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cHAPxia X 

* : 

miBoinjcrioi 

ffa« rather r^pid inarMuw in induntrialissaticm and the inereaa~ 

ing desirablaiMM of rural llrLng hara atinulatad and apaadad a trand 

toward part-tina faradng in fannaaaaa. Ifanjr dty daallars with a daaira 

for country liwing have obtainad anall aeraagoa and ara eonbining aiaall 

aoala family operationa with a non^fam Job. liaay anall aeala fam 

pparatora, diaaatiafiad with tha inadaq\iata inoonaa their fanos 

ratumad, hawa takan advantaga of indoatrial opportunitiaa and ham 

takan off-fam aa^loyaent. Many of thaaa famora hare ratalnad all or 

part of thair fam acraaga and ara producing aona agricultural producta 

in addition to working at fuU-tim or part->tiaa aaqploynent off tha fam. 

Tha location of nany anall induatriaa in rural and anall toan azwaa ham 

baan noat oondueim to thia tjpa of fam-induatrial Job oontoination. 

Tannaaaaa, with ita alrandanaa of anall fama, axaaaa labor, watar 

and powar raaourcaa naeaaaary for induatsrlal damlopawnt, baa axparianmd 

a rapid incraaaa in part-tina faming in meant yaara. Ih 19i^ approxi-

nataly 23 paroant of allfam oparatora worked off tha fam 100 or amra 

daya oontraatad to (mly 11 paroant in 193U (table X). Thia waa an in^-

oraaaa of 75 paroant in a l5-yaar period. In omr 36 paromt of 

aU fam oparatora mportad aona work off tha fam for pay. 

Bowamr, atata data naak tha raal aignifioanoa of part-tina fann 

ing to aona araaa of Tamaaaaa. Much wariatim axiata in tha praralanoa 

of part-ti» faming throughout tha atata. For axanpla, in Blount and 



 
 

 
 

 

TABLB 2 

niFOBSAiiCE OP PABS-TIUE PASMUKI IS TEKSSSSSB, X93h^l9k^ 

t t Farm operators norking off faxv 
t 
I 
t 

SoBdoacr of 
funu 

t 
i 
I 

100 or More dajya 
i Porc^tage of 

Suobor i total fara 
, » < t operators 

193U 273,783 29,73$ 10.8 
1939 247,617 43,057 17.4 
1944 234,431 42,000 17.9 
1949 231,626 52,230 22.5 

*fak«a froB Tarloiu Baroaa of Cmam publleatloiui. 

■*-'/ , - 4fi- , r ,V 
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DsTldmm eomiti«« otwp ptroaat of th« fam oparators raported working 

off ttta fam 100 or oora days# la oontrast, la sight Wast Tannaaaaa 

eountlas lass than 10 paroant of tha fam operators wars asidagred at aa 

off-fam Job 100 or aora days. 

Haaviest aanawstrations of part—tins fansing ia tanaassaa ara naar 

Industrial plant araas ia last Tsaaassaa and around tha four larga astro-

politan araas of Enorrills, Chattaxiooga, Iwdivills, and UKsphiM (figure 1), 

Considarahla part-tisa faming also exists ia araas sdiare a^irjng and sas>-

nilllng are provalantj particularly in tha Ctasharland Flataaa^ Central 

Basin and Western Bighlsnd Bla araas# 

teathar tfaa tneraasa ia part-tina faming be an acoaoisy nore or 

a«raly a desire to liTs in tha country^ it has created aany social and 

econoaio problans* It has altex^ agricultural and rural situaticms ia 

aangr araas significantly enough to warrant tha indusioa of this groig> of 

people in any progran designed to ii^rove rural conditions. From tha 

stani^polnt of total oonaerclal agricultural production this group of fam-

ars ia not wary important. Xaithar are tha subsiatanea «• thi small aeals 

famara. She bulk of agrioult\iral production takaa place on a wary small 

parcentags of tha total number of faru - tha rvey larga farms.^ Wssaver, 

part—tims farmers reprasmat sn ij^>ortant sogmant of our rural papmlation 

and their prohlaaa and difficultiaa are Juat as real and daaarring of 

attaatlco aa those of tha more agriculturally inolinad groig>s. 

%.S. Bureau of Canaua, Ij^ltg Ifaitad Stataa Census of Agriculture, 
Special Kaport, Sample Census of Agdcultursj (knramaent Printing Officsj 
Washington, D. G. 
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PMrpoiii of stvdgr 

Ibis 8ttt4]r «ss dssignsd to saplors oos aspsst of ths poculiar sot 

of probloms vith vhleh part-tiias famors are faood-«tbat of ■arketlng 

ssxplitt agricultural products fron tboir small farms. It most bo rooog-* 

nliod that tho produets amrkotod sad tho markots usod bj part-tiss fans* 

ors aro la goasral tho saas produets and tho saao markets involTod in 

marketings from fuU-tlms oosBwrcial farms, aesraror, the thesis of this 

stud]r was that the nature of part-time farmlngy particularljr with rsi^st 
to (1) small scale mazimitingSy (2) the seeondazy iat«rsst of ths part-time 
farmer in his fam relative to his off-farm Job, and (3) the labor eom-

petition betseon ths off-farm job and the farm created aai:^ unique market 

situations not generaUj- experienosd bgr caaswrclal farmers. 

It was also reoognised that the primazy interests of most part-time 

farmers in their farms mwe to produce food for hone eenwmptioo, provide 
for future security, or the destrablsness of rural living rather than to 

inerease ^ cash income for their family. Thia fact hat baan fairly sell 

established by ether studies.^ Consequently, the interest of part-tins 
famera in markets ia not likely to be very intense. Boerever, the faet 

is that mMy paart-time farmars have surplus productiim iriiieh is or could 

be marketed. Ifaay part-time farmers produce certain products, sudh as 

^{l)B. Benser, "Phrt-Hims Farming in the Xnoxvills Farm Indus 
trial Area of East Tsnnessss," Bulletin 210, Agricultural Ejq)erlm8nt
Station, University of Tezmsaaee, Knoxvills, Tennessee. 

(2)C. A, Bocnatra, "Part-Time Faming ia s Rural industrial Arsa 
of Louiaiaas," Bulletin 233, Agricultural Experiment StaUon, University
of Louisiana, Bat(m Rouge, Louisiana. 

(3)M* E. John, "Part-Tlma Farming in Six Industrial Areas in 
PeimBorlvaaia," Bulletin 361, Agricultural E^qjeriment Station, Itoiversity
of Pennsylvania, State Collage, Pennsylvania. 
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tobacoo, •pecifically for tho ■arlnt. lii addKLtlon, th« rathor limited use 

of agricultural reaouroes (particularly' j^iysieal rasonroes) on many parV" 

tin* faxvm aaggaata the poesibility of further deTelofwmt of eoomrcial 

•aterprieea en tiiaae faroe. 

The purpose of thia study can be stated as follosst 

1. To shoe what part-time faners sell, share they sell, and 
■ethod of oarketing. 

Z» To dstemine the relationship beteewk eertain faetcars (su^ 
as size of farm, fwily size and oeeposition, and age of 
operator) and shat is produoed and sold from part-time farms. 

3. To determine and appraise marheting problems and limitations 
enoountered by part-time farmers. 

Part-Time Farming Defined 

Fart-tims farming has been defined so as to hars a rariety of msan-

ings, sarying aeoording to ths purposes for srhlch it has been defined. The 

term **part-timB famer" is gmierally used to refer to a situation vhere a 

person is employed in a primary occupation at some place other than the 

fam, but in addition carries on small seals farming operations.^ Differ-
snees in dafinition usually vary, either in the mlwlTfnni number of days a 

farm operator must work off the farm to be called a part-time farmer, or in 

the fflinimiai amount of fazving that must be done to be ao olassified. Other 

criteria ueually include some limitation on ths aaotmt of outside labor used 

an the farm. 

^ha 0. S. Cmsus of 1S^50 definod a part-time farm as foUowsi 
"Farms uith value of sales of farm products of |250 to IU.99 • • • previdsd
the farm operator reported (1) 100 or more diya of work off the farm im 
191*9 or (2) the nonfarm inooms received by him and membere of hie family 
was greater than the value of farm products sold." 
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£i this stud^f ihs t«ra was purposely defined to include only those 

part^tias faraers that would aost likely sell seas fam products. As a 

result the farming operations oa the faros tqpon which this study is hased 

would oost likely be of a soaawhat larger soale than If the tern were de 

fined in a broader senee. The farms included in this study adght be re 

ferred to as sani-oanBerclal part-tios fams,^ 

The following criteria were need In defining part-tiae farme for 

use in this studyt 

1, The operator of the farm aost hare been ei^>loyed at least 150 
days at soaa off-fara 4ob, 

2, Faraing aetiwities ausi hare been of sufficient scope to 
require at least 30 days of labor on the fara. This was 
astiaated by ass of aan work unit standards* 

3, The operator aust not hare hired over three aanths of liibcr 
on the fara during 19$0, 

Desoription of Saa^jle of Farms 

The inforaation fqKm whloh this study is based was ̂ tainsd by a 

personal interriew of 106 part-tiae faraers in 1951. Inforaation was ob 

tained for the calendar year 1950. 

The block Muqple method was used. The areas to be stapled were 

first laid off in Sneile square blodcs, Blocke froa which se]q>le faraa 

w«re to be taken were eeleoted soassfaat randoaly but with eoas selectiTity 

in order to obtain geographic distribxiticm. All of the part-tiae farosrs 

within the selected block that were within the scope of the part-tiae 

^L. A» Salter^ "What is Part-Tioe Farming," Journal of Farm Eeon-
«wlcs. Vol. 18, Wo. 1, (February 1936), pp. 191-197. 
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farming definltloa were intarrieired* 

Of tbe X06 f&nsa eurre/ed^ 69 were located vitbia a mile radins 

of Kiagaportf Tamieasee in Haeklna, Sullivan, Washington and Greene 

eottuties* This area was selected because it was an area with several 

wall industries and a heavy concentration of part-time farming. The re-

aaiziing 57 farms were located within a mile radius of Chattanooga, 

T«Baessee in Haadlton and Bradley counties* This area was chosen to 

represent the type of part-tiau» faming that is found around a fairly 

large city. Since considerable differences existed between the two areas 

with respect to the ̂ fpes of agricultural products and available marlcets, 

it was anticipated that the influence of these factors might also be 

indicated* 

Characteristics of Saa^le Areas 

Kingsport Area 

Kingsport is situated In northeastern part of the state in 

SviHivan County on the Bolston Biver* The 19$0 Gensiis of Population ahowd 

19*571 inhabitants—^nearly >>l/2 times the 1920 poimlatlea.^ Industrial 

growth in and around Siiigepoi>t since 1925 has resulted in this area having 

one of the heaviest part-time farming oeneeatratione In the state. The 

location of several smaU industries in this area, previously primarily 

agricultural and eharaoterised by snail scale fame, ereated an ideal 

situaticsi tor growth of pRrt-tim farming* 

S. Bureau of Census, 1950 Dhited Siaies Census of Population, 
Vbl* I. (Washingtont Qovanasmt Minting Office, 1952). 

i 
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m IS^k ftpproxiaatdl/ 2$,000 persona were galxdvilly eaiplq/ed la 

Kingapori. Nearly IU>000 were enploj'ed Igr eight najor industrial plants* 

The largest plant eeploys approximately 8,000 persons.^ 

The agriculture of the area is predoalnantly dairy, beef, and 

tobacco along with the suppleaental crops for pioducing milk sad beef* 

Both Qrade A and ungraded silk routes cower oost of the azwa* Xdvestock 

auetiens axw located at Kingsport and at nearby Bristol, OreeceTllle, 

RogerrrllXe and Johnson City. These auctions operate one dsy per week ea 

alternate days. Tobacco waretaeusas are located at Johnson City, Qreaaa-

▼ille, Rogersrille and Ablngton, Virginia. Poultry predate houses are 

located la several of the sntall towns in and around the area. However, 

the iiq>ortaiJt outlete for poultry and eggs are the local grocery store. 

The only organised truck oarkets are one day per week aarkets at Rogers-* 

viUe and Kingsport. From a voluoe standpoint tliese nerkets are tml»* 

portant. truck ci^ops are laarketed direct to grocexyaon or canneries. 

The soils in this area are chiefly chorty liaestones and siiales with 

some bottoaland along the streans. Ih coa^iarison to the Chattanooga area 

the inherent productivity of the soils of this area iff mch greater. 

Chattanooga Area 

Ghattano<%a, a saad.>industrlal-trade center located on the Tennessee 

River la Lowar East Tennessee Valley, is the principal waxket and trade 

ccatwr for this area. The population of Chattanooga in 1950 was 131>0hl. 

^tt«r fron A. B. Gelffaaa, Executivs Secretary, Kingsport ChfudMNr 
of Coanarce, to author, dated July 2, 19$lu 
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Tbt manwx luma also includes Cleveland^ Tennessee, county seat of 

Bradley CJourrty. Clereland, a city of 12,005 Inhabitants (1950), aerres 

as a trade eenter and nasicet for most aipricultural products for Bradley 

Comty fanners*^ 

Bairy, beef, poultry and truck crops are the na^or sources of in-

eea» for fareers in tiw area* Outton and tobacoe are groan on a very 

United scale. 

Qrade A adlk aarkets are available both at Cleveland and Cbatta> 

nooga. aesrever, a narket for ungraded nilk is practically ncn-eacisteiit 

in the area* Principal livestock aarkets serving the area are located at 

Chattanooga, Cleveland and Dsytoa* Bally aaxkets are available at 

Chattanooga irhile the aarkets at Clevelaxid and Ssyten operate on a one 

day per week baels* BroUcrs, an laqportant product in parts of Bradley 

County, are ueually produced cn a large scale and asrketed on a eeatraet 

basis through feed dealere. 

The imly organised truck aarket in the area la located at Chatta* 

neoga* Hemver, a substantial portion of the truck erope narketed in the 

area ent«r aai^etlng dunnels through direct sales to eensuners,ihole^ 

salers and retailers* 

,t- ' rv,;. 

^1950 G<msus of Population, sg* elt. 
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CHAPTER n 

PAST-XllfE FARM CfilQANIZATlOH 

As « farmr and i»roducer of «grictat\iral products, the part-tiae 

farmer occupies a rather peouliar position elth respect to the fuXl>ti]iie 

farmer in that he is primarily a irage earner and secondarily a fazmer. Be 

cause of thiSf a part-tisie farmer and a full«tiae farmer approach farm 

problems from quit® different perspectives. The major goal of most full-

time farmers is the maximization of net farm income (vlthin limits)idxile 

the part-time farmer's primary interest in his farm may he one of many 

including such thinge as seeurityy producing food for hcoie use, gaining 

satisfaction from qpare time activities or of getting started in farming. 

The attitude of the part-time famer toward his farm and the use he makes 

of his resources is likely to change with the security of his off-farm 

job, his wage level, his changing family stz*uctures and with the eoonoode 

opportunity offered from farm production. The point ie that the part-time 

farmer approachee the problmn of using his farm resources with an altogether 

different set of criteria than the full-time farmer, and the Bolubi<» of his 

problems Involves an tuiderstanding of the conditions under which his de 

cision making takes plaoe. 

In this chapter an examination of some of the characteristics of 

part-time farms and how thsgr aro organiaod is mads. Tho intont of this 

examination is to provido a sotting for understandizig and ovaluating the 

aetlozis of part-time farmers with respect to their aazketing activities. 
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Slse of Fanw 

Considorabla rang* axiatad in aita of fara (aeraaga) operatad liy 

parfc«>tiM fanoara* Tha avaraga fara oonsistad of 34*3 acres including 

aoodland and aaataland. Fifty-ei^ pareent of tha faras wara saaller 

ifaan the aTaraga* Approxiaal^ly ona<'tliird of ̂ ha faraa coniainad orar 

kO acres and ai^t farm containad 75 awpas or oora. Acreage operatad 

rangad froa tbraa to 2ii3 acres (table II). 

Tba ffLsa of tba fara aaa not ve*y closely related to tha anount 

of faraing being dona. A statistical relationship was conputed acres 

operatad par farm as a asasure of slse of fara and aan^^rk nnits par fara 

as a aaasure of farming activitias.^ Tha corralaUon coefficient batsean 

acres operated and ]Baa<^rk nnits par fara of .07 was not statistlcally 

significant.^ 

Table II in*assats tha association batwean acreage in fara sad aso* 

work units and sales per farm. On the average the larger farms reported 

more faming activities (as asasured by aan-work units). Howsvor, tha 

"within gro^q)" variation was so great that most of tha differences were 

not statistically significant. Sales par fara also sasaad to be soawidiat 

related to size of fara, but most of tha differences wara not sijpiificant. 

Tha rath«r wlda range in sisa of land holdings and tha fact that 

^A man work unit is an estimate of the amount of work that one 
would acooag)llsh in a 10-hour day working with average labor efficiendF 
and work authods. 

^ho significanco of all corralaUon eooffiUents CQq;>uted in this 
■tudy were tested at the 95 percent level of confidence. 
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TAB1£ n 

BEL&TIOIISHIP OF SIZ£ OF FARM AHD FARMXMQ ACT171T1BS, 
106 FASr-THfE FARMS, EAST TENNESSEE, 1950 

1 1 Average t 1
Faras reportingRange in aise i 1 also of tHan-erarlc tSales per 

of fara (acres) i t fama f mita t fanNumber|Peromxt 
1 t (acsrea) tper fam 1 

Under 20 38 36 10 53 1343 
20-39 33 31 29 68 623 
i<0 - 59 23 22 ii6 81 684 
60 and orer 12 11 101 70 459 

Alltmm 106 100 34 66 I52X 

■' 

'7'' " ^ 
' '. 

. '• 
.!k* 

1 

. • M; 

• f V-
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• , . . ' I 

.' » 



Ik 

maxtj of tho farm aro obviously larfor i^aa nooMsaiy to provide spare 

tins work for a fuU-tim off»the~faz*B worker reflects the eo^plaoc nature 

of part-time fans oeaersblp and operation. Ifangr of the part-tine fam 

units provided full-tine enployaeiit for the operator previous to his 

aequiring off-the-fam eaplosmsnt. The aequiring of the off-the-fam Job 

brought little or no change in the sise of the fare but did result in less 

lutensive use being aade of the land. Other possible reasons for the 

of rslatimship between the land holdings and the fanoer's present need 

for acreage for fam eperaticm inductst 

1* To some wage earners part-time farsdng is a step toward full* 
tine faming and tl^ui slse of the farm unit is adapted insofar 
as possible to serving this future fuU-tim faming need. 

2. The uncertainty of the tenijre of snae off-the-farm Jobs has 
resulted in many part-time farmers acquiring or retaining 
larger acreages thian necessary for their part-time farm 
operations. 

3. It is very probable that faming activities of part-time 
farmers varies with econoadc conditions, increasing in periods 
of slack work and low earnings and decreasing in periods of 
full snployaeat and high incomes. In 19!^ both income and 
e^iloymsist were at a relatively high level in the areas lrt» 
eluded in this study. 

Family Characteristics 

Farhaps tho auist inportant singlo rosouroo on any fam is the labor 

foros. Its Bl%9, stags of growth^ desiros and eapabilities influsnoo 

groatly both the present use of fam resources and future possibilities. 

Farming activities are likely to vary greatly throughout the life cycle 

of a family^ ineroasing in the early years as the operator gains sapsri-

snos and capital to oporato the farn and as children mature^ moA declining 



 
1$ 

' ' ia lAtai* jr*ttP8 as children leaira home and tha phgralcal abilities of the 

operator begin to deeline.^ 

On part-time farma where the operator is emplciiy^ed essentially 

full tiise at a noafazv Job, the ohaxaeteristies of the fasdly are of 

BRieh ifl^pcrtanee in determining what is produced and marketed from the 

fans. The characteristies of the families of the 106 part-time farms 

used in this studjr and how they are related to faradng activities are 

saaaitined tram three aspects« (1) age of operates*, (2) sise and ooiqposl-

tion of the families, and (3) proportion of the farm labor perforrasd bgr 

various meadMnrs of the families. 

Age of Operators 

Hearly 75 percent of the 106 part-time faznera were between the 

age of 35 tad 55* to contrast only ltd peresnt of all farm operators in 

Sast fcmnessee were within tMs age range.^ Over 36 percent of all farm 

mpermtors in Bast Temmmssee were 55 years of ags sad oldw,id&ile slifi^t-

ly orar 12 peresnt of the part-time farmers represented In this study were 

55 years of age and over. The average age of all farm operators in East 

Tennessee was lt9 years as contested with h3 years for the 106 pezt-time 

farmers. 

The rather striking differences in the average age of 106 part-

%or an exoellent diseusaion of this relatimahip see E. J. Long 
and K. B. Parsons, "How Family Labor Affects Wisoonsln Farming," Bulletin 
I67« Agrleultoral Experiment Station, University of Wisconsin, Iftadlson, 
Wisoonsln. 

S. Bureau of Census, 1950 Dnlted States C^ue of Agriculture,
Vol. I, (WaidiiJigtont (kivernmmjt'il^lixting Office, 19^2), 
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iiiM ttJMKn and all fozTaKra in Das't Tezmsssoa c&a ba axplaJLnad lai^ol;^ 

fegr two raetora* la daTolcqping tb* aaqpla of fanw to bo uaed for tbio 

atvidijf a Miniwan of 30 nan-work noita was \used as a bauis for limiting 

tho 8tu47 to part-tlBO faras likely to bo involved in aarketing of soas 

fans products. As a resxdt aaay fazaers which aight be tensed aresi-

dential part-tiae fazaers^ producing a few fara products for hoas use 

culy, wore exoXudsd. 

As indicated above, previous studies have shown a aarked relation* 

diip between farm operatorU ago and fazaing activltios, with a decline 

in fazming activities occorring rather rapidly after age $$» It is 

liksly that this decline is evm acre proaoimeed on part-tiae faras* Thus, 

the relatively saalX percentage of paz't-'tiBe faraers in the 55 *nd ever 

age grovg> is probably due to the fact that at this age and bey<»d nany 

part->tiBe foraers have deoreaoed their faradng aetivities to a level be 

low the wdninasi level used in this studjr, or nay even have curtailed 

faming activities altogether* Sines physical demands on a nan at his 

off-fam job are likely to bo SMMmhat tho sus throughout his lifs cycle, 

it seems probable that the fara would be the first plaoe at which his 

aetivities would be curtailed dtie to advancizig age. 

The relationship between age of operators and faming wtivlties 

is indicated in Table III* Bvon though the average masHWork units per 

fare increased with age groups vip to Idie 55 end over age group, differ 

ences between gZMups ware small and within group variations ware great. 

As a result differences wsre not statistically si^zifieant. To further 

test ths degree of relationship between age and the extent of farming 

activities, a statistical correlaticm was eospatsd* A oorrslaticn 
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TABU in 

AOS OF OPEKA.TOR RBUTED TO FARiaifa ACIIVIIISS, 106 
PABT-TIME FABMSf EAST TBIMSSSEE, 19$0 

Ag. of opoTotor ; m» roportlog !g^rlc
(years) i ggjjjggy * | 

_._ _... * ... • » 

Lass than 25 0 . . « 
2$"}k 15 14 57 #515 
3$"lih luS kh 67 524 
45-54 32 30 71 560 
55 and orer 13 12 62 J421 

All faras 106 100 66 1521 
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ooeffloleot of .OU was not statistically significant at the 9$ percent 

lerti. of confidence* 

ranily Ctmposltion 

the fasdlies of paxt-tise farmers w«re larger than all faailiee 

in the eonnties from srhieh the saxqple eas taken. The arerage sise faailjr 

m the sample of part-time farias was U*5 as coaipared ncith 3*8 for all 

fasdlies from the six eonnties from idiich the sample farm were taken* 

(hi the part-tiae farm the nlse of family varied from teo to 21 (see 

Table If for distribtztion of family sise). 

f The fact that the grovp of part-time farmers in this stu^ were 

yoonger on the everege than all the farmers in the areas involved nn-

doubtedly had som effect on family eiae. lovaig familiee mould have a 

larger proportion of their childrMi etiU at hone than elder familiee* 

Another factor related to size of family on part-time farms is the !»• 

ereassd need for producing food for the family on farm with large 

familiee as contrasted to fains vith smsll families. A man with a noa-

fam Job and mith a large family mould mere likely engage in part-time 

fening tham a man with no family or a small family. Also* nrneng the 

larg«r familiee more labor mould be available for doing farm moxk. 

Despite the fact that part-time farmrs in general have larger than 

average familias and the need for farm produots for home use mould be 

greater ae the sise of the farm family increases, famlag activities on 

the 106 part-time fame were not a fxmctional relationship of the size of 

'Uie fsmily. A eoeffici«it of correlation betmeem msa-mork units and 

nuDher of persons in ths fsmily of .09 mas not statistioally significant. 
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TABLE IV 

SIZE OP FAMIU BEUTEO TO PAWIQ ACTIVITIBS, 
1Q6 FARS-rmB FARMS, EAST TEMRESSilS, 1^0 

si» <rf jamyrt. ^ 
;«Mb« ; >/!:» ; 

2 17 16 62 Wtk 
3 22 21 71 663 
ii 18 17 58 it25 
$ 20 19 58 385 
6 13 12 79 675 
7 and ow 16 15 7U 527 

All faraa 106 100 66 |5a 
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S«lAti<nship h&tmtn fiz® of «nd IsrviDg acUvltl®® Is shomi la 

Iho I)o®8 th» Labor on Part-^l— Psras? 

Sinos Most of th® operators of ths 106 part-tlaa faras workod 

substautiaiajr full tlM at aa off-tba-fara job. It aould soaa roasonablA 

to assuBs that part-tiaa faraing aotivlties oa a particular farm aould ba 

largaly carried oa by otliar a«ib«rs of the faallgr, Howerer, such was act 

the case. 

Estlaates were obtalaed d\iriiig the surrey reXatire to how auoh 

fara labor was perforaed by rarlous aazbers of the faaUy. As Indicated 

by Table 7, spproxlaately k9 percent of the fara work was perforaed tgr 

the fara (qairator, 26 pereent by the fara wife, 22 pereeot by ehlldraa 

sad three pereent by others. Practically no hired labmr was used* 7e*y 

little dlff«renee existed la proportion of labor perforaed by rarlous 

aadbers of the faally between faalUes In the Klngsport srea and faalliea 

in the (3iattanooga area, la aost eaeea labor of the wife and children me 

largely srppleasntal to the operator*s labor rather than replacing. Many 

ef the operatora eaqpreesed the feeling that other faally labor ms rery 

helpful la carrying on the fara prograa but that the responsibllliy ef 

pianalwg, initiating snd dlrectiag of ths work oa ths part*tias fara wore 

largely rested in the operator* 

Fara nsterxnlses 

A ailk oow, one or two hogs for hme use, a few dhiekens and a 

sasll gardsn were ths prsdoalnsnt fara snterprlses oa ths 106 pari*tlas 



�

 

a 

TABUE 

ESTlUAfED mis OF UBO& m FARM FERFOBlfBD BI FASIOUS Mnaroiega 
Off THE FAmU,106 lABT-TIME FiBMS^ SASf TEKHESSEB, 1950* 

t Kingsport Area * Chattaaooga Araa| Faros 
Faailj t 
■sad&sr tkllb, (bqrs tfarosirt liio. days iPercent tl^o. dajrs t^arcent 

I labor laf total t labor ;of total t labor todT total 

Operator $9 $0 47 $$ 49 
Wife 31 26 28 2624 24 
Children 2k 21 26 27 Z$ 22 
Othwr k 3 2 2 3 3 

Total 118 100 98 100 111 100 

*Ths estimates vere obtaixiad directly firoa the faally durlxig the 
intervlev. It appears that the total niiai»er of days labor was OTer-
estlaated. Estlaated days of labor performed was 68 perosat greater
thaa man-ierwk unit estiaates indleate would be needed for present 
enterprise eeatblnatlons. Mui-^ork unit estimates were based on the 
enterprises on the farm. Despite this oTsrestlnation, it Is likely
that the relative anount of labor performed by various medaere of the 
family was fairly aceurate. 
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farats Tobacco vac aa Ij^portent antezprise in "Uia Kingaport aroa but 

not in tha Cbattanooga araa* Cotton and tz*uok eropa woro iaqportant easb 

erops on aono faraa in tho (3iattanoogn araa* Truck orops^ other a 

gardaa« vara raportad on approxiaataly 10 porcant of all tiia part-tima 

fanw (Table YI). 

UiHc oova vara raportad en 92 paroant of tho fania but over half 

of t^aa faraa had only one eov. Boga vara rapojctad en 63 percent of 

the faraa but half of thaaa faraa had tvo hoga or laaa. Mlsatr-oao 

paroant of the faraa raportad a poultry antarpriaa but only aix faraa 

had 0T«r ̂ hens* Of the 106 faraa, 9^ reported gardana which ware 

alaoat atxcluaivaly for hmaa uaa* The produotiTe organiaation indioataa 

Tery strongly that thaae part-tiae faxaara wwa intereatad aainly in 

providing food for hoaa oraauaptiwi* Ih most caaaa, aalaa from the part> 

tiaa farms were lergaly surplua production froa hoaa use antarpriaaa 

rather than froa eoaaardal antarpriaaa* IRia aajor axcaptiona to this 

vara the tobacco and cotton anterpriaea. 

The pradoatnanoa of certain fam antarprises was nora pronotmead 

in the Kingwport area than in the Chattanooga area* Four mtarpriaas, 

adlk eowa, hoga, poultry, and gardan, wara reported on ovar 90 pereant 

of tha farma in the Kingapcrt area* In tha Gbattanooga araa, a gaarden 

wna tha pradoiinant antarpriaa and waa found an 89 pareant of the faraa. 

Milk cowa wara tha only other antarpriaa raportad on ov«r 80 pereant of 

tha faraa in tha Chattanooga araa. Of tha 11 aajor antarpriaaa found on 

tha 106 partotlaa farma, nine wara waem pradoainant on faraa in tha Kinga* 

pert araa than farms in the Chattanooga area. Cotton and truck crops 

were tha only two antarpriaaa that w«ra raportad aara froquantly in tha 
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Chattanooga araa than in the Eingspart aarea (Tahla TX), 

Off-Farn E^aloyaent 

Moat of tho fans oporators Intorriavad ware aaqployod at a fulX-

tiaa, off-tho^ara job. In fact, 85 percent of the faraera worked off 

tho fara 225 daya or aore during 1950 (Table VII). Consequently, farm 

work perforaed by the ̂ rator was largely a matter of weekends, days 

off, and labor perforaed before and after work eaoh day. As a result, 

the timing of farm jobs aost likely would be determined largely by whm 

the operator had spare time from his off-farm snployaent rather than when 

the particular job Meded to be done. 

Practically no relationship existed between the nuaber of daye the 

farm operator worked off the farm and farming aotlTltles. haivwork unit 

estimates end sales per farm raried little with the nuaber of days the 

farm operator worked off the farm (Table TII). A correlation eoeffleient 

between days work off the farm and man-work units of -.01 was not 

statistically signifloant. Farming aotinties of a particular paxk-time 

operator aeemed to be a product of the indiridual'e desire and initiatiwe 

ratoer than the spare time a-vailable for farm work. 

nearly 60 peroent of the part-time famers were employed at nearby 

industrial plants. Over half of these were eqployed at a single pViyt in 

the Kingsport area. Twenty-three percent were eflq>loyed in service trades 

such as bus and truck dxlvers, mschanics, postal servloe, teaching, etc. 

Fifteen percent wwe self-eoployed carpenters, painters, saw operators 

and similar occupations. Three percent were engaged in miscellaneous ei^ 

ploymsnt. 
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TABLS ?II 

MIS WORKED OFF FARM REUTED TO FARMINO ACTIVITIES, 
106 PABT-TIME FARMS, EAST TEMNESSEE, 1^50 

»portln, ; ^ 
! Nwbsr'F.rcent' ',/??■ > 

■ ■•:.■. ' « (day) : (doUai^) 

Itad«r 22$ 
225 - 249 

l6 
40 

0$ 
38 

71 
67 

|)jgj. 

250 - 274
275 And over 

31
19 

29
18 

68
53 

565 

All t»rm 106 lOO 66 
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MARKETIMQ ACTIVITIES 

7b* aarketlng of farm products from part-time farms is aot fvj 

ix^rtant from tb« standpoint of the total market economgr* Volume of 

sales is too smell to bare aagr apiureciable effect on such things as 

total market si^plgr, prioes, and seasooalitgr in any particular are*. 

Any Ixqportattos attached to marketings of farm products from part-time 

farms mast lie in uhat these sales and the resulting inoome mean to 

individual farmers# Consequently, the marketing actiTities of this 

grotqp of farmers will be viesed and analysed from the indiTidual 

farmer** standpoint# 

foluaa of Sales 

Crer 98 pereent of the part-time farmers included in this stu4y 

imported marketing some quantity of farm produets in 19^0. The volume 

of sales varied considerably from farm to farm and from are* to area. 

Qu all farms reporting sales, volmee of sales varied from <10 to |2760. 

Average sales per farm vas |^30. Hoirevsr, there vas a concentration of 

farme in the loeer sales range (Table VIII). The modal value of sales 

per farm vas <328. (ki the other band, apprazimately 20 peremt of the 

farms reported sales of farm products in excess of |900. 

Variation in sales betvoen areas was also quite evident. Sixty-

seven farms in the Kingsport area reported sales averagii« |698 per farm 

as contrasted to an average of only |228 per farm for 37 farms in the 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

f
A
B
X
£
 7
1
I
I
 

a4
I£
S 
PE
R 
FA

RM
 A
ND

 V
AR
IA
TI
ON
 I
S
 S
AL
ES
 B
m
E
S
H
 K
IN

QS
PQ

Ii
T 
AN
D 
CE
AT
TA
SO
OO
A 
AI
KA
S,
 

lS
>k
 P
AB

TJ
TU

ii
B 
FA

RM
S,

* 
EA

ST
 T
ES
HE
SS
EE
, 
1
9
^
 

OC 

t
1 

Al
l F

ax
ms

 
C
b
a
t
t
s
n
o
c
^
 A
r
e
a
 

t
 

B
a
n
g
*
 l
a
 

t 
S
o
a
i
M
r
 

i
P
u
r
e
w
i
t
 
t
 
S
a
l
e
s
 

1
lf

iB
d}

«r
 

t 
P
e
r
c
e
n
t
 
i

S
a
l
e
s
(

I
R
n
b
e
r
 

t
 
F
«
r
e
e
n
t
 
t

S
a
l
e
s
 

S
a
l
r
a
 

t
f
a
r
a
a
 r
a
-
t
 

o
T
 

t 
p
e
r
 

t
f
a
n
o
s
 r
e
~
(
 

o
f
 

i
 

p
e
r
 

s
f
a
r
m
 
r
e
-
t
 

o
f
 

« 
p
e
r
 

t 
p
o
r
t
i
n
g
 
t 

f
a
n
e
s
 

t
 
f
a
r
m
 

t
 
p
o
r
t
i
n
g
 
t 
f
a
r
m
 

t 
f
a
r
m
 

t
 
p
o
r
U
L
n
g
 
t 

f
a
r
o
s
 

t 
f
a
r
m
 

♦
1

-1
3

0
0

 
! 

ii6 
43

 
♦1

39
 

t: 

17
 

25
 

H
iiS

 
st 

29
 

78
 

♦L
33

 
1 

♦3
01

 -
16

00
1 

23
 

22
 

45
0 

* 
19

 
28

 
46

2 
I 

4
 

U
 

39
3 

t 

♦6
01

 -
$9

00
 

« 
13

 
12

 
72

6 
t 

10
 

14
 

73
3 

t 
70

4 
t 

1
^1

 -
lia

o
o

 
t 

2
2
 

21
 

13
20

 
» 

21
 

30
 

t
im

 
1 

3
90

9 
t

t 

t
t 

T
o

ta
l 

t 
10

4 
98

 
15

30
 

t 
67

 
97

 
16

98
 

t 
37

 
10

0 
12

28
 

*X
m

 tm
xm

» 
la

 tb
a 

Ki
ng

sp
ar

t a
rs

a 
r^

rt
e

d
 n

o 
sa

le
s 

in
 1

9$
0.

 

to
 



28 

Chattanooga area (Tabla VIII). Ovar 78 peroant of tha faraa in tho 

Chattano^a area aold lass than 1500 of farm producta froa tbair faraa 

in 1950. Onljr ona fara nqportad aalaa in caeeas of |900. Ih tha Kii«a-> 

port area 25 paroent of the farma had a oaah inooaa froai aala of fam 

producta of laaa than $500 while ovar 50 paroant of the farms reported 

aalaa in axoass of j^OO (averaging |L339)« 

Producta Marketed 

Tobacoo waa the main aouroe of farm salea on the part-time farma 

aecounting for nearly U2 peroant of all aalaa. Fifty faraa grew an aver 

age of .6 acre of tobaeeo and reported aalea which averaged |lt63 per farm. 

Of all farnera reporting tobacco allotmanta, only two failed to grow aagr 

tobacco. Fcnr various reaaona a few of the farmers failed to grow their 

(mtire allotment. The acreage aUotmaat program in affect on burlsy 

tobacco probably led many part-time fanaera to grow tobacco who would 

not have othertiise. The value of growing a crop of tobaoeo on a fara 

roottlto not only from tho ineomo derived in any one year from aale of 

the earop but alao from retaining the acreage aUotmaet for future yeara. 

Brovlaiona of the allotment program are such that faraera who fail to 

plant thalr allotmant do so at the ride of taking a reduction in the 

tobacco allotment on their farm. Tha acreage allotment of tobaeeo for a 

farm ia alao to aomo extant ineorporatod into tho eapital value of tho 

farm. Several of tho farmers expressed that their main reason for grow* 

ixm a tobaeoo crop in 1950 waa to inauro kaeping thair allotment for 

future uae. 
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Gattl* and ealves mIsb, occurring on $9 porooafc of tlio faraoy 

W9it9 roporiod aoro f^roqnontiy than s&los of aogr othsr product* Saronty-

thoroo farm reported cattle and calvea aalea areragii« |l7i|par famu 

Otmp tvo^thlrda of theae aaXea (average of |aL20 per farm reporting) w«p» 

the aals of veal oalvea, largely tha offapring of the family eov. Earn-

erar^ a few farmra were following the practice of ao^niring an additicoaX 

ealf to raiao to veal eiie on the dairy oov. Slightly over 10 peroeot of 

the farm reported thia practice in X9$0» 

The aale of i^JLk and nilk iMrodueta were reported en 2? percent of 

the farm. Salea per fam averaged for thoao reporting aaoh aalea. 

liaetyofive perorat of adlk and nilk produeta aalea were the reault of 

edLlk aalea and five peroeot from butteri buttemilk and erean. Bight 

farm reported nilk aalea in exceaa of |gOO* 

Poultry and egg aalea were repcMrted on over half of the farm, but 

volum of aalea per farm was low, averaging only |S3 per farm for tha 56 

farm reporting siich aalea. Salea of other products such as truck eropa, 

eotton, grain and hega wore Inpcrtant on a few farm. Por eaoMple, ene 

fam reported tha aale of pole beans to the eocttint of |810. A Bradley 

Oonnty farmr sold a cotton crop for 1300. Another farmer reported the 

aale of 150,000 strawberry plants for an inooae of $(1^. 

etiir 
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TABI2 IX 

KIND km TALUS OF FROLUGTS UAMLTED FfiCSl 106 PARI-tHfE 
FABMS, EAST TSKNSSSSS, 19^ 

,Pmnw Reporting Sales , .^^erceat 
Prodttet , all 

jlniiAesr I erosobj s®ies iner fam* sales 

febaoM $0 k1 11463 1216 1*2 
Cattle and oalTss 73 69 1714 120 23 
Milk and bUIc produots 27 1625 355 85 
drain and Hay 15 Ik 177 25 5 
Truck crops 16 15 110 22 It 
Hogs 17 16 m 19 it 
Poultry and Iggs 56 2253 63 it 
Other 10 9 117 11 2 

Total 16k 98 033 020 100 



n 

Oantxmit la l^roduets Sold la tlie Qiattakaoogft Atm and 

^Kingfp(n1^ Atm 

8al»s from $9 tmcma In th* KSngaport aroa vnrtLgtA |682 par 

farm as contrasted to only ̂ 28 per farm for 37 farms in the Chatta* 

asoga airea* ^st of the differences were aeeountad for by barley 

tobacco and allk sales (Table Z}« SeTea1yM>ne percent of the part* 

time farmers greir and sold a tobaeeo crop in the Klngsport area (aver 

age value per farm of |b68) while only one farmer reported selling a 

tobaeeo crop in the Chattanooga area. The explanation of this differ-

enee oan be largely found in a nora natural adagitatioo of the Kingsport 

area to tobacco culture and the consequent ectabliehment of acreage 

iMmtrol fdd.ch new restricts tebaeeo acraaga on all farms. Sinoa burl^ 

tobacco was the important souroo of ineeao on pazl^time faram la tho 

Xingspmrt aroa« tho lack of such acreage aUotnents on most faxmie in 

the Chattanooga area aomeshat restrict eowaosde pesaibillties of part-

time farmera in this area as coopared te the Kingspcnrt area where a 

large portira of ttw farms do have allotmenta. 

Sale of milk and milk products was the other important factor 

contributing to differencoa in aalae botwoan tha two aroaa. For all 

farms mlIk sales averaged dl20 per farm in the Klngsport area and only 

fUl in tha Chattuaooga area. The differenees between, the too areas 

was largely due to xolune of oalea por farm rathor than tho proportion 

of farmers eelling milk and milk products. learly iil percent of the 

farms in the Kingpport area reported milk and milk product sales as 

compT9d to 32 perosnt of ths farms in the Qmttanooga area. Sales per 
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TABIE Z 

ClOiniAJT I* $Z8D AMB TAlZffi OP fBOIXJCfS ll&BKETSD, 6f PART-TIMS 
FARIQ, K1HQ3FGRT AREA AND 17 BLRT-TIME PAEMS^ 

CHATTANOOOA AREA, X9SQ 

Klngsport Araa I Cbaittanooga Area 
>3^0PTfy I tSaJlea per Taura 

Product tPercoxit1 Farms: All IPercent: Farms i ill 
toelllngtaelllngi faraw «sellingIaeXllagt faraa 

■MHWMMMBMMMwaVMMHMMMIMBaMMdHiMMMMMMMMNHMa 

Tobacoo 71 m $332 t 3 1204 1 6
Milk and milk products ia 297 120 : 32 123 21 
Cattle and oalvea 72 200 t 62liiS 117 73 
drain and Bay 17 171 30 f 8 200 16 
Boga Ik 111 16 t 16 151 25 
Trade eropa 10 lik k 1 30 181 54 
Poultzy and Eggs 55 kl 23 t 5X 52 18 
Cotton -m t 14 119 a 
Other 7 16$ 12 f 8 99 8 

t 

8 

Total ?8 $696 1682 t 100 8228 1228 
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t%xn avwraged ̂ 97 in the Kingiqpart ar«a and j3.23 In Chattanooga 

araa* Most of the sales in the Kingaport area were to aanufaotorlng 

plants (99 peroent)i^le nost of the sales in the Chattanooga area 

wezw to relatives and neighbors (one farsMr sold to a cheese plant), 

the presenoe of eilk rootes for ooUeoting angraded ailk in tlie Kings-

port area wMch reach nost of the fame as oontrastod to practioaliy no 

sttdh outlets in the Qiattanooga aroa probably account for nuoh a£ the 

differences in adlk and ndlk product sales, this factor further liadts 

the ectmomlo possibilities of part-time fanners in the Chattanooga aroa 

as oontrastod to thoso in the KLngsport area. 

Truck srcps and cotton salos woro snre prsdnainant in the Chatta 

nooga area. £leven of the 37 fanas in this area repox>ted truck crop sales 

oonsisting largely of strawberries^ beans and potatoes. A few faxvers re 

ported truck crop enterprises of oensoroial scale. Sales of tru^ erope 

in the King^port area were mostly surplus products from garden enterprisos. 

Five farmers la the Chattsnooga area reported cotton enterprises with salos 

averaging |dl9 per faxu. Sales of cotton indicatod a rather low pro-

duetlTity, averaging only per acre on five fame as conpared to |B7 

per acnro for all Hamlltan and Bradley County farmers growing cotton in 

19U9.^ 

^Data 9a cotton sales en Bradley and Hsailt<m County farms for 
19]|9 taken from 1950 United States Qnsus of Affriindtur«« eg;^ dt. 



of Iburlctting tgr Uiati pt ̂ litrpxlses 

tim ToltoMi of ogricultural product that is mrkstsd at a particu~ 

lar tiaa will datenaine to a largs axtant hoa aoeh afforb a fanaar osa 

profitab;ijr asqpand ia aorkating his products through highest prlca out* 

Xets* k faxBkar who has XOO dosra of aggs to maxicat on a giran dayr has 

anough to gain hy an additicmalfiva or tan cents par dosen to warrant 

Ofmsidwatioa of altamatiwa aarkats, to transport his product oon-

sidsrable distance to a better oarket and to bargain for higher priea* 

On the other hand, a farmer with only ona or two doten of eggs to joarkot 

at a particular tins has little justifieatlon for expending nuoh effort 

to mrket his products at aqy other than the iK)8t o<«venient outlets. 

Sgg prices at tlis nsdi^dMnhood groesxy nay be considerably lower than in 

the city but the difference not sufficient to pay for the additional 

transportatian and other costs assoedatsd with soring his product to ths 

city Bourkat. If a ooarsaiwit oaxkat ia not available, in saxy oaaas 

nazkating costs on saall volumes say be too gircat to justify aarketing 

at all. 

The rcHvam of sales from part-tise farns is eioaXl. Such sales re 

sult largely from surplus production frcan an enterprise, the site of whioh 

is largely geared to hone use purposes. This mesas that sales will not 

(m3y likely be small la volums but oro also likely to be seaaonal and 

irregular. Ifarketit^ of this sort cannot be conducted ia a very efficient 

■snnsr. 

Vith the exception of the tobacco enterprise, the else of most 

enterprises on part-time farms was sueh as to provide products primarily 



for hono us« and aalos wars aoMsndiat incidaotol to th« Iwmi «m pavpOM, 

Consider for exanqpXe the daixy antorprise* Ifinety-<«iae of the 106 faraa 

reported one or nwe dairy eoirs* Hotrerer^ In 83 peroont of the oases the 

dairy enterprise consisted of two coas or less and only m percent of 

these cases reported any sales (Table II). Only xtioe farm reported 

over three isllk cows. Milk wu sold naliily In the spring and early 

sumar and usually la smll dally aaounts (2-3 gallons}. Butter^ butter-

allk, and cream sales were reported en 12 farms, usually to neighbors or 

relatives* All of the 12 farms had three milk cows or less. Except for 

a few eases toe sale of milk and milk products wae of such small scale 

or Tolune that effloieot marketing of thasa proctuots was of Uttla con 

cern to the part-time farmer* 

The poultry enterprise offers still furtoer evidanoe of the lade 

of maxicet orientatlaa of enterprises on part-time farms. Even though 91 

peroent of the farms reported a poultiy enterpriea, none of the farm had 

a comiflorcial flock. All flocks contained less than 100 hens, and 76 per 

cent of tlw farms reported flocks of liO hsna or less (Table XIX)* The 

averaga sloe flock on the farms repox*tlng po\iltry was JL hens* Bbcaeily 

half of the farms ropoorted egg sales averaging only 132 par faxm. In 

most cases egg sales involved only cato or two dosen eggs at any trans-

action. Slxtem of the farms reported other poultry sales averagiiig #32 

per farm* Both the proportion of farmers selling and voltnae of sales 

psr farm Increased as the sise of the floek Increaeed (Table III), but 

even on farmc with Ifi bmo or man, sales were not signlfioant enouid^ ie 

ctreate any real market concern among the paurt-time farmers. 
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TABLB XI 

3IZS mmsEnmmjSR axd marketinq of hiu:asd mux noxxjcxs. 
106 PARF-TBfB FARMS, 1^50 

* yinmi a«ll-i Arerage Salas Per Fani 

: .au , *- ^ Biiit , ! wlU# : turn 

0 7 
1 56 7 6 $h$ 1 9 
2 26 6 U 131 50 
3 8 5 a 193 168 

«•k 3 3 li90 iiSK) 
•>5 3 3 lllO ijlO 

6 a 2 796 796• 

m7 1 1 860 860 

fetal 106 27 12 1355 185 
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TABLE Zn 

aiZE OF POUmi FLOCX AHD M4RKETIN0 OF POULTRI AliD JPOUUftl jPRQDUCTS, 
106 PARt-TlMB FARMS, BAST TBNIOSSSKB, 1950 

t 1 Salss t Other Fottiti^'^ImsBangs in 
t Farms t fSales per taxBt tSales per farmmonbcr of jroporting :Rmnber: roporting t Itanber i reporting

bmxo 
s t fame t sales t farms t sales 

0 9 
1-20 30 2 317 2 1 31 
21 - iiO la 26 26 5 25 
Ja -60 23 20 k3 7 35 
60 and ovar 3 3 25 2 la 

Total 106 S3 $ 32 16 #32 
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Bog8^ th« third mott layportaat enbarprlse, vas r^ortod on 83 par-

cent of the part-tlBis faxns. hoireTerj only 16 percent of the farnui re 

ported sales, and only four farms reported oirer four head of hogs* A 

8(du>ol Janitor had the (mly eoanercial hog enterprise* He fattened and 

sold 111 hogs, finished largely fron garbage obtained at the school and 

ether looal eating establishments* Bbcespt for this unusual sittiatioa 

hog sales were an uainportant muree of inooae. Sales occurred so seXdom 

that ai^ extra effort with regard to such factors as selection of high 

price nazicets, planning to take advantage of seasonal market peaks and 

amrketing at most {rofitabls weights would not havs been warranted. 

Over three-fourths of the farmers had two hogs cor less* 

Sale ef veal calves fron part-time farms with different sis» dairy 

hards is shown in Table ZIII. IMces for veal calves wire very favorable 

during 1^50« averaging |28 to^per hiaidredireight for animals marketed 

from these faras* However, since maziceting of this sort was largely eon-

finsd to sale of the offspring of the family oow, it is unlikely that ai^ 

change in price or market situati(m would be of any great concera te the 

part-time farmer. 

Methods of Barketlng 

The method of marketing various products from part-time farms is 

ihOMi In Table XIT* Convenience of oiztXet was the primary reasm given 

by femers for dioosing particular outXets* Market price eensideratleBs 

were mentioned in a few cases* Part-time fanaers* interest in eonvenisnoe 

of market rather than pries is largely the result of small volums and the 
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TABU znz 

SALE OP mL CALVES PBQlf DAIRI ANIMAIS, 106 PABT-TZME FARMS, 
SA8T TSMSSSSBE* 1950 

TZ^-rZr". mZTT^^F 
Milk ooirt I rmortlng loaXraa fro«t sold i 

t »ial»y coira i i 

•0 7 
1 56 33 38 863 
2 26 22 1(8 128 
3 8 7 2li 188 
h 3 3 9 191 
5 3 2 8 256 
6 2 2 7 a2 
7 1 1 10 600 

Total 106 70 lllli 8L20 

i l:' ' y4: 
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TABI2 IVf 

W&m omM OF SFSOFIC FARM OOiffiODITI]]:S» 106 FAHX*TZ1IS FARMS« 
EAST TEMNESSEE, 1950 

1 t Percent 
CkMBBodlty t Maricat Outlet t of 

t sCoaaooditir* 

Cattle and LLrastock auctioo 5U 
oU.ves B«Qrer at fam 1»3 

Xaiidi^ 3 

Mtite and Balatlres «id naigbbozv 6 
oilk prodtets Umufactxirlng plants 91 

Otbsr 3 

Eggs Looal stora 52 
Stores in naarlQi^ towns 12 

Ralatiyes aad aslgfetbors 26 
FLaoa of aaploTasnt 10 

Begs Bsgrar at fars^ i|2 
liTsstock auetioa and markets 
Otter 9 

Tobacco Tobacco auctions la aaarbsr towns 100 

Truck crops Paraers laarket 50 
At the fam^ 31 
Fraaslng plant 12 
Other 7 

*Bas«d m dollar voluma of aalea. 

^'Soaa fat h(^s wara sold to bvqrars for resala. Ilga vara 
ttsaally sold to aaigbbors for fattanlng purposa. 

^Frlxiolpally to naighbars aad at roadslda laarkats* 



•■sodatad dlMMnoKUt of oaqpondlng additional effort in getting the 

prodaet to a higher price outlet* 

Over 71 percmrt of tirie farm products were aarheted tamy tram the 

fare. All of the tobaooof which aecounted for over liO percent of all 

sales froB part->tiiM faras^ was sold at nearhgr tobacco aucticns* Tobacoo 

auetimis inrolved were loeated at Johnacn City, BogersrLlle^ aresneTille« 

TcBnsseee« and Ahiagton, Virginia* Faraers eiqpressed the feding that 

the tobacco aarkets were well-^ganised with practically no price varia 

tions between different aaxkets for idmtical grades. 

HinetyHMTen peroent of ailk and ailk products sold were aarketed 

at the farm* host of this was sold to aanufactvring plants and was col 

lected at the fara daily. All of the ailk and ailk products sold were 

ungraded. Qrade A ailk production is not a aaaaingfal altematiTo on 

part-tiae faras* The saall Toluae of productiaa would not Justify the 

relatively large capital investamts necessary to aeet the saaitazy re 

quirements established f<nr Qrade A producers. 

Slightly over half of the cattle and calves sold were aarketed at 

livestock auction aarkets in Bristol^ J6bns<ni City, (h'eeneville, lings-

pert, Xhgrten, caevelsnd and Chattanooga* Besever, only It poreont of the 

aniaals were actually taken to aesricet ley tho owner. In aoat eaaes the 

owner either acid the anlanl directly to a bnyer at farm or hirod 

tho aniaal transported to aarket by a neighbor* Sinoe livestock auctiana 

are operated on soaen^t an iaparsonal basis, aoat of ths oparators fait 

that presanoa at the sale was not neeeaaary to inmre a fair price* Over 

43 peroent of the cattle and calvae sold wart aaxkated directly to bsyere 
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at tha fam. Mtm famara foUoalQg tUa firactiaa raaacnad that prlcaa 

raealTad vam prohaUy slightly lomr, but that tiaa dmnads of thair 

off'^arn job preTantad aazfeeting thronfib ragular livaatode auotloa 

•alas* 

Eggs vara sold principally to a local stora or to relaUras and 

saighb<n^s. Oror half of all aigs sold wora oarkstad at tha Xoaal stmra, 

usually in tra<]a for ̂ oarias. Ifany adoitted that price was loa^ but 

that sbmU vdIumb Umitad tha use of other outlets* Ifoarly 10 paroant 

of iCLl aggs sold uara aarlBatad by the opaxutor at his place of off-fans 

saployMHt. ?rioa par dosan araragad kX osnts for aggs sold at local 

atoras, iiJb cants to ralatiTaa and naighbors, UU cents in nearly cities 

and 1|9 cents for those sold at place of aa^loyamt* 

• .'' if \hu,J v.,I 

.r". .'• » i » '■ >-> . i J ' »•.«».• 1 ' t\ 
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CH&FTBR I? 

MARKET HiOBLEMS AND IMPLIGATIONS 

The sale of farm products from part-tine fame most be Tleired 

and eralnated from the stanc^iat of existing marketing atroctviree* 

lack of a good market for apeeifie products produeed on part-time faxiu 

doea not in itaelf indieate a defeet in the market nedbaaiem. The bur-

dra of pTOvlding farm cMmmedities in the right form, at the proper place 

and at the right time eoasTuer demande diotate, rest sith the produoer. 

lUiTfiealties of selling products in a form for vhleh there is little or 

no eonsumer demand dees not e<mstitute market Inadequaegr. Bather it is 

a failure of the producer to adapt his prodactiYs organisation to best 

advantage with reepeot to market demands* 

Since part-time farmers market products in such small quantities 

and at irregular intervals, specific markets which might serve the needs 

of this group of farmers usually ars not justified* Rather thegr »urt 

make use of existing market chanxiels which serve commercial farmers* 

Preblsms sneountered Igr part-tims farmers in aMdceting surplus fazia oom-

Bodities from their farms are in some rsq>ecte the same prohlems en 

countered bgr any farmer marketing small quantities* lack of bargaining 

poser, high narket costa in relation to wolune, and to some extent a 

laCk of eoncezn for using the most efficient narket outlets are pr^la 

oommon to any group of farmers prod\ieii3g on a small scale. 
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BroblMUl of VoluBB and Seal* 

k farmer uaually rates a given maiicet aa exoelXent, good, fair, 

or peor baaed on his evaluaticm of adeqoa^ of market priee* Priee dm-* 

panda to a large aoEtmot upon the markmt outlet and upon the bargaining 

position of the individual. Frioe variations betareen different market 

outlets arm often eonsiderabl*, and a farmer she has kncerledge of these 

variaticma and is in a pesition to ehooae among several outlets is in a 

preferred position relative to a farmer who has onlf one eoonoadeaX market 

outlet available. Mrgaining position of an Individual in the market de* 

pends mostly upon volume and to soew eatent on regular patrenisation of a 

eertaia market. 

Beoause of his small volume end hi|^ degree of irregularity of 

sales the part-time farmer is in a relatively poor porition both from 

the •tan<it>oint of being able to choose betmema markets and in his bar 

gaining position. Goavsnienoe of outlet, in most eases, aiust take 

priority over prloe eonsidsretions. Ihiit tran8portati<m costs will 

limit sbiimnnt or transporting products to more distant and perhaps 

higher jnrloe outlets. 

Poultry and eggs, adJLk and aUk {uroducts, and track crops are 

products particularly limited in this respect. The commeroial poultry-

man marketing several cases of eggs per day earn often contract £ar 

special markets for his eggs at premium priees. The part-time farmer, 

marketing only one or two dosan of ̂ s at any one transaoti<m usually 

finds it to his advantage to cbeose the nearest or meet eonvsnient out 

let regardless of market price differentials. MLlk is usually marketed 
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In snnli n nuill dailjr toXvm that only tb* presenoe of a narkat at tha 

fana, aithar in tha for* of a allk routa for lagradad or dlraet 

aalaa to raXati'vaa and nalghbara^ aakaa it aeononloal to aarkat adlk at 

all* la tha oaaa of txnuik eropa^ tha abaanee of sooe CNKiTmieixt aarkat 

oftaa rasults in no isaiketing at all and indirectly to no produeticm for 

salea purposes* The aaall volume of sales from part-time farms restricts 

bargaining for higher price which often aceoBftanias large volmaa aalaa* 

The market outlets available and piricos roeoivod for some producta 

marketed by part-tiae farmers are modi tha same as for other farmera* 

Tobacco, the main source of cash income «a tho pax^t-time fazms studied, 

was all sold at tobaeoo auction aiurkets. It is unlikely that pairt-time 

famez's would suffer any price discrimination in markets of this sort* 

&lnes transportati^ oost in relation to value is low on tobacco and 

markets are well dispereed throughout the area, distance to market was 

not a problem. About half of the livestodc sold fr<m part->time farms 

were sold at livestock auction markets. Prices received by part~time 

farmers at saoh markets are likely to be eoaparable to those received 

by ooBsmrciaX fsxaunrs in the area* Sinco markets axe availabls in most 

of the small tcims in the areas, ineonveniaaee of market was no problsmu 

As sales at most of the markets oecicrred only on certain days of Uie 

week, off-farm oaploymant often ccmflicted with getting the anlmale to 

market sn sales day. Scaas faxmsrs ty-passod this problem by selling to 

local buyers at the farm* 

Tho hoaw -ttso oriontation of tho productlvo organisation on part-

tlmo farms intwisifios tho problem of small seale and asaoelatod laarketing 



diffleultl**. Moft part-tlo* i»auat» prodtna* nail nouota of aoiwral 

farm pz>oduets« and at a roault ▼olxana of production of either product 

it too tmall to eontributo to the nott orderly typo of atarkoting* It 

it posaiblo that a part~ttmo farm organised to produeo one or too o<n»-

laoditiot for vhich an adequate or a special aarkat vat arailable vould 

realise noro retorat for his efforts than by producing prlnarily for 

boat ute* For ascaaplOf a special egg naxlcet at the place of e^plegnaeat 

■Igbt Jnttlfy a partotine famr tpeclaliting la produeiag eggt Inttead 

of producing a eida sariety of producte* 

Pennds of Off-Pam Kgi|>l^aeat Conflict With 

Efficient Nertceting 

iiaiqr ef the produotioa and narketing problena n part*tine fane 

ere labor problem. Since met of the qperatore of the part-tim 

faimre included in this study one eopltqred off the fern 225 daye or 

mre« faning aotiYitiee vwre largely spare tiae projeote and were 

relegated to a secondary poaition vith respect to the full-tim job. 

Any confliete in tine denands between the off-fern job and fan taake 

would likely be resolved in favor ef the off-farn job. If noet efficient 

■artceting of a product involved taking a day off voik^ ehanooa an that 

the product would bo narkoiod at a noro convoniont outlot or not at all. 

Conflieta botwoon tino doasnda of tho off-farn mplaynent and 

orderly narknting, in aona cases, actually netrieted production of 

oertaia products. Truck erops is an eanuqple. Tinelineas of narketing 

is very critical with smt truck erops beeauso of periidMibility. At 
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■atttPity, aaxicetings nut occur rathn? regularly and uith little 

flexibility as to when to narket. Ttao spare tliae available froa «a 

off-tho-fara ^ob often does not coinoide with tiae 'IflrnflTHt for orderly 

aarketing of truck crops* This factor of tiae confXiets betsoen off~ 

fara Job and aarketixig of farm products acts as a deterring factor to 

prod\zcing any product on partotias faras irbero tieieliness of aarketing 

is important. 

lack of Interest in Efficient Marketisg 

Sineo aest part-^iao farasrs vlev their fara operation as a hons« 

use proposition^ seen do not approach the problea of disposing of surplus 

fara products fToa aa ooonoaio viewpoint* Unconcern for aost efficient 

mrketlng results in aarketing of products at lew priee outlets, or in 

OMM oases of not aarketing certain products at all even though a aartcot 

outlet aay be available. This was particularly true for egge, ailk, 

fruit and truck crops* One person Interriaiwed stated she would rather 

give her surplus eggs awiqr than go to tho trouble oi trying to sell thm* 

SsTeral indicated that soane quantities of fruits or truck orops had besB 

given away or wasted on the fara. Raasons given usually were "1 didn*t 

raise thaa to sell," or "Z didn't want to fool with it." Lack of know— 

lodge of a aarkot opportunity or oworostiaatlon of the effort that would 

haro boon inrolred in aarketing aay have been the real reason in soae 

eases* 

Sinoo pert-tiao fsmers* llTellbood eaast jalaarily froa aon*fara 

e^piXoyaeat^ aexketing of farm products is not ae likely to bo viewed la 
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as strict aa seoaoHis sanso as en fuU-tiiae farms^ ■where tha farmira" 

ea lilf farm laeops* 

AvallahilltT' of Markets 

Urn absanos or presenoa of certain aaxkats in an area affects 

tba aocaioid.e possibilities of all faroers^ part-tine and fuU-tlaa* On 

part-tine farms produotioa possibilities are rather sarlouslo'' United 

baeaxisa soan antexprisas (sneh as dairy and grain) are not adapted to 

sffleienb prodnctlm on a snail seals basis. Maxicat production possi 

bilities are further liaitad because sons entezprises (sridi as truele 

crops and h^qr) are not well adapted to producing en a "spaire" tine basis. 

Adequate naxicets for products vhich can be produced on a part-time fara 

basis is a asst if effcnrts to produce for sale on part-time fans srs ts 

be wortbshile. 

Arerage sales per fara sn 69 part-time farms in ths Kingspoxrb 

area were nearly three times as great as sales on 37 part-tine farms in 

the Chattanooga area, ^st of the differences vere accounted for by 

differences in production and maxlcetlng possibilities betseoi the tss 

areas. Ungraded milk sales accounted for approadastely 25 percent of 

the difference in sales. Routes for collection of ungraded milk: carer 

most of the Kingsport area while such maxicet outlets are practically 

n^^-ecsistwat in the Chattanooga area. Ai^oxinately 75 percent of ths 

difference in sales between the two azwas was due to tobacco sales. 

This difference Is likely to exist as long as the tobacco acreage allot-

Mxt program continues in effect. 
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fbm nark«tlng of tjrack erops wot muoh nort prewaltmit on port-

tlaw farm in the Chattanooga azwa than on farms in tho Kiag^>oz>t airoa* 

A onrfo auuricot in Chattamooga and a fiwoting plant in Dajrton wort tho 

primary truck crop eutlats in tho Chattanooga aroa« No aimilar maikoto 

for truck erops were available in tho Kingsport area. 

In some eases a part«time farmer is in a position to develop a 

special high-prieo market outlet for limited quantities of farm prod 

ucts not available to many full-time farmera. For example, the price 

of egga aold at the farm operator's plaoe of off-i^ana rnqplnymant 

averaged over 20 percent higher than those sold at local stores and 

over 10 percent higgler then city market outlets. It appsars that mars 

part-tims farmers could profitably Invsstigats this type of market 

possibility, kaqy part-time farmers live in rather well-populated 

areas and possibilities for developing a market for small quantities 

of such products as milk, eggs and truck crops amrag nssrby rasidrats 

are worth eensideration. The eo(m<nics of producing for sale on part-

time farms is largely dependent on the availability of adeqiiate markets 

for products which fit well into a part-time farm organisation. The 

availability of suCh markots vary considerably from area to arsa and 

from <Mie fara situation to another. 
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