual,
partnership or ecorporaticn for the production of ag-
ricultural products. ¥hen two or more distinct tracts
are opersted from a common center, each tract may or
may not be considered a farm. In comparison with this
common usage, the census defines a farm as: "All the
land which is directly farmed by one person either by
his own labor alone or with assistonce of members of
his household or hired employees”, The land operated
by a partnerskhin is also a farm., A ferm may ccnsist
of & single tract of land, or & number of separate
tracts, and these separate trocts may be reld under
different tenures, as where one tract 1s owned by the
farmer and the other tracts ars rented by him, When &
land lord hag one Or more tenants, eropners, Or man-
agers, the land operated by esoh is considered & farm.t

The farm areas of the tota' number of farms studied

-

rorrester, G.W. Farm Otganization and Management, New
York. The Pr.ntio.-n‘ s 400., . !020



by the writer were L,077 acres. The larger percentage
of this acreace was in crops with permanent pastures
eoming next in the size of acreage, There was a small
percentage of land cash rented by the fifty farmers
studied. There were ninety (90) acres rented and

these acres were used for peanut production.

12
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TABIE I, THE SIZF OF THE FARM AREAS

Croup Size in Aereage Number of Farms Percentage of Farm

1 12 to 38 12 21
I1 39 to 60 15 30
111 61 to 90 z 12
Iv 91 to 125 2 L

v 126 to 160 15 10
Totel 4,077 50 100

According to Table 1, fifty-four percent of the farms
studied are less than sixty aores in area, Almost two-
thirds of the farms are less than one~hundred acres in
area, and approximetely one third of the farms studied
have ap area of one-~hundred aores or more, Approxi-
metely sizty percent of the average or the oné-thirﬁ
farms having an area of one~-hundred aor=s or more was

in pasture land,
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TABIE II. THE DISTRTYRUTION OF TOTAL FARM AREAS STUDIED

“¥Wo. of Percentage

Group Aeres of Farms
I Acres in Open Pssture Not
Tillable E ' 192 5
II Acres in Permanent Pasture 1,561 38
III Acres in'Tillable Land Lyine Out 607 15
IV Aeres in Crovps 1,717 L2
Total 4,077 100

Table II, shows that almost one-half (L2%) of the total
acreage studied is in orops., There is slightly more then
one~third (38%€) of the total area beins used ss vermanent
pasture, Cotton and eornm, respectively, are the mejor orops

that are srown on the acreage beine used for erop production.
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PART III
TYPE_OF FARMING

Type of Farming is a term used to desimnate the chief

product or combination of nroducts erown on & typical farm
in a given area. Thus we say that this is a dairy ferming
area or that is a wheat farmine area, As a rule, this does
not mean that one area produces onlyv dairy products and the
other only wheat but that each of these is the main produet.
Some farms have dwo or more main products and may be desig-
nated, for example, as beef cattle and hog farms or as fruit
and vegetable farms,

Parms were classified into types of farmine by the 1930
United States Census, Twelve maior tvpes apnd five sub-types
were used, The twelve ma‘or tvpes were as follows: general,
ocash prain cotton, crop spectlalty, fruit, truck, dairy,
animal speciaslty, stock ranch, poultry, self-gsufficing, and
abnormal. The five sub-tyves were as follows: institution
or county estate; part-time: bosrding and lodeine: forest
products and horse-farm, feedins-lot, or liveatock déalnr.l

Tach area of farming in the United States is adapted to
some particular crop or livestock enterprise, The individud

farmer must first settle for himself which type of farmineg

iy,
Hudelson, Robert R., Farm Menagement., New York: The
MacMillan Company, 19Lk. P, 38,




will be most amreeabls to him. Seme men are sttracted by
frult growing, others by vegetadble gardening, some by
ooti';du" or sorn ralsing, and others by grain nutu. Mr
oonain eonditibns livestook raising is attnonvo. !ny fa
o&nﬂ raise all kinds of livestoek, thorofm,

ohoin ‘has to be made, It will be necessary to determine
Gh. peauuucua for mhﬁhg dairy products and beef pro-
duto au a decision has to be made between eattle num
; or bcru nistu as the main dbusiness. Sheep, swine ul
mltry raising must also be givon consideration and ﬁt‘hﬂ

“ lmw th plu of Mm when they ocan be added to adnl-

] lt tcﬁ. m olimate and the demands of the market, of fa-~
lﬁi&tica for mkcung goods, and the laber supply, must
' .u b oonsuom. Often the emount of capital thnc on
: ,bl !;mam uu lotuuﬁu the type of fminq.
. ?ypda of farming are usually clsssified m the haals
ct. rtbb nuroo of income, i.e., whether from wheat, or
m eorn, or rre- uvwm or some other form of pro-
dum 'rho typn may be clessified om several other
bases sueh u: (1) The relation to meintenence of l‘orﬂlity,
‘ 'whcn it is opotu of as cxpleit.ivo ramiu. if no nemn
e n&n s0 uhuh soil fmuﬂ'-!: (2) On the 1ntaaait7 ot

lall muttm, e«ﬁ;wmniu. ag wheat and rhx m
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on large acresges on the prairies, or intensive, as adapted
to truck srowing of various kinds: (3) on the diversity of
crops or products, thus we have single crop farming as
ootton raising or tobdacsceo growing:and the dominant ecrop
farming, where some crop is made the leading line of pro=-
Guetion and is supported by two or more supplementary
oropl.l .

This study made by the writer reveals the faét that
although varying crops and livestock enterprises were
apparent from on; to another, the writer was inclined teo
donclude that the type of farming common to the totil
number of fatlors, was of a seneral type, Some farms
showed outstanding livestook enterprises, some had out-
standing orop emnterprises, but fudging from a community
standpoint and from the source of the farmers incomes,
general type farming preotices is very apparent,

Truck farming is classified under orop, growing.
Truck gardening must be intensive, and besause it is
usually necessary to loeate a truck farm in the vieinity
of a large City or in e particularly favored locality, it
ealls for high capitalization, Large emounts of labor
are required on a truck farm and land may be limited and

the area must be highly cultivated, because of high capi-

N
Boss, Andrew, Farm lhnng;g;nt, New York and Chicam®,
lyons & Carnshan, 1 . o« 39=41,
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talizetion, This type of farming requires two to tem acres
of land per family. The profits from this type of farming
are somewhat uncertain though under fevorable conditions
they may be large. One of the advanteges lies inm the quiek
returns from the capital investment,?

PaA
M.’ p’. 3142.
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TABIE III. ANNUAL CROP RECEIPTS

Croup Amount of Sales Number of Farms Percentage of Farms

1 0 to #299 6 12
1I #300 to  $799 35 70
I1I $800 to #1299 6 12
IV .$1300 to $1790 1 2

v $1800 to $2300 : L
Total $39,607.80 50 100

Table III, shows that seventy percent of the total
nuzber of farmers studied had annual erop sales ranecing
from $300 to £#799. There were only six percent of the
total number of farmers studied havine crop sales above
£1300, whereas, twelve percent of the total number had crop
sales averaging below £300, The main source of the crop re-

ceipts was from cotton and corn production,
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TARIE IV, ANNUAL LIVESTOCK AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS RECEIPTS.

Group 'A-ount of Sales Number of Farms Percentage of Farme

I 0 to #99 2 L
II $100 to #199 29 58
IIX £200 to #299 13 26
Iv $300 to §399 L 8
v $4,00 to QL99 |
VI $500 to #599 0 0
viI $600 to #£700
Total #11,044.46 50 100

According to Table IV, fifty-eight percent of the total
farmers studied had livestock and livestoek products receipts
ransing from £#100 to #199. There was only two percent of
the total number heving livestock and livestock vroducts re-
eceipts ranging from £600 to 8700, Twenty-six percent of the
total number had livestock products receipts renging from .
£200 to $299. The main source of the livestock and live-

stock »nroducts aalog came from beef cattle and swine enter-

prisss,
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TARIE V., INCOME FROM SOURCRS OTHER THAN FARM

Percentage of
Group Amount of Income Number of Farms Total Parms

I $50 to #199 7 1.
II $200 to $349 20 L0
IIX $£350 to #.99 15 30
IV $500 to $649 6 12
v 8650 to #8200 2 L
Total $17,400,00 50 100

As shown by Table V, the total number of farmers stud-
ied received a greater nercentage of their income with the
exception of orop sales, fro» sources other than the farm,
The writer found in his study the main sources of the
income, other than the farm to be that sotten from the
transporting of field laborers, fasmers workine around pub-
1ie institutions, rice field workers,K roundhouse workers,
ete. This study revealed that many farmers encraged in non-
farming occupations during the dull pericd of their farming
season. Where farmers have gsources of income other than from
the farm, their living standards are highsr than would be in
the case, if they were depending uvon the income that comes

only after harvesting seasons.

B

| 0
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TABLE VI. ANNUAL FEED COST FOR TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMS STUDIED.

Values of Feed Percontape of
Group Purchased Number of Farmers Total Farmers
I $£20 to 809 12 36
II 50 to 869 8 16
III $70 to &89 7 1L
$90 to #109 11 22
v £110 to #129 3
VI $130 to #149 0
VIl $150 to #170
Total  #£3,589.50 e 100

According to Table VI, slightly more than one~half(524),
of the total farmers studied spent less than seventy ($70),
dollars last year for feed per individual ferm. According
to the above table, slishtly more than one third (36%), of
the total farmers studied spent seventy ($70), to one-
hundred and ten (#110), dollars for feed last ysar per in-
dividusl farm. Six perocent of the total nuriber of farmers
studied had an annual feed cost of one hundred and fifty
(#150), dollars to cne-hundred and seventy ($170), dollars

per individual farm,
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TABLE VII, ANNUAL CROP EXPENSE OF TOTAL FARMS STUDTED.

Percentage of Total
Group Cost in Dellars Number of Ferms Number of Farms

I 0 to %29 7 14
II 230 to 859 19 18
III $60 to $89 8 16
Iv £90 to #119 7 1k
v $120 to $149 7 1k
VI $150 to #180 2 L
Total $3,442,.50 50 100

mable VI, shows that slightly more then one half (5089,
of the total number of fermers studied had spnual crop ex-
pense of less then sixty (#60), dollars ver individual farm.
About ome third (324) of the total farmers studied had an

annual erop expense of as mush as ninety (8#90) dollars, and

R 7 A
s
Lo f ST

. ¥ : pER(4%), spent as much as one-hundred
and fifty (#150) dollars on last year's crop produetion per
indiviédual farm.
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TABIE VIII, ANNUAL AUTO AND TRUCK EXPENSE FOR THE
TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
@roup Cost in Dollars Number of Farms . Parmers Studied

I 830 to $59 1% 2
11 $60 to £89 15 30
11 $90 to $119 10 S
IV $120 to $149 7 1
v $150 to £179 2 L
vI $180 to $210 2 L
Total  $4,332.00 50 100

According to Tadle VIII, slishtly more than one-half
(584), of the total farmers studied spent less then nenety
(£90) dollars for auto and truck expenses per individusl
farm last year, There were slizshtly more than one~fifth
(224) of the total farmers studied spending as much as one-
hundred and twenty (%#120) dollers for auto and truck ex-
penses whereas only one~twenty fifth (L%), of the total
number of farmers svending as much as one-hundred and eishty

(#180) dollars for their annual auto and truck expenses,
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TABIFE IX. ANNUAL TRACTOR TXPENSE FOR THE TOTAL
NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.,

Percentage of
‘Group Costs in Dollars Number of Farms Total Farmers

I 210 to £39 11 g2
11 810 to $70 g 12
III $200 to £310 3 6
Total $1,213.38 50 100

As shown in Table IX, slightly more than eight-tenths
(82¢), of the total number of farmers studied had an
annual tractors exnense of less than (840) dollars per
individual farmer last vear, and only six percent of the
total farmers studied had an 2nnual tractor expense to ex-
ceed two-hundred (2200) dollars per individual farmer,

The writer made note of the faet that the farmers apondiné
between two-hundred ($200) end three-hundred and ten ($310)

dollars for tractor expense, had exchanged their old traectors.

The w

ATt BR SRR

PI‘a‘ . ] ankg Libr
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TABIE X. ANNUAL COSTS CF FIRED LABOR FOR THE
TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
Group Cost in Dellers Number of Farms Number of Farmers

I $10 to 829 12 2L
I $30 to #49 13 26
TI1 $50 to $69 11 22
Iv $70 to #89 11 22

v $90 to #110 3 6
Total  $2,54L2,07 50 100

Agcordine to Tadble X, exaetly one-half (504), of the
total fermers studied spent less then fifty dellars (£50)
for their annual hired lsbor exnense last yeer per in-
dividusl farmer. Slightly more than one-fourth (28%), of
the total farmers studied spent as much as seventy ($70)
dollars as snnual hired labor expense per farm last year,
whereas, only six percent of the totel farmers studiid,spont
as mueh as ninety (890) dollars eés hired labor expsnss last

year.,
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TABIE XI. ANNUAL COSTS OF TAXES AND INSURANCE FOR THE
TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.

_ Percentage of
Group Costs in Dollars Number of Farmers Total Farmers

1 0 to $19 L 8
II $20 to 834 15 30
III #35 to 849 10 20
IV = $50 to #6L 6 12
v $65 to £79 7 1L
vI $80 to $95 e 16
Total $2,L29.75 50 1100

Table XI, shows that slightly more than ovne-half (58%)
of the total number of farmers studied spent less than fifty
(850) dollars for their amnual taxes end insurance expenses
last yeer., 3lightly less than one-third (304), of the total
farmers studied spent as much as sixty-five (865) dollars,
whereas, only sixteen percent of the total pumber of farmers
spent as much as eighty (220) dollars for an annual expense

for taxes and insurapce per individual farm last year.
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TABIE XII. ANNUAL PCOD COSTS FOR THE TOTAL
NUMR®R OF FARMS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
Group Costs in Dollars Number of Farmerc Number of Farmers

I $60 to #89 2 L
X $60 to £119 2 16
111 $120 to 4149 11 22
v £150 to $179 ) 16
v £180 to $209 15 30
vI 4210 to $239 5 10
VIiI $2L0 to $270 1 2
Total $7,609.15 50 100

According to Table XII, forty-two percent of the total
number of farmers studied spemt less than one-hundred and
fifty (£150) dollars for the costs of food last year, Forty-
two percent of the total farmers studied spent as much as
one~hundred and eighty (£180) dollars for food last year,
whereas, only two percent of the total number of farmers

atudied spent as mueh as two-hundred and forty (£240) dollars.
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TABIE XIII., ANNUAL CLOTHING COSTS FOR THE TOTAL
NUMBER OF FPARMERS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
Group Costs in Dollars Number of Parmers Number of Farmers

I 0to £39 1 2
11 £10 to $79 7 TN
III 420 to £119 15 30
Iv $120 to #159 é 12
v $160 to $199 15 30
vI #200 to #2450 6 12
Total  $6,880,67 50 100

As shown by Table XIIT, slightly less than one-~helf (L6%),
of the total numder of farmers studied spent less than one-
hundred and twenty (£120) dollars for their annual clothing
expenses last year., Forty-two percent of the total number
of farmers studied spent as much as one-hundred and sixty (£160)
dollars for their ennual elothing expense per individual farm,
whereas, only twelve percent of the total number of farmers
studied spent hetween two-hundred (8200) and two-hundred and
forty (8240) dollars as their annual clothinz exvenses per

individual farmer last vear,
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TABIE XIV, ANNUAL CCSTS OF PERSONAL AND MEDICAL
CARE FOR TOTAL FARMS STUDIED.

Percentege of Total
Group Costs ip Dollars Number of Farmers Number of Farmers

I £10 to #2) 18 36
1T $25 to £39 17 3L
III $4,0 to £54 g 16
Iv 455 to 869 L e
Yy 270 to 485
Total $1,75L.37 50 100

As shown by Table XIV, exaectly seventy percent (70%), of
tio total number of farmers studied spent less than forty ($40)
for their annual personal and medical esre lest year, Slightly
less than one=third (30%), of the total number of farmers studi-
ed spent as much as forty (£40), dollars, whereas, only six
percent of the total number of the furxers studied spent as
much as seventy (%70) for their annusl personal and medical ex-

penses last year.,
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TABLE XV. ANNUAL HCOUSEHOLD OPERATION COSTS FOR
THE TCTAL NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
Group Costs in Dollars Number of Farmers Number of Farmers

I $15 to #29 15 30
II $30 to fuL 16 32
III $L5 to 859 1 2
Iv $60 to &7L 5 10
v $75 to $29 7 14
VI $90 to $104 3
VI $105 to $120 3
Total $2,496.L0 50 100

According to Tadble XV, slishtly more than one~half (62%)
of the total number of farmers studied spent less than forty-
five (#45) dollars last year for their amnusl household op-
eration expenses. Slightly more than ome=fourth (26%), of
the total number of the farmers studied spent as much as
seventy~rive ($75) dollars last year as their annusl house-
hold operation expenses, whereas, only six percent as much
as one~hundred and five (#105) dollars last vear as their

annual household operation expenses.
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TABIE XVI, ANNUAL CAPITAL EXPENDITURE FOR THE
TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.

Percentage of Total
Group Cost in Dollars Number of Farmers 'Number of Idrmers

I $20 to 859 25 50

II $60 to $99 8 16
11X $100 to #139 5 10
Iv $140 to $179 0 )

v $180 to $219 [N &
vI $220 to #259 . L L
vII $260 to £299 3 6
VIII $300 to £339 0 0
IX $3.0 to #320 1 2
Total $5,466.66 50 100

Table XVI shows that slightly more than three-fourths
(76%), of the total number of the farmers studiesd had less
than one~hundred (£100) dollars as their aanual capital ex-
penditure last year., Exactly two-twenty- fifths (8%) of the
total number of farmers studioa.had as much as one-hundred
and elizhty ($180) dollars es their annual capital expendi-
tures last year, whereas, only two percent had as much as
three~hundred and forty (£3.0) dollars as an annual espital

expenditure per individuval farmer last vear,
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TABIE XVII, THE FARM INCOME OF THE TOTAL
NUMBER OF FARMERS STUDIED.

Percentage of
Group PEarnings in Dollars Number of Parmers Total Farmers

I 1,600 to £1,700 1l 2
11 1,500 to £1,599 0 0
I1I 1,400 to £1,4L99 0 0
Iv 1,300 to $1,399 1 =
'V 81,200 to #1,299 0 0
VI 1,100 to £1,199 0 0
VIiI 1,000 to £1,09¢ 0 0
VIII 900 to Q999 0 0
IX 800 to 899 0 0
X 700 to 799 0 0
XI 600 to 699 3 6
XII 500 to 599 2 z
XIII LOO to 499 3
XIVv 300 to 399 6 12
XV 200 to 299 L 8
vl 100 to 199 L ”
XVII Plus 0 to 99 ] 12
XVIII Minus 0 to 99 7 14
XIX " 100 te 199 5 10
XX " 200 to 299 L 8
X1 " 300 to 399 2 13
XXII " L00 to L99 1 2
XXIII " 500 to 599 1 2
Total $7,563.56 50 100

As shown by Table XVII, exactly two-fifths (L0%), of the
total number of the farmers studied failed to make a single
cent last year,(went into the red). This unfortunate group
made debts amounting to the sum of $#3,686.65. Exactly three
fifths, (604), of the total number of farmers studied ceme

out better than even last vear, This more fortunate group
made PFEfits emounting to the sum of #11,250,21, Fifty per-

eent of the credits eroup made less than seven-hundred ($700)
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dollars as farm inoome last ym whereas, only four-percent
of the total number of farmers studied made as much as
thirteen hundred (£1,300) dollars as their farm income last

Yesar.
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Part VITI
SUMEARY AND CONCLUSIONS

 j7Thp_t1nl1l§s in this study show that in oenuuaitini ty—
biial of the onoa‘studicd by the writer, the tyves or.fii--
ing earried on are pretty hard to determine., It was brought
noit in this stnﬁyfthat the bulk of the annusl rocoipﬁs
the totsal number os farmers studied showed that salos from

°P°va led all other sales, However, in attemptine to do~

termine the apecific erop or erons veing responsible tor
such ‘high sales, one vill rind thet there is no. sign!rioant

orep or ecombination ot erons aoocuntinn for at leaat fifty
:pcrqoat of the farm innono.

: Tb‘ farm tyve is largoly dotorninod by phvsleal and
.Qololll factors not under the oontrol of tho 1nd1v1dua1.
nuct as oli-nto, seils and topocrtvhr- Th"' are ”ﬂﬁ? ;:
lixor tuotors that n&!l ldtqrndnn the typo of tarntng as

rollews: ‘eapital, aupnly and dcnlnd type of labor, risks
nnﬂ cnnnotition, insectpests, plant diseasss, lanﬂ valuos,
chtngos of prices, anirounont ‘and personal likes and i
disilkos ‘together with the abi1ity and trainine of tho 1!-
Atvidual, : , U '1 -
. The writer found out through his study that ﬁh&;;ﬁfﬁr
farmers studied were engaged in diversifisd farming. It is
quite common to see this praotico of farming in this country
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when one takes into consideration the faot thet Hearne is
among the leading trading centers of this seotion., The
‘writer found through his study that the general tyve of
!‘miﬁg prevailing emong the fifty farmers studied was au
to limited screage.

There was also noted the fact that forty(LO0¥) percent
of the total number of farmers studied failed to come out
Om' in their last year's farm business. Those farmers
lﬁkm up the unfortunste group were those having nm~
or very little income from other sources them the farm.
The writer was imformed that the prime fectors Sontribut-
img to the unpleasant status of forty (40%) percent of the
farmers in this study, wes the additionsl purchase of high
cogt machinery asnd equipment on the ons hind. end the lack
of some modérn machinéry and equipment on the other. The
fermers in this study were on an svertge with farmers of
pear-by countiss, There were quite e few cattle(practicale
1y all native), on the pastures of the farmers taking vart
in this study, The writer made note of the fact that there
was 8 very smell percentepge of the farmers in this aroup
engaged in .fluu milk produetion for the market. The sales
from fluid milk heve proved to be the sole source of year
rom income om many farms,

The writer's findings showed that the living standards

were higher on those farms nesr centers offering employment
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to the farmers during their inective periods on the farm,
and those living at distant points, who were forced to
depend solely upon the farm as their only source of income.
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PART IX
RECOMMENDATTONS

The wpiter wishes to offer the fellowins recommendatios
from his findines in this study:

1, There is great difficulty encountered in attempts
made to secure important information from a matority of the
farmers included in this study. The farmers seem to conceive
the idea that the information asked for is of a very perscpal
nature, as a result, they are vervy reluctant in aupp}y-
ing the complete information necessary. If studies of this
nature are to made in the future, the writer feels the
necessity for an authorized individual, sueh as the County
Extension Asent, or Aericulture Teacher, to inform those
fermers of the importapee of such s study, The writer feels
that the student in the future weuld bs able to 4o & better
fob of the studies, if these oxistiné conditions were elim- v
{nated or greatly improved,

2. The selection of a pure bdbred dairy herd, for an
increase in the production of fluid milk, and butter fat for
the market, which would give a better income the entire year,

3. A sharp reduction in the cotton acreage, allovwing an
expansion of feed crcps, thersby cauﬁing a great reduction im
the annual feed costs of the total number of farmers included

in this study.
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L An inerease in the livestoock({esvecisally the tyve)
on the farms studied, as a supplement to the farm income
and 28 a cushion for the shoek following unsueccessful crop

production seasons,
§, The zrowing of some goll buildine erons adapted

to this area, as substitutes for the cotton, during seasons

of "rock-bottom prices”, and inclement harvestine periods,
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Survey Form

I PFarm No.
II PFarm Areas: 1. Acres Owned 2, Acres Cash Rent-
ed ;
III Type of Farming: 8, General 9. Truck 10, Live-

stock 11. Poultry
IV Annusl Farm Receipts: 12, Crops Sold § 13, Ilive-
'stock and Livestook Products A, Poultry §
B. Egegs $ C. Dairy Products # D, Cattle

$ E. Hogs$ F. Others ¢ s
'.‘ . 14, Other Farm Income §
¢ _ 15, Other Wot From Farm §
| et e W 2 . 16, loans Receivedd
A ]

V Annual Farm Operatine Rxpenses: 18, Feed Purchased e

»19.» cioﬁ Btpqnoo $ 20, Machinery Repair® _

o 21, Auto and Truck Expenses § 22, Trac-

tord 23. Buildings and lsnd § 2k, Mis-

cellsneous Livestock Expenses & 25, Hired Tabor®
26, Texes and Insuranced 27. Rent &
28, Others £ ¢ &

Vi Angual Family Operating “xpenses: 29, Focod @
30, Clothing ¢ . 31, Personsl Care$

32, Medical Care & 33, Household Operation #
38, Minor Fousing # __ 35. Minor Furnish-




Vi1

| E -

ings and Equipment § | $ 36, Sehool,
 Church, gifts, and reereation # v 37. Trans-
portation & 32, Life Insurance
89. Others ‘Q & _ L0, Totsl
Annual Capital Expenditures end Dedt Payments: L1, New
Bulldings & 42, land Improvements §
a3, Machinery and Fquipment Purchased # |
kk. Livestock Purchases # ' 45. Poultry Pur-
l.chlqino‘. 46, Other § 47 Major
'House Improvements & L8, Malor Furniture ',.ia
Equipment & 49, Total & ; 50.'!"1501)%
' deionta: Princinal & B. Interest # ‘

51, Total § :
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