
40 FARMERS AND FARM PRODUCTION 

Although tho t.ot.al nxpmu:J<$ !\1'0 low for tho ontirn <trna 1.1w 
<tmonnt spent for feed is relatively large ('1\tble 60). Where 
figures from most areas indicate around one-half of the sp0eified 
cxp0nses used to buy feed, these farmers used 60 percent for this 
pnrpm:e ancl tho smaller fn,rmors ns<~d proportionately more than 
t.he larger. 

Table 66.-SPECIFIED FARM ExPENDITUREs ON DAIRY FARMs, BY 

EcoNOMIC CLAss OF FARM, FOR THE OzARK-SPRINGFIELD AREA: 

1954 

Economic cluss offurm 
Hem ----------

Total I III 
-----------1--- -------
Number of farms----------------- 2:l,Ol7 

Avorn.ge per farm: 
M>whlno h!rO.----------dOll>ws .. 
Hired btbor _______________ <lo .... 
Peed~-. ___ -- ________ --- ___ do ___ _ 
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'J'otaL ................ do .... 1,470 18,410 0 '438 3, 465 

A vorugo per crop aero: 
Machine hiro .. _____________ do ... . 
Hired labor. .............. do .. .. 
Feed .................. _ ... do .. .. 
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Fcrtillzor _. _ .............. do ... _ 
Lhno __ ____ --------------.do ___ _ 
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Table 67.-MEASURES OF INcOME AND EFFICIENCY LEVELS FOR 

~ DAIRY FARMS, BY EcoNOMIC CLAss OF FARM, FOR THE OzARK' 

SPRINGFIELD AREA: 1954 

Economic cluss of farm 
Item 

'l'otal I II III IV v VI 
-------------

Nnmber of farms __________________ 23, 017 39 516 I, 962 5,182 8, 988 6, 330 

Gross sales per furm ... _ .dollars .. 2, 595 34, 233 12, GOO 0, 773 3, 414 I, 771 787 
Specific<! expenses per farm 

G, 438 3, 405 I, 883 I, 073 568 dollars .. I, 470 18,410 
Gross sales less specified expenses 

15,823 3, 308 1, 531 698 219 per furm .. _____ ...... _ ... do .... 1, 125 G, 1G2 

Gross sales per man-equivalent .... 1, 990 8, 558 G, 300 4, 615 2, 02G 1, GIO 715 

'l'oLal lnvcsLment-
Per farm ................ dollars .. 12,482 87,686 38, flG9 25,003 15, 410 10, IG8 G, 848 
Por mun-equivalcnL ..... do .... 9,li02 21,022 19,284 17, 260 11,854 9, 244 6,84R 
Per $100 gross salcs ........ do .... 480 256 306 381 453 565 85G 

Percent of sales of dairy products 
(Z) from croarn ______________________ I ------- (Z) I I 4 

Milk sales per cow: 
Dollurs .... _ ... ___ ......... _______ 150 384 261 211 157 118 81 
Pounds (mllk cquivalcnL) _______ 4, 034 9, 408 6, 996 6, 301 4,876 3, 857 2, 76G 

Z 0,5 percent or less. 

8uuh nwasmes of effective farming as sales Jess specified oxponHeH 
total sales per man-equivalent, and dollar or pound milk S!tlc~ 
per cow, all show the less ef:Iiciont use of resources on the smaller 
farms (Table G7). Perhaps this is whn,t should be expocterl. It 
is surprising, however, to find both dolll1r and pound saleA of 
milk per cow (;o be so very little for t.he smaller farm~. Dollar 
milk sales por eow from Economic Cll1ss VI farms wore only one­
fifth (21 percent) of those of Class I farms, while 2\l percrnt. aA 
many pounds per cow were sold. 

The Sl1le of cream, accounting for 4 percent of all sales i11 only 
one economic class, docs not exp!&in much of the price diffPr­
ence. Most of it may be the result of the kind of markets avail­
able for the sml1ller farms. If a larger percentage of milk from 
small farms is used for manufl1ctmod products rather than for 
fiuid consumption, it could well explain much of tho discrepancy. 
No figures are currently available to confirm this surmise. 

Fewer of t.ho small farms used fert.ili~er or lime, and only 200 
pounds were applied per acre compared with 2GO pounds for the 
larger farms (Table G8). Information is not available to show 
whether the lower eost per ton on the smaller farms is the result 
of fertili~er of lower test.. Lime costs were slightly higher on the 
small farms and the per acre application was Jess. Here again, 
there is no information to indicn,te the need for fertilijler and lime 
on farms of different size. 

Are these dairy farms overpriced in terms of production or 
farm income'? It has been mentioned that one method of obtain­
ing a value for farm real estl1te is to ascertain the relation of total 
farm income to the value of the land and buildings. When judged 
by this relationship the dairy farms of this area are valued at. 
about the average of dairy farms in o·t.her meas. The Economic 
Class I farms are valued at. twice tho yel1rly product.ion. This 
ratio increases until it r<>quires about 6 times the yearly produc­
tion to equal t.he Vl1lue of Economic Class VI farms. 

Table 68.-UsE OF FERTILIZER AND LIME ON DAIRY FARMs, BY 

EcoNOMIC CLAss OF FARM, FORT HE OzARK-SPRINGFIELD AREA: 
1954 . 

Economic class of farm 
Item 

Tot>tl II III IV v VI 
-------------

Number of farms __________________ 23,017 30 510 I, 902 51 182 8, 988 6,330 

Fortlllzer: 
Percent of farms using ___________ 07 82 8R 92 85 GO 44 
'J'ons used per farm reporting ____ 4 31 14 8 5 a 2 
Acres upon which used per furm 

reporting ______________________ 37 280 120 73 42 24 10 
A vemgo per acre fertlllzed: 

217 207 Pounds._._ ............. -.... - 220 209 227 229 2!3 
Cost.. ............. -.. dollars .. G. 22 8. 71 6. 70 6. 68 5. 06 6. 00 o. 50 

Lime: 
Percent of farms using ___________ 8 31 26 20 12 
Acres upon which used per farm 

12 10 16 reporting __ .. ___ .... __ .. _______ 13 41 19 15 
A verago per acre limed: 

a, 952 46~~~ 2, 826 Pounds _______________ ........ 3, 050 3, 820 4, 522 4, 027 
Cost ... ____________ ... dollars .. 5. 83 5.34 6. 69 5.30 6. OG 4.40 
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