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A TARN MANAGEMENT- sTUDY
T P CF 52 FARMS XEEPING SHEEP,
SR TR e e’ C@UVTT 19391/‘ S g

by b Y o s
NS s . B h £

Th;e’feport is b;qed én.a\férm m@nagement study of 52 farms in ;ge‘towﬁs

'
of Middleoex and ?otter 1n the northwestern part of Yates Gounty for the year
19139, The receipts and expenses on the whole farm buqiﬁess and tha costs L
and.returnston sheep were obtainﬂd The same typﬂ of studv was made in this |
area and in qouthern Onﬁﬁrlo County for the year 1932~3321 Records were
taken for 1939 only on those farms ineluded in the survey écven years oarlier.

In this arca many farmers Who operatc farms on the better land pasture -
their sheep -in -the partly abandoned arcas to the scuth. Thls pasture.is offen
5 or more miles away and may be owned or rented. To obtain more information
on this detached-pasture the following information was obtained-for all.farms*
in the tows of Middlesex and Pottert number of sheep, nuwber of cows, acros
operatod in 1939 (1nc1ud1ng pasturo), location of each detached pa;cel,‘an@
dlstance from the farmstead. . ;; ] Q;; | o

Tho prlmary obgectlve; gf this study were: (1) to obtain 1nformat10n on
theﬁbiganizatioqgofffaxmgﬁqn-w@;ch sheep were belng kept and what typ@'pf.
fléfgﬁﬁiééﬁiéhwﬁéiﬁ'b9$t§:(Ey.tb#ﬁéibfﬁiﬁgftﬁéiﬁﬁéfgféﬁ&frgﬁ@rgs]pn sheep and
whet. factors accounted for. some farmﬂf;f@ék§gé'ﬁg?§ moqeyJE?Cm éhéﬁﬁ.fhaﬁi
other farmer 3y and (3 té detérmine thbfééneréiAﬁfafiﬁébléﬂégs of the éheéb
enterprise where the sheep we;gﬁpastured-in.pgrplynabandoned areas and the

foed erops were ralsed on good land.

‘1] “The suthors gratofully acknowledze the cooperation of the farmers who
; BAvVe. Fre 1nformat10n,gn which this roport is based, They also wigh %o

expross their apprecintion to Mr. ¢. 5. Robinson, State Bureau of Agria
. eultural Economlcs rqproaentative for hiq assistance in taking the fleld
“records.

2[ "Shaqp Farm Mnnmgoment‘and Production Costs} by P. V. Kepncr, mimeecgraphed
" Yeport A.E.29%, Départment of Agrzcultural Feondmiés, Tihaca, New York,
January, 1940.
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ECONOMIG COWDImIONS IN 1939
Lamb prices were relatlvely hmgh in 1939 and, averagea 3k per cent above

the 1910-~14 average (tabdle 1). ool prlces in the spring of 1939 and milk
during‘thp'Whole vear aversged 10 per cent akove pre-war. ‘Briqes of eges,
wheat; snd beans were low.  The .avogage of prices received for all farm
products in How York 4n.19%9:was approximately pre-war. |

On’the other hand, the costs in farming were 28 per cgnt'apove the Eé?f
war level. :Tho-only c0sts below pre-war wers feed and ferﬁ;lizgr. |

TABLE 1. COMPARI SON OF PRICES OF FARM PRODUCTS
' AKD COSTS. IN. FARMING .IN NEW YORK IN 1939

s

Indox numbers l910wlu 100

Things. bought or. hi*ad* R - Things sold**

Farm wages 122 Lambe (July to Dvromb*“) 1325
Feed ' =~ - o9 C ool (April and May) - - 110
Farm machinery 13k Milk 110
Building moterials ~ T lus T . CBges el 2]
Taxes 259 Theat (July to D@'“1b0W) - go
Superphosphate 96 Beans (September*te Loeember) . . 90
Red clover seed . 107

411 costs o 128 411 farm products ) 101

*: From mimeographed. suppiement to MCosts in Dalry Farmlnm w DV L, C. Gunningham,
Cornell Extonsion Bulletin 427, 1940, o '

** From Farm Fconemics. . FPrices are for New York State. The months for prwues
listed above are when most of the Yates Gounty farmers s6ld tho product.

R

D;Es‘ggr_mw_o@,m ama

PR o LT W

Mogt of the 1and in the towns of Mlddlosex nd’ Potter - thi northwestern

)

part ef Yatcs Count: 1q'a roillng to vough topography Tﬁe Cleatlon ranges

from 700 to 1900 eet abovp soa 1evol At the higher elovaiwong, tn 30115

c.are. derlvod from the weathcrlng of a, thln 1myer of glac"al tﬁll der VQd from

r 2 - 0
PR P B
RS B S .‘,“’A .
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the uh#érlying shales and sandstone rocks.  Thesovaoils are -stid.  In the =

northefr part of thdde towds the' 561l is largoly Ontario which fe.a woll~ -

drained soll containitg Iime. ! This.arca 18 excelleht for the préductisny 1%

I VY

of "cash drops., U v

The' presipitation’ diring the growing beason has averaged 14.3 inches at™ ¥

Penn Yah Ar&716.2 inches At Goneve {ta¥le 2) During 1939 tho rainfall gt %7

Ponn Yo wag11.5 inches for the growing seasen,’ or 78 -per cont of normall - "

The average length of growing season at these -staticns was 153 ‘ard 162 'days
respectivélyy: - Theeo ‘stations dre’ ot ‘theé lower elevations in the arca. The
groving Season would be eonsiderably 'shortér at the highor elevations. Above
700 fééﬁ?“in'NéwﬁYork State, tht length of growing season shortens aboutl foud

. , 4 3f
daye for each 200 foot 'rise in elovation.

pe

TABLE 2. FRECIPITATION AFD LENGTH CF GROWING

©U 7 GEASOW IN YATES AND ONTARTO COUNTIBS - -« v oené 4pn0 0

Preciplsation _ Aveorage
3 : . S ' : e Growing soason -~ .. length of © .-
Station Pericd Anmial  (May 1 to Sept. 30)  groving
- observed  Elevation Vormal 1939 saagoni-
vaars feet inches  inches  inchos days

Penn Yan g2 730 ¢ 29,0 1&g L. v 11.5 157
Goneve* L3 BB -  t33)5 0 16.2 .0 TLU10.5 162
Homlock* 33 920 29 L. Al 13,4 16%

# Geneva and Hemlock are in Cntario County.

TAYWD CLASS OF FARMS
5 4/

In 1937 ‘ah oconomic classification of land was made in Vatcs County.
The land was elassified into 5 classos vaich are defined as follows: Lend

Closs I is mostly woods or abandoned,farm_;and and is bvest adapted to forests

I

and recrecational uscs. Land Class IT is mere intensively wscd than Land Clugy.

L, but eontains fuich Jdle land a#d.mony abandsncd farms.  THe soil, -toposrachys

3/ "Elevation and Land Usel by H. R. Kling, mimeograpned report, A.E, 280,

. Department of Agricultural Beonomics and Farm ianagements, .page 21, 1939,
4/ "An Economic Study of Land Utilization in Yates County," by M, D. Toodir,

Cornell Experimont Station Bulletin 727, 19U0.

SRR

1
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elevation, crops growm,. wize end conditions of farm btuildings indicate that

moat-5F:the lend is better suited to forests and to recreational uses than to
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FARM ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT AVALYSIS

o .. .. e Tenure Situation

PR

MY

(409, amannt, of. bepaney. 1n the, aren wag rather small; less fhan 10 per .
cent,of gll.fpvus in the. trg,fovns and only § per oot of the 52 farms.
studled were operated by terants (%adle ). About opgfﬁhird of all forms
Pu0. ghent oRg<half of the 52 favmg vere operated by farmers vho, owned somo
1end and ;n addltlon rQnt dfelthﬂr .GTODR, 9%, pasturo land This group ég_reﬁeyg

red %o as."pa rtuownogs“ .

et g B PUFERPENI S N cagd
POVFRY ULT vl ol vse

DISTRIBUTION OF FARWS 1N MIDDLISEX &¥D'
POTTER ACCORDING TC TENURE
cirrn e oo Yntes County,.1939. ...

TABLE L,

K11 farms 52 farms

Land claﬁﬁ N
A in 2 towns studied - . .

Tenure - » o oo o e SATT

por ccnt por‘cent per cent per cont per cent

Owner- N
Partaswmner -
Tenant

67
23

hp
52
46.

200

Totai

100"

100

100

vt

About threcequarters of the land operated wns owned by the operater and

aboat “oneuquaTtor was Tenbed: (bavle 5)

Formers in land elags II rented s

smaller percontage of the land thoy operated than d4id those in the bigher |

land classes. .

TABLZ 5. .

g et
S

. ACRES OWNED AND ACRES RENTED, BY LTAND CLASSES

R

i *7159 erms 1n ‘Middlosox and Pottor Yates Gountv, 1939

. Number

Totnl aCres por farm

' Otinod

T Rented Total

Land elasg’ ~ *

IT0 e ot ey

TV: o0 e o orgle il b

N SRS S B
‘of farms’

1ok oo feegy BT 3+

161 Bl 215

SCLEE L e JURTY L el

Total or avorage 159

C 50 201
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Use of Land

In this AT, the aVerage 16 of fa rm was 258 acres (table 6) Approxi-

o " 1.7«. -

matoly HB por cent was usad for crops, 9 per cent for woods and 38 per cent
for pnsturc P rt oF thls pasture was ab some d1stance from thc home farm,‘

end in a 1ower 1and claS%-

t
R
* i

‘ mhe farms 1n land class II were smaller thqn the farms 1n tho higher-

and clasqes.. Because of the lower roturns from farming in 1and class il;.

TPy

therc has been less incentive to enlarge the farm business than in land

classes IIT and IV,- .

. TABIE 6. - - - - «- -ACRES EDF CROl‘- ,mm, woons AND PASTURE |
o o o PER PARM IN BACH TAND CLASS

. PRREER " 52 Farms in the Towns of Middlesex and
©roe. o - Potter; Yates County, 1939

Acreg per farm

Land - Land Land ‘ Per cent

class cla closs A1 of total "

I III v farms A
Crop land 7 12k 111. 110 Lz -
Toods ' 12 29 eh- 24 9
Pasture - ST LB 10T e 310 T e g T 3
Furmstead, vaste, 21 25 28 26 10

Total oo e 273 258 100

[
]

Dotached ?asture

In thls a“ea 1t 1s a comnon practlce for farmors in the hlgher land
classes to own or rent pﬂsturc in a Iowcr 1an5 class - usually in land class
’ - e peT cent
II. For farwors in land clasges 11T and IV, 41/had pasture 1and that was not
1_a part of, or &id not adgoin the farm ‘on vhich the operator lived (tavle. 7)

Thls pasture averqged 3.8 miles awmy from the operator‘s farmstoad, and the

averagemsiz@ ﬁa$ilQQmagreg N;nﬂtyaone per cent. of. fhis pwsture vas 1n land
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TABLE 7. NIMBER - AND PEH LENT OF TARMS WITH DETACHED P%STURE
' 159 Farins ih MiddTeséx aha Potter, Yates County,1939
. . . " R RN TS ST
: e e e owe AVOrage Average
- . Fumber Numbor wlth et Pep,cent acreage miles
S ofey Y detanhe@ pasturc R with- . of detached to
~farms - - cincland elpee- “-detached - pasture per dotached
II ITT Total pasture  farm hoving pasture
B2 e 130 63 22
o118 Gro o019 vk 3 S0 tgos - Lo
IV 61 25 5 30 Lo 9% 3.6
IIT & IV 1p8 o g 53 , Hld 10047 3 g

cless II and g por cent in land class LIt Fortynfbuf per cent of this deiached

kS
(IR

pnsture wae rented and 56 per cent Uas owned by thp Operator* ;Qw-?

Thc nercentagewof farms having dgtachod naqture was highcr for the farms

studled than ior all farms in the area. CSeo page 58)

i

it ‘-l

Crops Grown and Ynclds

Approxlmat;ly.BS per cent of the crop area of these farms was usod for
: hay, and alialfa accounted for oneatﬂlra of the hay acremgo The avorage ylold
of alfalfa 1n 1939 Was 2.0 tons per avre while clover hay yiclded only l 1
tons and tlmothy and other hay only Q.8 tonsf(éiglgogghe dry weathor in 1939
“ﬂtgbag 3)} yzolds were loy but in this area the &rought wias 1ess sevcre ‘than
gﬁﬁméﬁt parts of-the central and southorn New York "Beeause of its doop
root system, alfalfa is loss affectcd by drv Wcather than clover or tlmothy.
"Due to 1ts h1gh yield, alfalfa accounte& for one-half of the hay tonnage..,
Corn sllage wa.s grown on 18 of thc 52 farms and nmounted to N acrcs perL

..-;« g y D

farm‘ Thc %verago y1el& was 10 bohs per acre -
Corn for grain was grown on Uh farms end yield@é XS bushels of shelle& &
gora per acre.

About 17 per ceunt of the ¢rop area was in wheat or vheat with a small

amount of winter barley. The barley was added in order o kecp the acreage
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TABLE &. LUt 7 AGRES OF CROPS:AFD AVERAGE ¥IBID
*ff52.¢arms, Middiesos “and Potter, Yates: Counﬁy, 1939

- wg oatd . ' \
P Per cent  TFumber Acres - v d

polfiL TR of Gkopl | of farms ﬁfﬁpor fammk Average yicld
Crob T - growzng ' growlng“ in 1939. -  in 1932*

HEyE T T
Alfalfn 12
Clover n 13.

Tlmothv and othcr 11

. “hu5' . ”fiéunqwi‘ o

g, L7 17 !
& 27. “p2 0.8
Sllage-foddcr° '

. Cora. 811ag0_,wf."_M" 2.3 ... 18 .
" Gorn fodder TR T TG

N~
ol
(@
&
4=l
=
3&1
0
]
ot
[0}
=1
9]

Gyain:
Corn ot
Theat arrndd, .
Theat and barley: -
Oaots and barloy
Orts
Barleoywspring
Barley-winter
Rye
Buckwhont

: .'"ﬂa..""“";)'l'.6. T Y 38+ Basor 00 307 pa
1y 17 25 Ttu. 2% bu.

PoXBs s sodvlO0 s 2R Bl
16 34 bu. 31 bu,
Cde o eeRleBw. Y v 29 ba
18 bu. 27  bu.

S -

S 00 o B

s
-

-

R L 3t 14 bu.
18 bu.. 16 .

-

YO IR OMOR R AT
- ]
1 RAD Jrd OO
el RO
o
>
g
2

Otha%# A

Bea.ns (d_r*’} o - Borey e wasn, s T '15

5B 5
Poas 1.8 23 b5 © 0.% ton 0.6 ton
Potatees.. :af ot = Ol s L 12 ST bu. - ST R,
Sweet corn L0, 7 & 9 i 1.7 tons 1.7 tons
. PR Bid e O T S

Frultr
SOrapes Ly e e E]
Apples ‘
Pears.,

v nir w2F. s+l B0 pea o136 dohigs ¢ 2.2 fons
22 5 82 bu. 58 wu,
SEeecan oo e TonnEy bl 79 .

<3 MO
OV NN B
o

411 other;creps, ..y -

i+

* 1olds for 1932 are for 109 farms in tho and, Ontar1o Gounties.. Data are -
from "Shcop Farm Banagpﬂent and Broduction’ Gosts,“ by B V. Kopnor, mimco~
graphed report, A . EQb, bago 8 19M0 . B

+ Shelled cormit

Wy



of vlewr wheat in 11no vlth the ncroagc allotted under th‘ A rlcultural Con«

Ao A Tl

qorVatlon Progran. Fortyaqovon of thb 52 farns grow whoat and tho avcrwgo

Nf&ét of the qprlng grqinq grovn woro a comblnatlon of cats and ba rlov.

Thl« ml&muro avo mbro bushels PO ncro th&n ont alone and conszdcrably-more

J“

Eﬂapounds«of'feod DOT iacTO .
{*I  Beans-wore the mwoet important ¢ash crop grown in the area.  Thirty-four.

fnrmoro grow boansg and avermged 15 ﬁcros e farm- the averﬁbv yiold was 1H

[
-

rbushels pur acra. Eﬁ
- Pcas were grovnron 23 farms with anlavcrage yleld of enly 0 3 wons per
‘acre- nost fnrmera dld noﬁ obtain onouah ﬂcas to cover the cost of seed.

| Grapos.wcro grown on ?5 farms and theso fqrﬂs avoraged 8 ncros ﬁe: farm%

The avermmo yleld of @rapes wag 1.6 tons.
e v Apples werc grown on 22 farﬂs w1th an avers go of 6 acres per farn growing
apples. Many of these orcherds woro mnot cared for snd were used for -

Upasturé. Only 7“f§£ﬁg{ﬁ§bﬁucéé'500:bushels,6iim¢re aﬁples‘per‘fgrm{:‘“

Yield of Cronq by Land Cla%s@%

SR

" The hl hér the 1and class the h1 sher was tﬁbnﬁrépoftion of 1€hd'in.wheat
and ‘alfalfs and the lower tho proportlon in timcthy and other hny (table g},
No ecorn silage was grown on the 9 farﬂs in land class I,
Thoe grestest difference in crop yields befwﬁéh land clﬁsgoé woe in tha
yield of ﬁhéﬁt,'oats;'oa%s and barleﬁ, aﬁdrpofatoes (t=ble 9). The yields of
.éifﬁifa; clé%éf and:%fﬁafhy wore each soméwhé%'highef iﬁ thé highor lond
clééseé: .Due to tho h}ghg; ﬁfdpbrtion‘of-alfaifa in the hivhéf'land élasses!
the yield of a1l hay was much greater in the higher land claqses, he yield

iz land class IV wa.s doublo the yleld in 1and claqs II
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UST OF CROP LAND AND AVERAGE YIELD BY LAND CLASSES
;52.Fap$sti§ﬂMiﬂdlqsaz_andﬁfqpﬁer,.Yates County; 1939, -

Orop

p———

Per cont crop ores

11 TIT

vyt

4

. Avorage yield”
T IO

PV
PR

Alfalfsa

Cigver’ T T
Timothy and other 34,
b

All hay

Cord for silage % 707

Qorn for grain YT LL
Theat and nixture 1C
e
8

Onta

Cats and barley =

Dry beans
Peas P

Potateoes _

Grapes

All other crops

Total 'l

i

i

= ...

Y gl—-—‘\}‘l\ﬂ

O ==l
-
O = e ‘
S CEROT R W oW e R

,
e

.

R

s -
=1

Wl
Ol =

P

—

Uo HETT W0 0 O e

i

S o @t i

bt

galm G -

o,

PS i

26

L

Toe
9%

-

i {oe H o

olo o
oriND
St SR
Py NS
oo o O

s g RN
39
57
5o -
.39

1,15 .1k
O TR /R o A+
103 ... 3es8

15
22

“riregio®T 600

LT

PR

¥ e e S
For unit of neasurconont soc

table 8.

The yicld of grapes in land class II was slightly highor.then dn-the

other land classggﬁ.hﬁnggvﬁargg.innlan@;c}gssqglﬂggvg;@Hyoryylimiﬁgéjarea of

well-drainod soil. :Wrore, such. land ds not 400, fapifron the.loke, grapes 4o -

well even though the Sopography ie roughs .. o o

Ingome from Individunl Crops...i.:

- .4, Beang were tho nest imporinnt cash crop in ithe .arce gﬂdgsalms;qf‘hoans;:;

amounﬁqdako?$5jgzgquggrmkp: 32zger.gcpt;qﬁﬁthofﬁotalwcrpp;salea;(t&blq-10);:

Thoat salos encunted .te; 20, por, cent, and .grapcs.to 15 nor cent. of the erop -

sales on these farms. <. .- .
A P PR L

The income from al;ynnopspgalg:avpraggd3$l,qahhye:_farm,‘j
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T4BLE 10. . . ° CROP SALES FER FARM -
A g 52 Farns in Mlddloscx and Potter, “Yates COUﬂtj, 1939

Aviorage

gquantity Price Recelpts Per cont
o L .7 so0ld per - por - per of total

LGrEp L L farm . Unig unit ~  farm ' crop sales

Dry Beans ‘ 136 Bu.  $2.k2 $330 32,3
Whent . 213 Bu. 0.9% 202 19.8 -
Jrnﬁos ‘ 5.4 Tong 29.2& 158 15.4
Alﬁg;fa s 4oL Tens 15,09 66 5.l -
Peas 0.7 Tong 3l 3.7
Apples 112 Bu. .26 30 2.9
Swect corn 1.4 Tong 14,67 27 Teb o
Potatoes 3 I3 Bu., .59 20 2.5
Cobbage - 1.2 Tonsg 18. 02 21 2.0
Cther erops e 130 2.8

Livestock Turbers and Products

Sheep
| For all farﬁs in the\two towﬁs of‘Middlesox‘an&‘éotfer the'aveféwe ﬁuﬁber
of she@p over a yoar old R 59 per fwrr ng conpnrod with 87 on /2 farﬂs sﬁudlod.
(ﬁable 1ij. in thls aroca 23 per cont of tbe farms did not have any shoom and
13 pof cent had fron 1 to 2L head. Only 12 per cent of the farms had 125
herd or more. |

For the B2 farms studied, 2 farms did not have any sheop 1n 19%93 both
of these farmers had sheep in 197%2-33. About one-hnlf of the farmers had
betwean 5C and §9 head. Only 2 por cént had 150 head or nere. The largest
flock was 288 head,

Turing 1939 the nunmber of shoep on these farms increascd 6 per cent,
and from 1932 to 1939 the increase was 27 per cent. During this seven-year

period there was a change in aereage on some of the farms. For the 38
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TABTE 11. DISTRIBUTION OF FARMS AGCORDIWG 0 NUMBER OF SHEEP
‘ M:ddlesex and Potter, Yates County, January 1, 19”0

'wLahd clags : 'All‘farms 5o farms
oI IID IV . in two towns  studied
- per cent per cent per cent per cent per cent
one - e 20 27 21 23
1 to o4 s o1 T, - 10 13 i
25 to 49 - 29 18 . 1% 18 19
50 to TH 17 15 18 16 21
75 to 99. : 3 % 15 i2 23 -
100 ta 12k & 5 8- 3 11
125 to 149 - 0 . 1 6 7 10
150 to 199 g o TR 0 5 2 Y
200 to 249 : 0. i 2 3 0
2r0 to 299 o ., 5 0 Pl 4
300 or more Bk 1 2 2 0
Total - 100 00 - 100 - 100 100
Average numner of o . , o
sheop per farm R Tt 5 N -3 S - I EE Y

ey

* YNumber of sheep are those Ovor one year ¢ld.
** One farm.

farms on wqich tﬂcre was 11ttlo or no dhango 1n acreage, the number of sheep
111(:1‘0:350’q 19 por @ent from 1930 to 1939.
Tho aVOTREC valuc of owos was $9. oO per head in 1939 (tablc 12) This

was approzlmatcly tﬂo Saﬂe a8 tno prLCO pa¢d for awes boughtdurlng tho year.
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FIGURE 1., DISTRIBUTION OF ¥ARMS ACCCEDING TO WUMBER OF SHEEP OVER 1 TEAR OLD.
Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, Jrnusry 1, 1GH0

In this area U6 per cent of the forms had sheep flocks of from 25 to 99 head,

TABLE 12. AVERAGE LIVESTCOX HUMBERS AND VALUES
h2 Farms, Middlosex and Potter, Yatcs County, 1939
Averags Average value
Aumber per head
Ewes - 78 , $9.60
Yearlings 5 2.19
Bucks o 18.64
Total 85
Cows R.8 $ap
Heifers . . 3.6
Bulls T _ 0.5
~Iotal . 8.9
Beef cnttle 0.3 ‘
Horses 2.9
Colts 0.7
Brood sows 0.7
Other hogs 3.2

Eeng and pullcts

238
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Cows por Forms

 FIGURE 2,  DISTRIBUTION OF FARMS ACCOKDING TQ NUMBER OF COTS AND HEIFERS
L _ OVER 2 THARS OLD ‘
'M¥iddlesez nnd Potter, Yates County, Janusry 1, 1940

"In this aron twoethirde ~f the forms had less than 7 cows per farm.

Cows

For all fafms iﬁ the two towne of Middlesex and ?otﬁer tho averago mnber
of cows per farn was K.2 and the K2 farme studied averaged 5,8 (table 13). In
thig area ncarly onee-half of the farms had less than L gowsy 13 por cent had
10 to 15 cowsj only I per cent had more than 15. For the 52 farms stu@ied
the size of hords was about the sane os for all farms.

During 1939 the mawber of cows on tho 52 farms studied increased U per cent;
and from 1932 to 1935 the increasé,was 11 per cent. During this seven-year

period the numbor of cows in land class II decreased 6 per cont, as conpared
with an increase of 25 per cent in land elnss IV. There was 1little change in

cow numbers in land class TII.
There wos vory littis change fron 1932 to 1939 in the porcentage of farmers

selling fluid milk.

The average value of cows in 1939 was $82 per head (table 12).
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TABIE 13. ' DISTHISUTION OF FARMS IV MIDDIBSEX AND POTTER
Sl Ut CACUORDING IO NUMBER OF COWS
Yates County, 1939

. . | . A1 famms 52
Land class in two farms
. T S III v . towms studied
:; Der qént per cont  per cent - per cent per cent
None 3 0 3 .6 .0
Lo 3oy oo o g 31 36 : 37 4y
R - 3 50 52 23
7 to 9 6 B g 8 10
10 to 12 10 .. g 10. 9 13
13 to 15 ‘ 0 6 - 5 I 6
16 to 18. ' 0 0 3 1 2
19 or more o 0 - 2 5 .3 2
Total ' © 100 1G0 100 100 100
Average ‘rumber : . .
of cows U 5.0 6.1 A C 5.8

Honsg

“Ihé’averago‘number Qf hens on the 52 farms was 238. Land cl@ééoé EI and
III averagoed ~bout 170 és'édm@§red with 340 for land elass IV, Twenty forms
nad less then 100 hens, whiié‘lolh&d bofwoen 200" and 399, and 9 had 100 or
mcfé;:‘Thus oﬁ 80 ﬁér‘Cannofifﬂeéé férmé, the pbuitfy ontcrpriée‘cdns%itﬁﬁéd
" an iﬁﬁortaﬁt part'of the férm'busgness. Thn.numbéf of hens on.theséJfarms |

on Jaﬁuary'l; 1940 wns 28 per cent highuf than a‘yéér éérlier;

Livestock ond Livestock Products Sold

The ingome from hens and the ingome from cows on these farms werc each more
important than tho income from shecp (table 14). Fges and poultry sold smounted

to $775 per farm or 35 per cent of the income from livestock. The income from
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TARLE 14, TIVESTOCK AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS SOLD PER FARM
. B2 Farms, Middleseox and Potter, Yates County, 1939

P

Quantity  Average ‘Reeeipts Por cont

sold per. . price. . per farm : of total
. farm
Sheep o S '
. Lombs .+ 65 head - $6.93 guRs 20
- Ewos 7 Mdpead 2.T1 ' 11 1
Bucks . DL 8.k45 3 -
Waol 672 pounds .23 156 1
Total . . $625_ 28
Dairy cattlo : : .

Milk-wholesale 26,927 ewt.  1.84 $hos " 22
Milk~retail : : 11 1
Croam 52 2
Butter : I -

Dairy cattle sold | _ 147 7.
Potal . . . . S , . $710 22
Poultry : : o :
Eggs . . . 1962 doz.. . = .23 . . §uls -

Poultry sold 330 _ A5
Total | g $775 35
‘Hogs sold B Lo B 3
‘Horses sold - 2l 1
Turkeys sold 19 1
Beef cattle sold 7 -
Breeding fecs ) _ 9 -

;. . . I

mllk and §thcr dalr; pro&uctq.plus cmttle ;cld amountcﬁ to $?1O per farm or
32 pe¥ cenf of the 11vastock 1ncome‘ Only 20 of thc 52 farms sold fluld m11k°
the price of milk evoraged $1 Sh per nundrod und the test was u 3 Lambs
.and sheop sold blus wool wmounted to $625 per farm or 28 per cent of the

income from livestock. Iarbs sold avernged $6.93 per head'andfold-eWGS‘

82,71, Modt of the wobl was shld in April and May "and’ averaged 23 cents per

“pound.’
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Thb total 1ncome fron 11vostock nveragﬂd $2 228 per fmrm The nvorageﬁq

e

for land c}oas II was $995 as conparoa mlth $1,887 in land, class III ond.

$22960 in land #less IV

' . . . 5
AU ST R .y .} PR T oo TeloLn » S

. "mgiﬁal ) e . L

™o TR

Bl & ,r-ﬂ;@ \’IP," TR T _-‘ w 5
Aeccording to the estimqtes of farners, the aVDrng valuo of land and

in :
tuildings, livestock, oquipﬂent and foc@ in these farn businesses/ 19%0 was

i

513,207 (fable 15). OF this angunt thg velue of lnd end m1etngs s, 88,778 or
two-thlrdq of tho totql - e U e

A
P

The avclagu vwluc nf 1wnd 1nd bu1ldinbs for the farnq 1n diffcrept 1and

B

classes, renbed fron $3,%39 for 1and clwss II & $10 603 1n 11nd rlﬁss IV, _Spmo
larﬁoys owned or ront@d pasture in & 1over lond clrss but 51nco all the land

used by one por on in 1939 is conaidcrod as a unit, such pw%turo 1and 10‘;,

included in the hlghor_lgpd clnss,

TABLE 15. . . AVERAGE CAPITAL PER FARM BY LAND CLASSES
B2 Farns, Mlddloqox and Pattor, Yates Gognty, 1939
Delilars par forn
- Labhd - v TLand - Land

B ) class class class A1l Per cont
Feen R 5 COILr v farns of total
Land and buildings . x$3 339ﬂ $9,050.  $10,603  $8,778 67.
LiVE;S‘b(;Ck e S :. | oo . R
Sheep o omse T34 3 Y &7

Other livestock 728 1,610 L B R |
Equipnont  ; 7i8. 1,&93 1,772 . -~;’¥98 .nwfi.uil )

Feed . %35 &5 . 1% 696 5
Total . .. .. . ..85,598 §13,702.  $15,668 . $13,207  100. .
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75 dgtornine tho value of land in cach land class the acros and value of

eaﬂh'pafeel:og_la@&.qé;éhﬁabulgtgd?¥ Tho average value per acro of land and
tiildings in land cléss IT W&é.$13§ 1and class YT $37; =nd land class IV s
35¢. For the nine sperated farms studied in 1and class II, the average value
per aere was $17, and the land used fqr pasture ip this land class by farmors
in ign@ classcg I;Ilan& ;v;wgs;yaluga at*$10 pag_acrﬁﬁ_i;
| . Becelpts o

Fhe averago farnm receiptqnon these 52 farms frcﬁ the &cariﬂ tuginess was
$3 768 (table 16) In lend class I1 tctal receipts amounted to 81, 686 as
| compareﬁ with $lt, 6ﬁ0 in lnnd clase IV leestock and llvestock products were
the source of 59 por cent of the rccozpts on these farms and eTops sold
amountqd to gj por cent._ The xncome fro* sheep was $605 per farm, vhich wa.s
17 perfcant of the total receipts, In land c}ass Ii!_23_per‘gcnt Qi ygg f%qg

receipts were from choep as compared with 15 per cent in land class IV,

et

O

TABLE 16. - GUMMARY OF TARM RECETPTS BY TAND CIASSES
‘ R2 Farneg, Middlesex and Fotter, Tateg-County, 1939 ..
: =it
. _ ‘ Dellers ver farm \
\ Lond Tand- Tand A
Blass . olass  class . A1l Por cent
'lII 111 TV farms. of,tota}.
Crops - gioo 41,121 §1,180 81,024 27
Livestook sold e 789 1,L475 1,055 28
Livestock products 500 1,098 1,485 1,173 031
Inerease in inventory _ s ' -
Feed, o __“101 gg@' 296 o247 7
Other e SRR ohg - .70 2
Agricultural Conservn%lﬁn 51 102 110 | a7 ‘ 2
Miseellaneows ~ 139 o5 9b 102 3
 Total Ceee o 81,686 $3,712 0 §4,6u0 83,768 100 :

Sheep exterprise
(included akove) :
Lamd and shoep sales $303 - ghab $511 8459 13
Yool 82 168 174 155 )3
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Increase in the inventory of fecd aceounted for $2k7 por farm or 71 per
cont of tho recoipts: this is due mostly to the fact that farmors valued theisr
hay at a highor pricc on Janvary 1, 1940 than they 41d a year sarlier.

Agricultural Conservation payments averaged 297 per farm. This is the
ancunt of money recolved during the year 193%9; it covered soil building pay-
nents for the year 1938, and the 1939 vheat payments. In addition to  these
paymonts the farmors roceived grant-of=aid lime in the fall of 1939 for vhich
the farner paid 31.00 per ton delivered to his farn.

The average farm cxponsos on thega farms amounted to $2$388 {table 17).
The largest cxponso was for labor vhich amouﬁﬁed to 8472 per form or 20 per
cent Qf the total. Unpald family labor was highor in land class II than in
the higher land classes, but the roverse was true of hired labor: in land
classes III and IV hircd labor was &4 to 5 timcs as important as in lond class
II. The returns fronm farming in iand class II are usually not sufficient to
pay hired men's wages.

Machinery and building exponses were the next largest class of expenses,
amounting to 17 per cent of the total,

Feed purchased amounted to 8358 por farm or 1K per cont of the total
expenses. About threewguarters of the feed bought was for poultry and mest of
the remaining one-quarter for dairy catile. Sheep feed purchased smounted to
only $13 per farn.

The cxpense for fertilizer and lime amounted to 3127 per farm, OF this,
3110 was for fertilizer and $17 for 1ine. The low oxpense for limc is due to
the faet that a largo proﬁortion of the lime used in 19%9 was aeguired through
grant~=ofwnld in the Agricultural Conservation program at £1.00 per ton delivered

at the farn. The grant~ofwaid progran for lime went into effect in the summer
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T4BLE 17, AVERAGE TARI EXPENSE BY LTAND CLASSES
52 l“rmq, M1ddlesox and Pottor, Yateq County, 1939 o

o .s‘

vt D01lars ver farm, L o
“Tand ” Land Land :
Tten R .. ,Class class . ¢lass CALl . Per cont

B T R

s S ¥ Farms ~  of total ~
Eided later - go1 gwg  swu 0 8368 15
Unpaid fanily laber .. . 123 . 07 . 95 1QM=_.‘. o

Lefotal oo gaak o $516 $536 . gur2. . 20

i

Surrent building oxpense § 36 i #4106 76 v T BB0
Machinery purchased Rt 78 1z 132
Machinery operating coste* 184 ' . 193 - 2p1 . 203

i o

Total $218 L gL76 - gllo sU1R 17

FbEdTﬁﬂrcha |
For ishoep . o .. -. sk 818 - f12. . 813 . 81
For other llVLStOCk 175 233 Loy EUGH 1h

o Tetal . . o 8179, - ¥251 . - 8509 $358 ﬁ_;155 i

L

jnﬂu;anco e 31

w
R

se01 ¢ ges7 U I
g 58

| o
~HE@o..

&
A

Toval f T T gIe B35 sms 130

IR TS SR . N : i
AT S R : ; -, GRS R

Fertilizer and lime $6h 8126 £151 127 | 5 -

Seed and plants g 120 L T =) Ao
 Tosel . sik6 o ogeke o oge9s 8251 . 10,

I TR , . R ]
{ | LT ! S AL

“Livestock bought $191 go6h 77 &3Rg - rgegh o 1R
Threshing and machanS ' _ ‘
higed e e oo or e gg 0 degiias 0BT
Milk hauling el 16 57 55 g 2
“ Degrease A irventdry 7 TAgT Y o 3 » T RFoen L0
A1l other sxpemsas 57 1z 203 157 T

Total 41,306 82,329 42,888 2,387 . 100

-

T
* ‘Machinery operating cost dcos mot include depreciation or intercst.
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of 1939.* All otler lime used iﬁ=1939"%§€n&£§uréﬁ at the dét price t£e9fgrﬁ¢£-
would havo bo pay: that is, the prico paid loss the §3.50 por’ ton he vould
‘receive %hrouéh'thé'déngeévat{5ﬁ ﬁaymcnf“ Thié nethod was uwsed to make the
axpense for lzmo more comgarable on tho dlffcront farme and boeausc of the

with 193§, o
1ncrease in the use of lipe in 1939 as compmred/

Thcsc fmrwcrs used an averas c &F 11 tons of lime por farm in 1939 'Zdnd
class IT, Bvern wed 10 tons per farmi land cl«qs 11Y, lh tons and 1wnd elass v
9 tons. _?ho soils In lond classes II and III  are more in need cf 11me than
mthosc'in~iand class I%sl e

Lobor Income

In ordcr to dotoru1ne some of thc reasons whv certnln of the d'fafmé_'m

. -
A o [T

werc norc ucce sful than athors f1nanc1qllv durlnb the poriod covcrod by

33 1

thl% study a cormon ﬂeasure of g turns must be wmplo“ed pYﬁCleﬂGO has shown

# ‘s

that the bcst ﬁcqsuro for flnanc:al success in fnrm1ny iq "labor 1noono"
Lebor income is tho rcturn the oporator racolvos f&r b:s yoar S work aﬁd méﬁégep
nent aftor charging gll farn _expensos 1nclud1ng unpald labor wn& after deduct«
'1ng K nel ccnt intorest. onsthe totql ca 31tnl invested» In additlon ho has a'
'hoﬁéeito-li#e'iﬁ9ah& fﬁfﬁ;pfodﬁcﬁs to use in the house.

CAfter deducting thoﬂ@vé%agc.farm‘expenses of $2,388 fron farn recoi;&sr.
of $3}768 thcrc-fémained $i;380 to cover interest cn the investront and pay -
féf the oporato?!g'iabor’ﬁn@'ﬁénagement (table 18). Intpreqt on.tho avcrage
investmont of §13;207 at 5 per cent was 8660, After deducting thisg interost
item from the 81,380; thore mas 8720 loft for the operator!s ovm 1abpr.and

¥

managément during the year, In othor words his labor income wasA$?205

1n 1wnd class II the average 1abor ineorme was 2100 .as co“ﬁnrud vith

$698 in land class ITI and 5969 in land closs IV.
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TABLE. 18, | .

ngqu ;

FINAWCIAL. SUMMARY

B2 Farms, Middlesox and Potber,'Y

atés County, 1939 '

wf o e oot noAverage per farn "
Land Land Land
E class elags 1 v class. All
RH 11 TII v farng
Total receipts | $1,686 $3,712 $L,6uU0 $3,768
Total exponsds 1,306 Cp,3e9 7 2,888 L9388
Return for cﬁpiﬁai‘aﬁd o - co
. operaters lahor 380 1383_ 1*752In 3 l,?SO Y
Intercst at 5 per cont - ) "
an average capital 280 685 783 060
TABOR INCONE L8100 0 8698 8969 5720

The distrivution of farme sccording to labor inCOme.is-shownjingtale 19.

In land class:IT no farner-made nore-than $500 or less than ninus

ineone, |

.. two had loss than ninus $1,000.

;ch@ncosvof making.a high-incene. -

. Tha.higher the land.class. the

85O0 -1abor.

In:class;iv,;h farns had labor. incomes of more than 52,000, while . .

groator are ‘the

TABLE 19 - «DISTREBIT ION OF FARMS ACCCRDING TO LABOR INCOME BY TANWD CLASSES
B2 Forms, njddloq »x and Potter, atos Gounty, 1939
- B Lénd clads  Tand o Lomd T T
Labor incenc _ class eloss . class . All
AR - S S A 13t IV _Ferns
7 ‘Nomber of farnd
—@1 OGQor loss ... . . 0 0 2 -
~9500 tom$1,000 ' o S S S0 L
-3500 to Q. ' 3 P T . 2 .8
0 to @500 B SOV 5. e R S
$500 o 81,000 .. . 0 3 g i1
51,000 £0 82,000 " o UL A 2.
52, 000 to P BQO,W 0 R o 2
g2, 600 e more T 37 3
Tatal 9 19 ol Ko
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Factors Affectine Returng from the Farm Businecss

A number of factorq ﬂffect the nat return a fmrmer receives from his
farm bu51nea§. One of those is the chnnge in tne price 1evel, but thls is
beyond.the control of the individual Tarmer. Many fpctcrs, however, are

w1th1n hlS control* some of thp more 1mportant of theee, as thoy uf¢gct Te-

turng on the 52-farms- -studied in 1939, arc discussed in tho follow1ng pag@s.

Land?Ciﬂgﬁ

RPN

The farméhin-iénd.éiﬁésésmiiz and Iﬁdwére‘iéféé}‘thnn tho fmfmskih Iand
class ITy théy'h d more ABTES of cropq nnd pasturo, moro qhocp and more co%é
‘per farm (tﬁblo ?O) The farmq in lond olass IV wcreuonly—slightly 1arg¢r-la
than those in land class IIT as measured by man work units which roTfleets

the total amount é%tfafmfﬁﬁsiﬂeés;f}Thf chiéf"diff@f@h@ﬁ in size of business
between land clasebs 111 and IV was in omber of hens; land class IV had
twide 49 mhhy hén§?péréférﬁ a8 lond. closs III or land clnss IT.

The higher the' Tahd élsss the groater. was the labor efficioncy.

This was measurcd by the nuber of productive man work units por man ﬁhich
is the mumber of days of proéductive work sccomplished per worker during

the year. The botter labor efficiency in. the higher land elagscs was

the result of a larger size of businoss and better farm organization.
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PABLE 20. - 917 OF FARM IN EACH LaND CL&SS
' 52 Farms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939

“ U Produce
_ tive _
- Tumbor. . ... Acres.. R it man T 7 Man

Land of ’ Cash Number per farm work equive

clngs yf@rms T_Totgl‘,Qrops erops  Cows -Sheep Hens . units* ~ alent
T q 171 77 17 3.5 50 172 301 1.k
111 19 279 17k EE 5.0 91 164 hg7 2.0
Iv oY 27% 111 6.5 95 30 - BT 1.9
Total er . -~ . ST P ER 2 : IR SRy : o :

average = D2 esg 1100 34 5.8 g7 238 477 1.8
” i

For definition, sec page 31.

£ - R ' - %

e

It has boen shown p;cv1ously that the ylelds op tho ind1v1dual cropé
were highcr in tho hlgher 1nnd clﬂsmos (tﬂble ) The yleld of all crops L
combined ie shown in table 21 by thc crop 1n&ex, whlch is based on the ylelﬂs
of all erops grown on é farm in compquson,w1th average ylclds of tho same
crops for tho ﬁrea B

ool

Crop indcx @xprcsscs only part of thc difforonre because moTe 1nten31ve

cika

erops are &rovn in the h1 her land classos. Far example, a hlgher percentage

of hay acreage vas alfalfa on the bettor land

RS
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YIELDS OF CROPS AND PRODUCTION oF

- LIVEGTOCKX IN EACH LAYD CLASS'
h2 Farms, Middicsex and Potter

Yates County, 1939 .

Produc—
Por cent tive . . Per cent Salos of Tambs
 Fumber  of hay . man work selling  dairy . raised

Land Cof T deresge  Curifs fluid = ' products per 100  Crop
-C@lags- .- - farme - alfalfa - por man  milk CoUper cow - ewes © ' index
II 9 3 215 he2. o g3 T 103 87
ITre. 190 7 37 - ph8 37 69 8g 98
IV » 7 ok ©ohR 277 us C e g3 105
Totﬂl or . . -

average 2 Y 35 e6% 38 oL 93 99 -

& larger . preportion of the farmers in the higher land clasdes wors:

'iséii;ng“fiﬁid ﬁilkﬂand fﬁe

higher (%tablc 21). The number o* 1ambs ra1qed per 100 ewes was hlghest

ang

alos of dalry pro&ucts ger cow wmere. alqo much :

in land class II,/the sheep accountcd for a larger percentage of the farm

receipts in this land claes.

ceive&ﬁfroﬁ‘sﬁoéﬁuﬁefé'ééhéfdérably émallar;'howévér;:in'1énd'dlaoq II.

Total farm recelpts as well as doliars ree

Thenéﬁpérfﬁﬁiﬁieé forlﬁfbdﬁcing cash crops, flu*& m11k and othor 1ntensive

products are botter 1n tho hiohor Tand classes.

:Aslﬁfdéiously shown, laber incombs'avefagod larger in tho highor

1476 élasses (table 90Y.

1~

T™iis is becsuse of the larger-sized farm
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busincss, botter yiclds, and higher laber efficiency which are associated
with the better land. Tne &ffectq of thase factors on labor income w111
be shown in the following scctlon, based on farms: in land classes III and
IV only. The purposc of thls seibctlon was to obtain a more uniform
‘group with Tespect to productivity of the land.-

TABLE 22, LABCR‘INCOME IN EACH TAND CLASS .
RS erms, Mlddlesox and Pottcr, Tates, Gounty, 1939

g Numbe¥  per-ecnt roseiphs Total : : '

Land of _ - farm - Total Labvor -

clase .farms Crops Sheep receipts . capital income
11 9 23 2o $1,679 854598 - §100
IfT 19 37 20 7,758 © 13,702 698
v 2 .. oeg a6 - L,6E6 . 15,068 969
Total or

average 52 .. .. RY* . 20% $3,827 - ¢ $13,207 - $720
*  These percentages which are'slmnle vorages differ sllghtly fror thoge |

shown in tablc 16 whzch are velghtod BVOTAEES

Tvpcrof Térm _

The H} farms in 1an& clnsseq)III and v weré classiflod 1nto five
different typowofhfafm ;foﬁps, on the‘ba51q of tho Important entorprises
of each farm (tmble 23) The averago size f: tho farm'bgﬁiness was larger
on farms hav1n@ an lﬂporuant dale or péultrﬁ 9ﬁ£erpris@ iﬁ additgon to
sheep unﬁ c&sh crops Farmq haV1ng an 1mportant éaifv or poultry entennl

prise had mOTe shecp and more acres of crops than did the "sheep~cash,crop"

farms.
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TARLE 23, YYFE OF FARM AND FARM ORGANIZATICN
43 Farms in Tend Classos ITI and IV, Middlesex
' and Poﬁtpr, atos County, 1939
L Producs
Yumber tive
_ . cof Crop  __ Number of ~—_  man work Total
{jﬂype «~ ...~ farms agros  Cows Sheop Hend units capital
- Miseellancous - 3 56 g.0 17 170 373 89,733
“Shoop-cash brops 9 101 2.3 85 78 362 10,189
“Shoep-cash cropse : o -
dniry - 12 117 9,0 100 59 561 15, 050
Sheep-cash’ cropsm : ) ' o
pontemy ¥ 9 123 2.1 96 Wb 56 28, noo
‘SHeep-cash erops- N : e ‘ '
daiTy-poultry 10 141 9.6 11k 525  67H 18,750
| Total or i ' R
aversge . . . .. . 43 . . 117 6.2 9% 260 585 $1k, 205

:-?é£m§ ¥ﬁ§t.£;é1% &ggrﬁ or poultry cﬁté;ﬁriéé ££ AdditienAto'shéép-and
cash cropq hﬂd lar or 1ncomes than the "shoepﬂc sh Crop” farm (table h)
Tho Wlth botn dalry nnd poultry in wdditlon to sheep qnd cnsh crops hqd
still lnrgor 1ncomos The wmoun% of nork accompllsned per man &urlmb tho
year, as measwrod hy work unlta er nany Wos wbout 25 por cent hlgﬁ;; on
the far-s w1th 2) dnlrv or poultrv entcrprise than Pn‘tho "%h?ﬂpwcash cr0p%”
farms. The most important factor accounting for thg bettor incones on the
farmg with nore enterprises was probably size of business. Parmers in
this area apparcntly have found that size of business can be obtained best

by having a dairy or poultry enterprisze, or both, in addition to sheep and

erops.
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TARLE 24, . -

TYPE OF FARM AND:LABOR - INCOME

47 Farms in Lend Clesses IIT and IV, Middlescx
1nd Dotters Yateq Cnunty, ¢9J9
Produc-
. AR Live man Lambs
“¢ Wumber: - Per cent of - woulr units  ralsed o
of receints from i g e por. 106 Labor
Type farns . Crops Sheep per m ewes income
Miscellancous 3 7 12 247 300 . .. 250
Sheep~cash crops. 9 . AR PT 226 gg - ... 292
Sheep-cash crops-~
‘dairy 12 . 31 17 230 88 . 727
Sheep~0ﬂsh Crops~
poultry - 9. 2% - 15 292 a1 - 1022
Shoep*cash CroDE~ : - S
-dalrympoultry 10 26 16 281 gk e s 1523
Total or average uz 30 18 ToET 90 880

. Farmers solling Pluid milic operated l%rger farn businc%sesa had

wreator “labor Qif101$nqy, and had moro 1nco“e per cow from salﬂs of dalry

products than 4id farmers solling croan, (table ?5)

The avorwga labor

“income was_$1,161 for the fﬁrwers solling fluld milk as compmrod w1th $H09

for these that spld cream.
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TABIE 2h.° - o “TYPE 0P -DATRY PRODUCES SOLD ANDLaBOR:INCOME
34 cnrmc in Land Classes III and IV, Middlesex
W and-Potker, Yates County, 1939 o

S I eI - I L
Type L el LEroduetdvo man . . Sales of -
of -7 Fuwrpor T viork units 0 daird R
datry .o of . .. . Por . products - Total ‘..Lﬂbmr
product Cfatns T 7 lotal™" Y mah YT per eavw “eapitalt T inedme

Fluld milk 18 535 288 #1011 817,590 81,161
Crean 156 bzl 253 uy 13,125 hog

Sizv ﬂf Business SO e TRt W

Thcrb 1~s GOﬂ“ldOT&blL varlﬁtlon 1n siz‘ oP bu51noqs arong tho M}

-r‘ 2 »

"far"s “tuﬁlpd zn lond clﬁsqos III and IV Total Ea¥ed Jok Optfﬂt@& ranacd
‘frﬁﬂ lvss thgn 100 to TOTo - thpn hOO TP fsrm, numbor of cows fromn 1 to 21,

numbor of saccp frOﬁ'nonc to more tham'lTO, and.total-capital from‘léss'yhan
au ooo to rore than Hgo 000. o

i On thcsg rathor dlvorsiflcd o rmg- it is necessary to use some ﬁuasuro

ofgize of busiﬂoss that can be nnpllod t2 all thé’ enterpr1scs of thu frirn,

The productive man vnrk unit is o moasurc of this type. A vork unit is
ey e L : Gl UL 8o r . VD : g

the average anount prprpdggpivq‘W@rk accompi}g?edlpy a man in a t?“ﬁh??rp
day.. Thus, cach crap and livesiogk onterprise on a fern ean bo exprossed
in termg,qf verk units. :This_?ms:dqno for each of the farns studied, and
thgﬂﬁgﬁa;ﬁﬁork‘unitsiaddqq;po?mcasurp tth"tﬁtal amount of businegs for
oach farm.;_ | P

The 43 farms wc;qwdivi@gd into. throe size groups according to the
L TG el T T T SR RS T
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inﬁmber of work units per farm; Abouthonéﬂthird feli in the gfoup wifh ‘
less tnan 40O WDrk unlts, and abbut one~third in the group with 600 or
more (t«ble 26) There was a° strong tendency for farms that were large
.‘1n serms of work unlts ‘to ve 1arge with respect to each 4f the farm entev;'
prises In other wofﬁs;'the larger farm businnsses usually,obtalned
their- sizo by hav1ng more crop ﬂcres, more ccws. more sheop,‘and meTe hrns:
rather than by havlng mp;grof any one fnterprlsee S o
' ‘ .%‘ - : .
TABLE 26, . F‘ RnLATION oF PRODUCTIVE MAN WORK UNITS PER
‘ ' o TEARM PO OTHER MEASURES OF SIzE OF BUSIHESS

47 Farms in Land Classes III and IV, Middlesex
and Potter, Yates Countyy 1939

Productive man Wimber  Acres  Number Tumber Iamber  Man -

work unitg 7T 7 tof g v ef  eE of -~ ' egulva-
Range  Avorage farms ~ crops  COWS “hens  ‘sheep lent
Less than 40O 332 ... 16 . 8L 3.4 £ B 1.5.
o0 to 599 g0 12 125 6.9 15 78 2.0
600 or more 759 15 149 g.7 - . 479 . 123 2.3
Total or = - e i e e .
or average peR Uz ¥y B2 2600 9% 1.9

The size of tho farm buv1n0qs, as mcasured bV wofk units, had a very
pronounced effect on ineome (tahle 27) on farms with 1ess than 400

f

work unlts, the averwge 1abor income was $161 as compared £o 1, 689 for
farms wmth 600 or more work unlts,'jihls relat1onsh1p'%;s &uo oo rtly 4o
the féétlthaf thelldféér:farﬁéhalso had hldher cron yields and more sales .
dairy Qro&uctq per cow. mhe farms with 600 oT moTe work units aiso
sold an wvcrage of 113 eggs per hon aé compared to 90 oggs per hen for the

47 farms. There was a very slight tendeney for lambs raiged per cwe tc be

higher on the larger farms,
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TARLE 27. PRODUCTIVE HAN “WORK TWITS AND LAEOR IVCOME

vvoeesre . 0 42 Farms in Land Clagses IIT and IV, Middlesex
and Potter, Yates County, 1939

= . X
‘ T TTPEO A TSales 0f 7
Productive man . "Number tive man dairy _
Lrork units .. of work units produets Crop Total Lavor
gﬁngq~ Average -farms por man per cow index ‘jcapital “Indéome
Lesg than 40D 32 16 221 s 97 - $10,819 $161
La0 "to 599 9 12 25 STk 99 134957 - 718
6@0 or more 759 15 330 gk . 110 19,72 .. 1689
111.‘."3I[Tai{-j;‘-§;1_‘gjr.]'."_i.',”:’.'ii'; T T T T

Aaverago 5ok bz 276 71 102 $1k4,805 3850

"Lﬁiﬁhddgﬁﬁéﬁefﬁoét'ﬁéésﬁfé df:éize 5f'bus{ﬁeéé'§ﬁ éhesé farmé ié“pro~
bably ﬁ&rﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁs;”btﬁeé’mcdéﬁfes'ma§ vé useful.  The labor incomos for
smélif?médiuﬁ5:aﬁd 15;36'féfﬁﬁﬁﬁéiﬁeééés;hgﬁbuped"ﬂy'éfbp norés, numbot oF

féﬁéég,“an& ofﬁe;ﬁéiég'fdgtérstafc éﬁéﬁﬁjihtﬁéﬁie“ég; 'Regar&IGSS of tﬁé'
'ﬁgasuréjgf sié&iﬁsédlfthéiigréer"férﬁs had hiéhefuééefége incomeszyjf
'Hﬁﬁtﬂjéﬂé 1imited mimber of recorde, it 15 difficult to moasiro”the
Folative ifportance of the different farm ontorprisés in affecting ineome
in thié area. Tho 1argeryférms averaged more acfes in eropss and nore
of-oaéh tyﬁe bf livestdck than the smeller farms. Size of business was

definitely associated with income, but the relative importance of the

different size factofs gannot be shown definitely in this resort.
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TABLE 28, SIZE OF FARY BUSINESS AND LABOR INCOME
43 Tarms in Land Classes IIT and IV, Middlesex
" snd Potter, Yates County, 1939 '

Moasure - Size group . o
of size . 8mall Medium Large

P

Lanor Income

Acres of ecrops R - o $1,10e - $1,082
Leres of eash crops 707 759 T 1,067
Yurber ¢f tows . " 638 - 789 S 1,214
Numter of ‘sheep ' L) ! Lo 8bY . 1,057
Man equivalent a 713 o o 813 o . 983
Productive -man work units . .. 161 . T R T 1,689

1

Grop Yields and Livestock Productinn Hates

Crop yieldd &nd livestock productiem rates veried greatly among the
43 faémé'inriﬁﬁi”éiésé@é ITT amd 17, Crop yiélas on & farms woré morg
:thdntéﬁ;béf‘éghf:ﬁbibﬁuéﬁé'aﬁéiﬂgé”fér”tﬁe ares, while 6 farms had erop: .
vields 20 Jer anb nr more above averade.  ‘Letbd ‘rAised per 100 ewes varied
from velow 7O éo:ﬁofé{fhiﬁfaféliVThé Forme oni-whied erdp yields were =« low
had iesé'1ambs‘§afséﬁaﬁe§'eﬁég*iesé'égggﬁséid"bdfﬁhena?éndfsmaller sales

of dsiry products per cow tHan 'the fafng Witk better yieldd of erops (table 29),

Cemal

oty L - b
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TABIE 29, *© RELATION OF CROP INDEX.TO OTEER. PRODUCTION RATES
U7 Farme in Lend Classes I1T and IV, MlddleSGX,
and Potter, Yates County, 1935 o

© - . . Sales .of Egga . Lambs.
Number dairy s0ld raiged
_Crop index : _ of - cproducts _per .. per.
Range Average farns Rer cow hen 100 ewes
Less than 90 75 12 S5 69 g4
90 te 109 10% 15 30 96 92
110 or nore 127 16 o5 98 93
Total or T : ,-, ‘ ' fri ‘
aversge 102 bz T .80 90

R

.F%£gs wlﬁw Algh‘crop Vie]@s had‘hlghor 1n00ﬁeq on theo évorage than
did farms with lower yields (tatle 30). This relationship Was due in parﬁﬁ‘
tozﬁhg fact that high crop yields Wére associated with high iivestock“
production raﬁcs, and in pﬁrt to the fact that farms w1th good crop ylelds
alse had larger farg buSInesses.
TABLE 30, @ '+ CROP INDEX AND I4BOR TNGOME

43 ¥arms in Land Classes III and IV, Mlddlescx
and Potter Yatos Gﬂunty, 1939

oee - Produc
Numbef tive . . Man
~Crop index Lof" man work  eguive Total Labor
Range . @ . Average - farns units - alent copital income
Less than 90 75 12 Whr 1.8 $12,392 $167.
90 to 109 101 15 545 1.8 14,367 . 1,014
110 tor more 123 1k 566 2.2 175025 1,208
e
Total or 102 3

525 1.9 $1l, 805 gm0

average

o



AE 3L e

The labor income Ffor the U3 farms when divided into low, medium, snd
high groups on the basis of different measures of production rates are given
in table 31. Reﬂérdiésé of ﬁﬁelmeasuré-uséd, higher‘rates bfgproduction
were a55001ated with nlgner fagn Qnéomes. fﬁe saleg of dairy produets per - -
cow ane‘affected by the typé of dairy product as well as by the amount sold
(mee table 25) Mont of tne farmg: in tne nigh group with respect to sales

0; dazry productﬂ per cow were Selllng fluid mllk, and were 1arge farm

businesses.

TABIE 31, PRODUCTION RATES AND IABOR INCOME
43 Farms in Land Classes IIT and IV, Middlesex and Potter,
Yates County, 197G

Jurceopiarifedfiun i it oo - - Soapnin ety -

Measure of ST . - . _Production Rate Group
production rate -~ vt Tow Medivm _ High
Crop index S, $167T . gi,o1M o $1,208
Dollar sales of dalry prodﬂcts per cow 367 ' 835 1,224
Egzs sqld per hen B . .. %o v ogsh - 9Bl
Tambs ralsed per 100 awes = te58 GOL 1,161

S

iy e bl Bl acteiirafoens —_—

*_;Tge.efﬁgcﬁ‘pf crop yields on flabor income was greater: on large farms
than on small ones. On farms with less than 490 work wnits, labdr income -
increased about $UD0 as orop 1ndex 1ncreased from 70 to 114 (table 32)

TABIE 32, SIZE OF ﬂARM BUSINESS, GEOP IYDEX AND TABOR INCOME
43 Farms in ‘Tand Classes IIT and IV} Mlddlesex
and Potter, Tates County; 1979

Numberu Proﬁuctlve

of v man worK © Orop  Total Iabor

e - farmg -uﬁltS index - ~capital ~ income
Productive man work - -7 - 7 B
units less than 490 — :

Crop index:below. 100 " 9. 368 79 “$lo,E0 & 97

Orop index, 100 or more 1. 34 14 12,318 Lg5
Productive mah work + LT - : g . :
wite U900 or.mors . o i e e e e P

Crop index below 1ou 1L 618 2190 $16,436  $ 915

Crop 1ndex lOk or more  ~. s l?Em.wj,ﬁl9359§.'$ 15522. .

3z

Wl e - o o S P - T e 1ot 1
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Cn farms with 490 or more work units, labor incene increascd about 900

L

~lis orop “{ndcx incresfed ‘froh 90 fo 122, Slw11ar relatlonohlps woro found

L L3 Fameeth . R
#whth other Hengurod of production rates.
PR s v : ’ ot

. ) O I T
Laror Bfficionny®

" Labor bfflClﬁncy referc to tho 1nount of mork aceomplishcd por man
duri g tneﬂyCdr, and’ may e meaeurad by werlk un1ts pe? THELTY, Tbis measure

N ]
X

A fodnd €57 b directly rolated ko Laber income (fa%ﬁé “Ej, The' Fapmers

ﬁnvlng thh Tabor offic1ency wore opormtin; 1xrge fqrm Lvaineases. Onb of

the- sdvantages of a arge farm bualnoss ia the fnct thau 1t usuqlly P%kes

L L

_{“

e
i

po ibl@?éTgfoater*accomwllshmunt of work per man.

mhe rolaticns bi@ botween Lub01 pfr:c19ncv and farm iicomc wos due

.m l *

v parﬁlv to the faet that the mote offloiont farmerﬂ W1th rospoct to lﬂbor

. . e T
T Were Also overdting 1argcr fmrns, Tn ather words thﬂ highincnmbs as80e iated

with-nigh 1abor efficioncy were due in part to cf‘1b:ency and in part o

[

large size of businces.

TABIE 33,  ° ' LABOR BIFIGITNCY AND TABOR INOOME
43 Farns in Land Classes IIT avd IV, Middlestx = o~ .
B and Fotter, Yates County, 19%9

s,

e

Productive. men work - NWumber Proddctiva-'Mn}' -
unltq nOr nan of nan work egquive  Crop , Labor
Range, - .- Average v farms o wnits.  alent  dndex U income
Less than 230 193 13 105 2.1 a7 1 ¢88
230 to 299 BT S 1 S T O OF MRS 1) S 017
300 or mere T390 16 - 655" 1.2 104 1562
Total or avorage 276 i3 525 1.5 102 $850
!
& summary . of this.seetizn "Fagtors Affesiidg - |0 5 heurrs

Roturns from the Farm Busineas" wiil Dbe 1ouand |
an page 63.
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COSTS AND RETURNS ON SHEEP

e T S E
. Sy Mo PR N T

3MS§p Qﬁ;tha,°°5t${Q@f?ﬁ?ﬁ?;%m=3?W.Y9rk State are nqnwgash copts,, In this
study only U ver cent of the costs on she ep were paid dlrectly in cash.  Thus. .
it ig diffiendt for a farmer to determine the profitableness-ofjthe_shgep.
enterprise Qp‘hiq;fa#m”without first":ecordipg the vaiue of @he,itoms not
paid ig ggsh._;@n th%s_area,;ggactically,allVthg grainran&.yqughage fed to |
sheep gxcep? cull beans, which were pgrchased,.cpuld he fed opher livostock..
The pastpre gn‘the‘homg farm an@ the Qui}ding‘gould énﬁmost cases be. ceconomi~
cally used for other livestqck? Thercfore, these items when used‘by shoop
should be charged against shecp ovon though thoynare,not_gaid in cash.

Gosts and roturns qﬁ‘sheﬁp wero_gbtainod froﬁ it farmgrg_who had_h,h50
sheep Or an avoersge of Q;Qhﬁgﬁ_ppr,fgrmﬁ .Eightfof,thqsg wqre}ig land class_II.
18 in land class III, and 23 in land plass.lvx MQStQQf.the ewes kept on‘thgse
farms werce grade westorng .and a lar aet uroportlon of thv Tams werc Hampshirq.

Data were obtained for tha calondar year 1930. Du;ipg this yoar lamb
prices were high compared with t?@'Pri§¢~°f'fﬁedi The irdex of tho price ofi
lamts in the f#ll O£‘1939iwésjij5ZWhOﬁ;l9lQ,€ 19ih:%:fdd,‘and wool during the
spring of.1939 was 110 (table 1) The index of the price of grain during
the late winter and sprlng of 1939 Wﬁs Q? and hay was asg low as: 1t had boen
at any tlmo 31nce 1932 Also 1n 1939 the pasturt qéasOn was 17 days 1onger
than nermal.

Thé'methods'éf ealgulating théldiffermﬁé costs and'their importance,
are given in the-Tollowing paragraphs:

Feed charges roeprescnt the farm value of the feeds uged. The farmers

interviewed valued these‘feeﬂé'bq?fﬁénﬁaé{é”gf the going farm price for the
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quality of the fced used * Sinco but” vory llttle feed vas purchascd, these

estimatad values wore the b131v of'most of tho feed COSts. The study was

T

for fho caicndar yonr 1939, 80 all th€ concbntrﬁtes and nearly all of the
hﬁy feﬁ fgiow;s “was cﬁe;ved at the Value aﬁriﬁé the.létg winter and spring
of" 1939 The grain fed- to larbs wag chargod at thHe vaiue' in the fall of
1939r Any lobor for getting the purchased feed to the barns was not. charged

sgalnqt fovd but was lncluded in the mlsccllqnoous 1abor costs,.

Ooncentrates,_ "

- :?he'pouﬁés,cf conceﬁtratés féd'to‘ewes)and tO'iémbs ahd the average
price at which farmors valued it is given in tablo 3&

“About L7 per cent of the ccncbntratua fed to ewes in this arné vas f
oats and barley or oats.- About Oneaquartcr wag cull beans ond naarlv 20 per
eent -corn. Efah accounfed for only U per cont. The average prlce oF homo
grown grain was $l}bi'pééﬂhundréd peurds., ~Beans aifrAgad 31 conts por 100
poundg or $6. 20 per ton, 20 that nll conccntrath,&;RZwés averaged %6 conts
pcr hundred pounds. Goncontratos were fed For an average of 117 days or B
approximately U months. L

| Of tho grain fﬁd_tQ.lambsn two t@irdg,was oats and bar;ey.or_qaﬁggﬂﬁCan‘
and vheat each accounted ﬁor.abbut:12 pe:%cpnfl Grain fed per .lambs averaged
46 pounds per head and was-valued at $1.2G per hundred pounds. . , .. ..

.About onenqugrter-mﬁ th@ pﬂunds of conccntrates fed to ewes and lambs.
was purghased, Boc Qauso cull heans wcre 1ow in price on]v 17 per cont of the. .
dollgrg was for concentrates purchased.

The guantity qf‘conceytrates and roughage fed per sheep are shown in.

takle Lo,

Roughaso
(tablc 35).

The average price of hay charged to ewes was $7.92 per ton/ In this
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TABLE 72k, GRAIN FED TO SHEEP |
49 Farms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates Gounty

R Bros U T Lambs
T Avorage Average. S
Pounds  pricc por Value Founds * ‘prise per Value
“per ndred~  per ver hundred-  por
farm - woight farm - farm " welght farm
Home grown o S C
Cats and barley = 2715 $1.02 $28 1788 $1.23 $o1
Oats _ 1673 107 Ay ' Bbz 1.26 8
“Barley 14| 1.00 3 77 1.24 1
Corn 1t . 1.00 1y They o 1.e5 5
Wheat 213 1.03 2 h1o 1.23 5
Rye 96 B0 1 15 1.10 *
Tatal 6699 41.01 468 3287 81.23 $lho
Purchased . - ' S ' ‘
Cull beans. 2315 $.31 88 e -
Bran 1.4y 4 gL 81,54 $1
Oats 132 2 ool N
Molasses - L Ry 1.24 1 65  1.19 1
Soybean meal | - o O N 1 T P 11 2
Linsced meal: -«  » - . o ' 12 2.00 Lo X
Lamb feed . e 63 178 1
Total YL U3IRg B LRY 817 285 81,62 45
Total . 9888 . 8.86 s8R ;3572 o 81.26 Gls

* Toss than $.50,

area half of the hay tonnage was alfalfa, and approximatelv one~half nf the
hay fed to sheep was éifai*é Farmrrs uuually fod to sheep the flrst cutting
of alfalfa and. clovér 1here theso were avallablo Where tlmothy was grown
1t was fed to horses' and the remalnder fed to other stock' The hay fed to
lants was usually the bogt QUallty hay Thn hzgher prlce for hay fed to lambs -
is partly due 46 the. bettar quallty and ar tlj to the fuct that thig hay was
fed to lambs in the fall of 1939 when hay uas hlgh 1n price.‘.

Bean pods accounted for o%m~51xtn of tho dry roughagk Yed to sheep and. wera~€:

valued at $3.74 per ton.



aStlage.sas. fed vo sheepsth only- b 6P-she B9 far#id? “Most of this was

corn 51lage which was valned at $2 85 per ton. O? cost account farms the cost of
1 )
pro&ucing porn 51laJe in 1938 was $? 98 per ton

TABLE. 35, ~© RCUGHAGE FED TO SHEZP
DT : lt9 Farms, Mlddlesex and Potter; thes unnty, 1939

N

réoﬁs . Average Value
‘per price por
farm . per ton farm N
Dry roushase ; L
Hay - ewes P2.8 $7.92 $181
Hay. - lambs IR o reben TR
Bean pods 5.1 7. 74 19
Corn ‘'stover 1.3 X 3.%8 5
Buckvwheat straw 0% 1,00 *
Straw, fed o1 .59 2.
Total dry roidghage - - T30.1 25730 :21p
Silaée - { . ,
Corn ellage . ' s, 85 8 :
: e - '3.9 42,85 89
Pea silage 0.6 1.78 1
o Totnl silage - © . BN ge.ze T UTB10
Total roughage A P A Lo no2 0 Sepp
* Less than’$;501 oL ',“1*',:f Lo e : B

On thbse farms about onc~hqlf of thp hqy vas fod to sheep ‘More than
one-guarter to catile and l&ss than onouquartor to horses (table 36)
Hearlf a1l @f the bean pods were fed to %he»p nghty»31x per cont of the corn

vt

silage was fed to cows and huifers, nnd lh por cent to sheep

L/ %Cests and Roturns from Farm Enterpriscs  frem 75 Cost. Account .Farms; 1938"
by Paul §. Williamson, Cornell Extension Bulletin 422, Page 31, 1939.
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TABLE 36. USE OF ROUGHAGE
: . 49 Farms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939

Hay Bean €orn  Straw, Cornm Pea
pods - -... stover - fed silagse gilage.

Tons per farm

Sheep o za.aﬂ;a“ el '1.a.'”_ 0.5 3.0 0.6

Cattle ' 1.6 041 L. 0.2 18.8 0.1

Horses - ol A0E - 050 SR S MR 0
Total . . 4g.6 5.2 6.3 2.0 21.8 0.7

L Per cent of total

?heep . R 1 S 9g -~ - 2L - - B2H o - ko . 26

Tattle 30 g . 69 10 86 L

Horses : 2e 0 10 65 0 O
Total: 160 . 100 100 100 00 .. 100 ..

Pastﬁfé:_

AIn,1939_the_averﬁéérpagture‘seasqn in this area extended from May 11 to
December 2 or 20% days. This is'equivalont ta 6.5 months. The normal pastuﬁa'dy
season as given by those farmers is frcm Uay 12 to November 16, a perlod of
188 days’or 6.2 months Thus, the 1929 pasture season was 17 days longer than -
usual.

" The coste for permament pasture- owned ty the operator- include” interest,
taxes, the value of new posts used, and man and horse labor fixing fence, A
team and wazon werc generally usel for benling and @riving posts. Practisally-.
no new fence was purehasdd and Tothine was ineluded for depreciation on ferses.—
Sevénty-one po¥ dent ‘4¥ the costs dﬁ'@crmaﬁéﬁtﬁiaéturé'were‘for intorost ard.
taxes (table H0.) “WHebe pastite ‘was rehtod'it was chavged at the faﬁé'pﬁi@;.
whlch was usually ¢1 per acre. In some Gases thelygnterrhadktolrcpair-the;fenoa»-

and this vork was freluded in f¥e éost, Tud valte oflothéfwﬁastufe'used v
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ewgs or lambs, such as second @r th1r& growth_of el falfa or second growth elover

B - I.
e

" wore estimated by tho farmer If another cutting of hay could have Peen -

. oy ,..,..4-‘- \\"

vighe b Valuo of the pastured Wns determlned from the value of the standing’ hay

On sOme fzelds the after grOwth was 80 small, due.bte-the dry weathdr 13 1939,
tHpt the farmor sald no charge should be pade.,,
Co L e o I .
Paqtur@ used by sheop and lambs amounted to 0.9 acres of permanent pasture
and 0.3 acres of other pavture (moqtly after.math growth o1 hay Fialds) per
matyre. shoep (table- Lo) v+ i Pawhanent pwsture cost $1.12 an acre or $1. ol per
matire ‘sheep. Other pasture for ewes cost hS cents an acre awd Ifor lambs

77 cents, and avoraged 65 cents por acre or 21 conts per mature sheep.

Puildings

Building charge wa.s determined from the walue of the barn and the percentage
used far shoep. The farmer was flrst asked the valuo af hl% farm. Then hu
was asked the value of the different buildings, crop land and pasbture land.
In most cases the farmers lowered the valuc of the b;ilﬂings sc that the sum
of the Qiffercnt items would not exceed the value ofﬁtge farm. The anmuzsl :
building charge used in this study was 11 por cent of Qhe estimated value of
the »arn used by the shocp. 1/ This item was then multipiied Ty the pe;ccntage

of the barn usod for sheep. The average value of thdtipaft of barnq:ﬁsed fbr
sheep was $10.00 per head, snd the anmial aost was $1. lﬂ (table hO}

Man Labor

The shocp were chargod with tho valuo of labor acﬁuaily used on this

enterprise. Thr farmers Wbre asked what they would havs to pay pér hour for

a man who boarded himself to do the work that he did on shecp. “1t was p@inted"

cut that most of the work was inh the wmnter tlme. Neariy all of these estimates

were betwoom 20 and 25.cents per hour- the avorage was -23 cents por hour and
e 2

this rate wag used fcr all farms studies. 2/

1/ The average annual tuilding cost on farms keeping cast accounts in Neow York
State has nveraged mbout 11, .5 per cont of the value 4f the buildings. IFive
ver cent is for interest, about 3 per cent for taxes, and the ether 3.5
per cent for depreciation, repairs, and insurance.

2/ On farms keeping cost accounts the average cost of all labvor durirg the
year 1938 as 31 centﬂ pcr hour
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Man labor mverage 1 hours per sheep per year. The“distriﬁutiop of this

labor is qhown in flguro f 3, The most labor was required in April vhen those

»w.:‘ > v

rmers averqﬂed 3 7 hours per day taklng care of sheqp and lambs., About .

e Loy i .
PR H T . ¢

threeﬂfourths of the work on sheep wes from wecember l to Aprll 30 whon there

is 11ttle 1f any work on crops except &urlng the 1atter part of the month of

Aprll.

Dally choras of fee&ing sheep and Carlng for 1amhs accounted for. 38 par.

cent of the lgb@r on shecp (tabdle 37).

Hours per
b
' ’ __{
¢ {- F

3‘ ,‘,. 1 ' !
2.. B ‘4 ‘ '

e . | -
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Jan, Feb Mdr. Apr Mqv June July Aug Snpt Oct Nbv. Dee..

FIGURE 3. EQUHS OF VAT LABOR ON SEZZP .
T UG Parms, Midlelsex and Potter, Yotes: tounty, 1939

About -fhree-quartersof.the 1abér on sheap’

D was from Dacémber 1 to April 30. |
During April theose farmers aver

aged noarly 4 hours 2o day on zheep.

[
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~TABIE 37, DISLRIBJ”ION OF MAB LA“OR ON SHEEP AGCORDING O'OPERATiOﬁS
' RN M9 Parmsyi Middlesex-and Pottery.Yates County, 1939

- ——— e e s o e e b g e — B iind
i o b - [

..~ Hours of i e "
man labor Per cent
Operation  « oo . e o _.per farm o ..of total .

Dally chores., . bog ‘ . 88,4
Moving to and from pasture s o 16 ' 3.3
Helping shearers® 15 3.2
Drenching L1l 2,1
Dipping : 2 0.5
Harketing L 0.9

Hauling feed o e 3 0.6

Dressing for mariet amd otner - 3 0.7
Total e Tt gy L ©100.0

T K e

411 except one farmer hired tnelr ghéep sheared, . leed shearing is not
included above,

Depreciation

Depréémétlﬁﬁ ;ﬁlthéqinCK duse tc deatn 1o;ses and advmnclng age wers
obtained byﬁsubtracting the value of the flock at the end of the year from
thaﬁ at the;beginning;‘credit was given for old ewes go0ld and a debit made
for any ewés purchased. Where ewo lambs were kept for replacements in the
flock they;ﬁefe hendled the same as lambs soldy that is, thej were‘included as
a receipt.: This made the depreciation item comparable on the different farms;
this is aléo true of lambs sold. Where the flock was not replaced by young'
stocK, most of the farmers leured that the ewes decreased a dollar per head
in value ag. the& became a year older;p o

Depr801atmon on sneep amownted to $1 39 per head (table 40) The
average aée of tﬁe sneep on Shese farms on January 1, 19HO was older than %those

on January 1, 1939, and tne ewes were valyed. =t BlL centv less per'nead at the

eng of the year than at the beginning. 4t the beginning of the year. there wers
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6 yearling ewes por farm, nnd 6 ewes were bought per farm during the yoars

ﬁ
e e

When one COﬂSldOr" thﬂt 5 of these were uscd to enlmrge the flock, it leaves
only 7 for roplﬂccmcnts. At this ratc 1t would take 12 years to ropi cé the'
flocky "~ The average death losswwas MQB-ewes and 0.1t bucks per farm or 5 per cent.

The mumbbr of old ewe sold averaged 4 per farm snd averaged $2.71 per hoad. o
- Intorost

In%@rést Wa? charge& at 5 por ¢ant on the avorage value of tho fldck i

for the year. This amounted to h9 ceats nar head (tablc hO)

Lamblng Porigi
Per eent
of lambs
60 o
Lo |

%}
<

:
_‘._.‘.__._.,,._.__.__......1‘

n

ol m rl . A

-
,c. Jan F@b Mar. Apr., May June -July Auvg. Sept. Oct. Nov.

FlaumE M. ' PER CENT OF LAMSS BORY IV BACH MOWTH
9 Farm@, '1ddlcqex and Potter, ates County, 1939

Naarlv 60 per gont of the 1ambs wero born in Anrll' only 1
per cent wore born bafore Mereh 1. . - .
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When Lembs Were Sold

In-thisg area moro then one-half of tho lambs were sold in Octobcrlénd;
Navomber, éﬁﬁ the average wolght was ﬁbout Sé pounds (table 38). Only‘g per r
cent wore sold befqre June:l::moét:of thoido were trucked to Buffalo and sold}
for the Eastor trade. }

The avgrage price pcrfldb p@uﬁds for lambs sold before Junc 1 was $11.17,
while those.sold frcm;Ju1y~t5 Jaﬁuéry avernged $%.%9, There was 10 seasonal;
trend in price of lambs.duyiég tﬁeilast hal# of 1939, |

TABLE 38. LAMBS SQLD AND AVERAG? PBIGE BY MONTHS , 149739 ‘
L9 Farmqa Ml&dlosex and Potter, Yates County, 1939

5 - z

Numbver . Number Por cent . Average Price Price

Month of °~  of lambs of ‘total - weight ~ pe? 100 * per
sold . galés s01d  lasids ‘sold - of lambd pounds . lawb
March 2 g 1 $11.6k $7,08

April g 208 T 6E~ To11.87 1.31
May 2 6 i 7 10,35 v7.63
Total or average 12 323% 9 $11.17 $7.32
Sune 0 L
July 3 S - RO S 4 ¢ 8.25 86.18
August 5 189 5 8l 8.6k 7.28
September 12 156 10 78 8,53 6.59
October = 17 . 915 . 2ho- 78 .. su6g e BuTh
Yovember 21 100% 29 79 8.5 6.73
Tecenbor ' 12 - bpg L - BR g, 6L 350
January* 1 217 6 88 8.6% 7.58
Totel or aversge 77 3190 91, - - #0 . $8.,59 $6.90 ...
Total—all 1ambs g9 3513 100 79 $a 79 ‘ $6 9u

B
. 2

¥ January. 1ncludos those sales mado since January 1, l9h0 and two 1ots of
lambs whidh had not y&t Teen sold.

)
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Per cont  of
total lambs
sold . . Lo . _ , :
0 T
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FIGURE 5. ... PER: CENT.OF LAMBS .SOLD IN EACH MONTE
Lo qums, Elddlesex and Potter, Yatos County, 1939

Cop

S B ‘-ﬁbout ono=half of tbe 1nmbs were sold in Cetober and
November -

s

. Method of Selling Lambs

One butchur in Rochoster bought twoutblrds of the 1ambs sold from, this ‘:
area in,1939 (table 39)._‘ He bought the 1ambs at th@ farms and, then the
farmer delavered them td Bushv1lle This buyor purchas@d only ono lot of 1ambs
before June 1. One farmev—truccor handled 19 per cent of thc 1ambs sold; He
truckeﬁ them %o thu Fuffalo Market, sold them ‘on commlsszon, and chargod one
‘cent pﬁr pound for the trqpking, comm1551on, an& yardage.‘ One»half of the .

early lambs in this area were handled by thls farmerutrucker Slx per cont
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werg.tfﬁéked by the farmer or hirsd t;uckqd_tolﬁuffaiQ and gold on commission.

The average price received frOmlJuly to Janggry from the‘Rcchester butpher
was $8.57 per 100, pounds an@:fgcmjthe_f@:mcﬁntruckC? $8f67:.pricas_rocqivei |
were practically the .same, especlally when the shrink is considerecd. |

TABLE 394 " uETHOD OF SELLING TAMDS
49 Forms, Middlosex and Pobter, Ystes County, 1939

Number - Tarber Per cont

Yethod.of sale -+ . - - - . of ~ . of lambs ‘ of total
gales sold _ number
Ono putehor, Rochester® i o 9258 o gay
Other butchersk# E~- x - 106 3.
Oneufarmerutrucker* 2 665 19
Buffals commiggion - T 205 6
Local tuyer and truckar 7 231 7
Fot yet sold - ug. - : L
Total &9 , 3513 100

Lo,

*  This Rochustor butchpr purchascd the 1qmbs from the farmer at ﬁhe farm pnd
then the farmer dolivered them to Rushville.

**  Other butchers inglude one in Rochester, one in Kacedon and onc in Penn Yan.

+  This farmeretfucker hauled the lambs to Puffale and sold them on commission.
Ee charged one cent por pound to cover trucking, commission and yardage.
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Summary of Costs and Beturns

Costs and roburns on sheep were obtained from 49 farmers who had H,U50
sheep orian averago’ of 91 head per farm. On ‘these farms the averagd cost of
keeping sheep was $9. 8% per head (table 40Y,

Febd wnd beddipk were the" most important items in cost and amounted to

$%.11 per head or 42 per cont’ of the total cost: These farmers fod on the

average 109 pounds of conecentrataes, 665_pounds‘ﬂry roughnge and 80 pounds of

silage per nature ‘sheep. “Grain Ted to 1qmbs’was'dividod‘bv the mumbor of

mature sheep to obfain the 39 pounds @er heaﬁ shown in table 40.

Paqturo cost wos m1.25 per head or 1? por cent of the total cost., Man -
Japor averaged 5.1 hours per head at 23 cents per hour the coat was ¢1 17
per sheep, or 12 par cent of ‘the total coqt. BT

The vnluc,of that part of tuilding used by sheep cvnragrd $10 OO pcr

nead and -the anmuial cost was ¢1.10. This vwas 11 per cent of the cosi of

‘kebping'sheep.':'

Deprociwtlon en ehcoo 1mqunts to ql 39 Uer head or lh per, gent of thb
total éost: | | | | S

anbs sold plus Joye lambs kopt for ropiacemont avoraged 85 por mature
shoep (tablc uoY . Th;s $s not lombs raised ner owe bocause the YOaTllnFS not
tred and bucks are included, The lambs raised per ewe on these farms averaged
.93, TLarbs sold averaged $6.95 per head or $5.48 per mature sheep, and ewe
lambs kept averagod $.48 per head.

Wool averagod 7.8 pounds per head and at 23 cents per pound averaged $1.82
per head in value, |

The amount of mamure produced per shecp averaged three-guarters of a ton

and farners valued it at $1.00 per ton in the barn.
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TARLE 407" - 008 ANDRETURNS O 'IHF SHEEP ENTERERIST
—_ hg Tarms, Niddlesex and, Potter, Yates County, 1939
P - (4450 shesp or 91% per farm: -
Quantity Oost Quantify fost  Por cent
peT Averaga  per per per 7 of total
farm prige . farm . sheep shoep  cosd
Cogba . v
feed 3nd bc&dlng
“Congentrates T e - L
Ewos 99 ewt. $.80 38R 109 1bs. $. 93 ‘9
w Lombeg . 36 ewh. . 1.25 Ly 39 1bs, , f-<§ )
Dry roughsge 30 ton 7.05 212 665 1ts, 2. ?u el
- i8ilage U ton- 2.68 10.. . 80 1bs., A1 1
Salt 6 owt, .62 L & 1lve. ol 1
v .- Bedding 7 ton 2.79 . 18 146 1hs. 20 2
Total feoed )
 and bodding S : 3374 BU11 o e
Pasture-permanent+ 84 acres 41,12 Sl 0.9 acres 1.0 10
Pasture-other 29 acres ¢ 65 19 0.% acres .21 2
Man labor U653 hrs. 2% 107 5.1 hrs. 1.17 12
Building B90Qgx CL11% 1000 $10 1.10 11
Dopreciation 126 1.%9 14
Interest 5% Lh it 5
Shearing 91 head $.18 16 182
Auto, truck, & o
mizeellancous © 17 219, o2
Totnl cost 3897 $5.88 100
BELM . ,: K . . R R ‘
Lambs sold 72 56.95 Buog .79 $5.48
Ewo lambs kept =~ Uy . ~BLEL - Mﬁ" .06 . kg
Mool 711 1be, .23 165 7.8 1bs. 1,82
Mamuire 69 ton 1.00 6y - .76 ton .76
Total roturns 3775 88. 5k
Profit o N -7 C-51.3k
Returne per hour of labor _ - $.03

* o Number of sheenp 1n’1uioa 83 ewes, b Yu?rllmgs ‘and’ E bucks, and arc thc number
at the boginning of the year,

#% T ‘a¥erago value of the barns used for.sheep was. $1,424 and 6Y per cent of
these barns werc used for sheep or for.storing shcep feed.

* The a¥erago valuc of permanént pasturce was $10.4%8 per scre. The annuhl o
‘pasture cost of $1.12 per acre wes. divided as follows: igteorest and taxes
71 per cent, ropair work 16 per cent, posts h por eent, wive % per cent; and
manurﬁ, 11me mnd swod S per cent .

TR T AT W e 4T, v e
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Total returns from sheep averaged $8.54 per head as compared with a total
cost of $9.88. mhuo rocelptq 1acked $1 24 per head of coverlng all costs. If
the charge for lobor of ¢131? per head is on1tted from the costs, returns still

llack 17 cantﬁ of oqualing the costs. “Thue the reﬁurn'pér hour of labor was |
“inus 3 cents. : B h |

Even though the avorage return frcn shOep oft theqe farme wag 'less than
the eost, thore were somo farms that made fair to goojreturns on sheop_@uringﬂ,
1939. Twentyutwo.fafﬂers or nearly one~half made a plus returnhpgfihoﬁ% of
labor, and elovan waée more than 80 ccnts an hour. i The factors which wore
related to returnq on qb@ep are disou%sed in the following pages. It should
be kept-;n m1nd thabztncrc~WGre only M9 Focords. . When this numbér of floeks
is divided 1ntp thrua roups it 1e aves only abOut 16 records 9&? group which

o

is a rather snall fwdber from which to draw definite concluglons.

L Factors Affecting Returns on SHéop

Sizo of Flock:

The- fqrﬂ@rs with the 1argor’flocke had considerable lowef'éﬁétufa-aﬁé
balldlng costs por head and were more efficient in the usc of labor (table h1).
The group with mediunm size flocks of from 60 to 99 head raised tho most .lambs
per owe and alqo had thp 1owest fecd coqt pEY shoep.f This group nade a return
per hour of 16 conts, vﬂlle the othor wr@ups mada a minus return for labor.

TABLE L1, - " SIZE OF FLOCE AND RYTURNS FROM SEEEP
. 49 Parns, Middlesex end Pottor, Yates County, 1939

Wumber of T Man - Lambs Returns.
hSheep_paym“,MMManmcr [ Gos*s eT, snoeo _ labor raised per hour
" flock o of Puilds - © per  por 100 of labor
... Range Average flocks.- Pasture ing . Total . head ewes

Legs than o ‘ N

6O 43 ooh s BLi.s3 81,33 0 $10.90 4.0 88 -
6099 78 .FP1g ceclnebtt 1.1k gl 37- 99 - - . +.16
100 o~ “I¥g  -°16 i 1.1g L0100 9.91 2 29 © o -ll2

more A S LI T o o 5 - : -
. e :

Total or '

_aversge 91 by $1.25 8.10 © $9.82 %1 93 $~.03
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Lambs Ralsed per 100 Ewes

- Those that ralsed more than 100 1amos per 100 awes made a re turn per hour
-y q‘_.-;l-" ,'-," -“ ' v Yo P L o~ . R

of labor of P} centq as comparod w1th mi s 33 cents for those who ralsc& loss

than 85 (table n?) | On thos>farms which raisod tho most 1ambs per ewo thc
lambing porconta o (11ve 1ambq drcpped por cwe)was considerably hlﬁhﬂr than on

1,,_V.,-. s . f;.‘ " 41—,

tho cthor farms, Thl was the result of havlng fewor ewes that fallod fo lamb
Heyd B . -

and hav1ng a ; highcr proportlon of tw1ns, Another 1mmortant factor affectlng

.

the number of 1ambq e ised weLS tho death 1os° in iambs Thnsc tha% r91sod less

e . '

than 85 lambs por lOO ewes 1ost 25 por cont of the lnmbs bqrn, wh1le tho group

that ralsed mcre than 100 1ambs 10%t onlJ 2 per cont

PR

&

One of uhe probloms of many shcop ralqors in thl% area is how to prcvent

the heavy death 1osqos in thelr 1ambs. The relmtzon of doath lOSu to fced is
dlscussod in sectzon on Gost of chd

TARLE Lo, LAMBS RAISED PER 100 EWES AYD -RETURNS FROM. SHEEP - . oo
49 Forms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 19%0

Lambs raised =~ - * Number - Per Gent  Lambing Por ‘cénb Roturns

pgr¢lQQ.swes*;. i, 0f . of ewos. porcente - death Ipss. . .per hour.
Range Average flocks barren 580 in lambs of labor
Less than 85 - 73 17 '-13 9g T 25 $-.33
g5 t5 100 77 9B 9 - B R S S NBERET
101 or moro ._11.2 C13 c10oviee 8 RS B
Total &r" s : : o e
AvOTSER. 93 , hg 6 . 109 16 § w03,

- The. mumber of emes .that was  used to. calsulate the number of lambs ralsed
,per 100 ewes-was-the number of ewes other. than vnarlings at lambe. - *
1ng timo plus the ycarling that 4id lamb,. .- =
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Teed Cost ner Sheep

The floeks that had the lowest feed cosf‘made 11 cents per hour Qfﬁlabcr
as*ébmﬁdr%d-Withfminﬁéfreturnéffbr:the"other two (table 43),: This bebtor
rotirn wis ‘made in epite’of the fact that the Tlocks with the lowest food cost.
raised tho fewcstulémbs;pcr 100 ewds.. The bettér return -was made on thg firms
with Tow foed cost for two remsons: {1}, ‘that with an. extensive entorprise.
1ikd’9héép; where the roturtis are-small, one must not beeome too .intvohsive and.:
invéet boo much in fesd: and-(2) the farmers vho cstimated-too low on the arount
of ‘hay fed may'bé in’' the low féod'groﬁp. . The hay and other roughage fod -to-
each ﬁlassiof.livegﬁdék C . was ¢btained and vhere it appeared
that thore was too mch for~one*class_of'livéstdck and not enough’ for another,
the gquantitiss fed ﬁefé‘rechecked.with'the farner. The total amount fed to
all Ilivestotk checkéd with:the'amount.produméd plus‘of minug any inventory
changes. In this way the quantity of hay and other roughage fed are as

accurate as it is_poasible:to'qbtainrby the survey gethod,
TABIE 43. | FEED 0OST FER SHEEP AND RETURNS FROW SHEEP
o 4G Parms, ¥iddlesex and Potter, Vates County, 1939

Pounds per- shoen  Total  Lambs  Returns -

©  Nusver 0 77 Dry cost ~  Taised ~  per hour
Teed cost.per sheep . of .- Coneen~ roughe- ver per 100 of labor.
Range Average/flocks ~trates  age’  sheep  ewes, s
Less then $3.10 . $2.72 16 . 101 531 . $8.02 &7 ~ 8.1
$3.10 to $h.45 3,70 17 111 634 9,77 92 -.10 ¢
$u h6 dr-more 5;22 16 139 802 11,67 © 99 .09

% Teed cost pcr qh@@p 1ncludos thwt fed to lambs.: . The concontrates, 'silage,
and dry roughaie . thatifed t6*shesp onlyi S e D

+ The pounds of silage was 30 pounds per shcep for the' first twe groups ‘and’
166 for the group with the highest feed cost.
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hen the flocks aro sorted bv pounds of concentrates ' fed per Hcop

or by pounds of rough&ge fed, one flnds thc sane general relationbhip as w%en

P

they were aoTtad by total ‘feed cost per head (tables UM and 25)

TABIE" LY, © " POUNDS OF CONCENTRATES PER SHEEP AND RETURNS FROM SHEED ‘
. 19 Tarns, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939
Pounds . Fecd Total TLambs Roturng,

FPounds of concentrates Yumber of dry cost  cost raised  per hour

pexr sheegp - 0 i, 0 b of O rounghnge  per U7 pdér U oper 100 Tof
Rango e ~ﬁverage» flocles pdr cheop  sheep  sheep ewes laber
Less than 75 5L IS T UBRYTCU Rt @ysE o $.0%
75 to 125 . 99 17 639 :3:-83 9:9L. .93 ~.01.
126 or.more. . 193 . . 17 9M g 10.31 - 91 . .09

TABLE-&g, POUNDS GF DRY ROUGHAGE PER SHEEZP AND RETUURNS FHOﬁ SHELP
BN U9 Farna, Nlddlosex snd Potter, ‘Yates County, 1939

Pounds Feed Totél Tambs Roturns
Pounds of dry roughage Number of concen~ cost cost  raised. - .per Hour -
par_shoen of trates per rer per 100 ' of
Bange - - | - Averhge. flocks  fer shedp “shedp  shoep “ewes 7 labor
Less than 560 - 27 - 16 0r sIp1 -§3.0210 004878 28 0 4,08
560 to 785 677 17 75 3.76 9,7k 8% w12

786 orwore o 91k v o1e om0 Busbo 1l 100 - wl06 -

Only 14 farmers foi silagé; of these 6 64 pos endilage and & fod corn
pllage Due to ﬁhe boat of groviné corn s11 ge aq comParnd vﬁth hay, 1t hff_“

probably docs nat pmy tc grow this crOp to fcedq Oep

o
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Percontage of Ration Beans .

The flocks wero sorted according o, the percentage of the ration that was.
beans t6 see if there was any rolation botween beans and the death loss in

larbs on th@ééf%af"s.: THe' 10 farmors that: fed a ratibn composed. of 15 per

per cent :
cont or ‘mére ‘Boans had A ddath’ 166s of 18/vhich wag siigltly hl Hor #hnn any
(toble ¥6)
cthéer group/ Thé ‘grotip thdt d1d not’ féed any beans had a death loss of 16

per cent, whmch indicates theré weTeo othcr fa ctors as woll as beans that

i/

were rclated to the death loss in lambs. Since only 7 farmers fed any braa
and only one of tho ‘fed more than 500 pound ,=it was not possible to study the

effects of bran on the dnath logs.. The der th loss in lertbs on thosc farms wns
rclntod to tho porcontago of hav ﬂlfglfa =

TABLE 4. PER- CENT. OF GONCENmRﬁTES THAT WERE RBEANS AND RETURNS FROM. SHEEP
: e 49 Farms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939,

= g e e e
Per cent of concentrates Furber Per-cent Lanbs Foed Roturns
that wore beans of of death/raised per ecost per-hour
Rangoe. - Avorage fiocks loss in 100 ewes - per of: labor
= ' s sheep “head :
None - 21 16 91 $3. 84 $.05
1 to Uy b - 11 - 100 3.91 . 07
¢

46 or more &9 - 10 - 1. .90 - 3.96 - =08

Ll

Pasturc Cost pfr Shchp

i
:

Thc fIOﬂks wherc thc paétuf; ﬁdst*pof qﬁeop‘;a% tﬂé.ﬁigﬁéséwﬁéig %éa
nore concentrates and dry rough 3¢ du*mng the wmntnr than the othcr flocks .
(tablo' ) Thl” ﬂ%y 1ndlcate thet tho naqture was nob of bettor quality where

the pmsturo cost por. thon was hlbh, but rather more valuablo land and
pasturo that was loss fully utllizﬁd The boqt returns‘were obtalned on

those fqrms whor\ the ﬁasturﬂ cost VAS igss than @1 15 TOT hcad

1/ The cgase of tiff lames bas ba:n studiod by the Animal Husbandry DcPartmant
of Cornell Unlver31ty. Soa "Cousc of Stiff Lamb Disease) by John P
Tillman, S. &. Asdell and.Potor Olafeon, Corncll Exp..Sta. Bul. 603, 193&
The resulie of Oyﬁhrlﬁént% during four years arc reported, Further work
is now in Progress.

2/ On farms with loss thon 25 per cent of the hay acreage in alfalfe, the
denth loss in larbs was 13 per cent as compared with 18 por cont on farns
with 45 por cont or more alfalfa.




e
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CTABLE N7.. . PASTURE 60ST PIR SHEEP ATD RETURNS WO SmmEe -
' %9 ﬁarqq, Mzddlasex and Pottor, Yates CauntJ, 19397

i

4 = Rl

" Fecd ' Total ?‘Lambs }‘Lamb

- NMimber  eost  éost "traisod J““pfico Returns
Pasturo cost pqr sheopt . of  per pérT  per 100 . per - per hour
"Range © Y Avorage flocks - sheep- vshoop ewos . hoad - of labor
Less. than w1 15 $.82 19 ,$3ﬁ67:55_$8 93 9L - Y #6710 807
81.15 to $1.45°  1.31 15 ZiBO T 10.270 9N v BUBB . .,09 e e
$1,46 or more’ 1.93 157 leen 10. 9&"*'93' ' 7.29 -.11

N o

* Includes perrmanont and other pasture vhebther used fbf shecp or larbs. .

In fhlé arca aﬁout two;thzrds of the hl farnors 1hoqo cr0p 1nn& 15 ir land
classas III or IV own or rent pqsture land in land class II (tablo 48)s e
average d1stancg to thvso drtached ﬁarcols of pgéture w8 5 ﬂ1105° two wore
nore than 10 mllos. . Tﬂe pasutre cos t per shcon for farﬂerq in land classe
ITI eand IV was aboutb t%n samo for thoqe ‘1tn parture in land cl,ssos T o8 Por
the other farmers. Tho pasture cost per sheep for those farmers whoéb croP
1and!and pasturc-wcre in land class IT was highor than for farners in-tﬁgl
higher. land classovl_ Tho acres of porﬂanoru pﬂsture fn* ghoep for farws in
lard olsss I was 1.2,a88 coﬂparod w1t1 0.9 for farns in the hléhbr 1and clnééOS.

Thc 1 aribs ralsed por 100 ewcs yme 1or for thosr in land eclessos III and
IV who pasturod th01r sho p at’ hoﬁc, and tnul: r@turns_fyom_shecp wero 1owaruf
than for faraors in 1mnd7class IT and lower than fo@.those-i@QIand qlqss9$ IZI_

PR

and IV who postured their sheop dn land élass II, - R

Twonty of the M9 fa rﬂorq or Ul per sont rotated. thetir pnsturos OVeTH- g

or three weoks. Roturns fron shoop weroe somewhat bmﬁfe¥-oﬁ farms WaoTo paste

[

uree were rotated,
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TABLE 48,  TOCATION OF PASTURE AND RETUENS FROM SHEEP ..
4G ¥arms, Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939

Ty

S L e Paqture_ Teed Total  Lambs o o
Land olage’ ,Number» cost cogdh cost ralsed " Roturnsg per -
of - . uof of . per .. ©per.. . per  per 100 hour of labor
farm. ' pasture = flocks sheep - sheep sheeép  ewes +
- T T T T T
11 I g o . $.64 $3.55 410014 104 $.0k%
IIT or ¥ II . 26 701,23 0 3.59 %28 . 93 .06
ITI cr IV III or IV 15 1.28 .55 11.24 26 .23

* Pasturc in land clagses IIT or IV wag usunlly a part of the farm

+  Doath loss in lﬂﬁbs vae 10 per cont in land elass IT and 17 per cent in land
classos III and IV. This maJ bo: due to the difference in qualltv of h&j.

Building /Cost’ ﬁe: Shoen

: Thése faras tart hnd tho hlghest cu1lding cost per shecp had 1argor death

i

lossos and She lowest numbnr of lambs ramsod per ewe (table ﬂ9) Thls 1ﬁdlcates

-+ R

thmt better bulldlnés dld not rpsult in,smwller death losses in 1mmbs. Bost

returne werno 5ucurod on those farms thrc th bailding coqt was less than
$1.15 per shoop. Thlq would,be Whnro the 1nvostment in bulldings pcr shnep
was less than $10.50,

TARLE 49, - .. PUILDING (COST FER. SHEER AND RETURNS: FROM. SHEED.

49 Farme, Middlesox and Potter, Yates County, 1939

R

- Mumbar Total Per cent Lambs  Returns
_ Yamber . of sheop cost’ death raised  per
Building cost por sheep - of - per ~ per . “loss om per 100 "hour of
Range Avorage . flocks - flock shoep lambs ewes lador
Lees than $.75 .53 . . 13 . 103 . - $8.96. -1h - . 93 $.08
$.75 to $1.1k .92 20 g8 9.97 15 oF: 09

$1.15 or more 1.94 6. . g4 . -:10.68 .17 ... 85 . .28
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Hours of Mon Labor ner Sheop

:The‘shaéﬁ'?ibcks whre Ioss than Mfé:hbﬁrS'bf'iabor were spent vor sheop

were about 70 por cont largor thwn thosc on.whlch 6 0 or more hours

There

{table RO)
PG qpcnt}

whd' the donth loss in lawbs) b1 “the’ lambs ra1°9d por 100 ewos. The smalleost

loss pershood wes: on those flocks whorc the loast 1nbor was use&

TABLE 0.

HOURS OF MAN LABOR PER SHETP AND RLTURNS FROM - SHEEP

49 Farms, Middloscx and Fottar,

Yates County, 1939

~

e 4 - " e, T b ey e Lo W‘llf"lb‘ﬁr S Lﬂbqr o 'Fe(’d, TO‘tS‘l

- Hours of men lahor Furber of shees cost cost cost Profit
per sheoep of per per per’ per L per

Rango Average floeks  floek sheop  sheep shoop ‘shaep

Less than L. 5 3 i 17 110 .78 3N $8.79 4.5k,

4.5 to 5.9 5.2 15 99 + 1,20 299 10.53  «2,00

6.0 or more 7.9 17 55 1.71 2% 10.85  .1.83

wOol Tool Clin ' '7

Those farmors Who so}d nmore than 8.4 poundq of wool pcr shoep made a

+

return per hour of lnbgr of 11 ccnts a8 compnred with minus 22 conts’ for those
x:

;:The nroup that sold tne Wo%t wool per

-whéiebld only 7.5 B 1oss (ﬁablp 51)
sheop also raisea the ﬂDSt larbs per 100 vwo which 1s ) more 1np0rtant fwctor

affceting roturnq thwn tnc wool clip.-

i e d
' 1

POUNDS 'OF WOCL ER SHEEP AND RETURNS FROK SETEP

TABLE 51‘.
L9 Farms, Middlesex and Pottor, Yates County, 1939

Pounds Avorage . Tool . Total. Larbs - Returns
of wool . “uoullimber | ‘pounds © Sheep  sales  cost  reised per hour

per - of of wool  per por o per L ..per 100 of
sheep .. ° " flooks '+ pPer sheep farm  sheen iheep ewes "~ labor
Less then 7.3 .17 o 6.7.. . 97 8156 89.17. 84 882
7.3 %23 76 7.8 g 1.79  9.92 97 .02
2.4 or more 15 9.2 10,66 58 + 11

89

.13
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Date of TLombing

Tleven flacks or sbout 20 per cont started 1nmbiﬁg in Nofeﬁﬁor, ﬁécéﬁb;;;t
or Jmnuarv nvd U1 uﬂr “cont of the lambs from tnese flockq were sold boioro
June 1 (thblc '52), “Yosh of those sold before June 1 were cold for the
Daster hhii&ay;foaé " Host of the farmers vho nad early lambs hed “twe flodkg"
of ewa& = one for carlv 1nmbs ‘and. one for late 1ambq. In quch cases, ﬁho
costs on the o’ Flod?s verp not 1ept soparnte.‘

The HUﬂber.OfglaﬁhS.raiSOd per 100 owes W s hiéhest for thc-flocké,$hat.
ﬂtﬂrted lamblnb fron November to Janue na Iowest for the F@bruavy and “nrch _
group | Returns on tqe %becH enberprigc vere better on thmse flocks that started
lamﬁlng boforo Aprll 1.: \ ‘ e vuTif“'H

The perccntdgo of early larbs in $his area is increa51ng, in 1932 wery

few larbs were born before March 1.

[

LEIE 5. doNTE TIRST LB BORF AYD FETURNS FROM S ,
e TG g Hiddlesex and Potter, “Yatew County, 19358
‘ Pcﬁnds‘ ~ Toed . Lambs  Per gent Valuc | ; Raturns

Ui MWisBePC of eone  cost rTaised ‘of lambs - of ldtbs ' pér hour
Month first — of centrates per por 100  gold be- per . of oot
1asb bo¥n . 27 #loeks” Por sheep sheep/ewss fore Jupel head’ . “laBor
Novi 4o dar.* ~ 117 ~71ig .51 1000 M1 ‘$7T3§ L ufb? o
Febh. and Mar.+ 11 121 - 3.29 ﬂnﬂsg .0 6.83%, .,08
ApriY and Mageek gy ¢ 1L T 3gs g2 8 NS oUN SIS

* TNov. to Jan. includes 1 for Novenbor, 5 fod Decomber andwﬁ’for'JaﬁuaTYE:*”‘f
+ TFeb. and Mar. includes 2 in February and 9 in March.
** April end Moy includes only 1 for May.

When La@bs Sold A‘LA“ |

In this aroq, .9 of the Mg farmors lnturvicwed 801d-15 per cent oY TOTE- of

'l v

theit lanbs beforv,June 1.,and tb@Sb 9 farﬂﬁ”s qold about one—half of thelr

lambembeforo.thatv@atew .Tha averqge ﬁxlra r0c01ved by the ovners of these
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flock« was about 31, 30 more per 100 poundu thwn that receivod by the otﬁﬁf‘*au'
[ T i

o

farmrrq (tablu 53}

, e
R 1o Vel ol

TABLE, 53, . .  EERIOD LAMBS WERE SOLD AL RELATEDnﬁﬂcmORS e
©TT Y hg Farms, Middlesox and Pottor, Yates Gounty, 1939

T

—r

Famber ¢ _Per ‘gent”sold PFeod’ | Average: "Averago Lorbs
Perigd.. . ..of . . .  After.. After . cost. . weight....price . .. raised..
lambs ™ U fIgdks T Juné T U Dee, p€r B TAWBELT her 100 pey 1000
seld. o - PRSI ENIPE S P ._sheen  pounds eves N 23,1 SN

15 per-cent . T o _ L
OF.-10Pe bcforc ’ , L TR e b T e
CTURS T 9 g Uil osi o 7h o #9079 - 9@

Lesa-than 25 . S .o e ve : ‘
per. cent fte* o L i . v I
Dee. 1 w27 e ol 3:67 -78 8.43, L

2% per cent or o ' ) - ‘ ' )

Vomare AFROT U L U T L T e e
Dee. 1 13 1 7h 3.94 g0 g, Rl 86

Sn 10 Prlcg DOT L .....

A T T e P PR O

[
LR

The farmers who obtained the rmost dollars per lamt had heavior 1aﬂb aggﬁq

obtained a higher price per pound {table HY), ‘ ”hc higher mrlcc ‘TQb&bl¥.§S

----- Erca )
due. to, the f39¥3$?3¥-?h@3<§9l§.@ h;ghor_pg?;entggg4ﬁg thg;r Iambgﬁbgfcro.June 1.
The middlo groups those whose. lnrbsmbrouvht betmeen $6 55, an& $7 25. por hoad
had the most laobg, Talscd 1 per owe and radc a better yeturn than those in
the Othﬁ? twoygroupgﬁfﬂ”‘ ;

ABLE 54, SALE PRICE PER TAME AND RETURNS ¥ROM Shums’
49 Farns, Middlegox and Pottor, Yates County, 1939 :

..~ Feod Per cont Average Average |Lawbs = .

Nurber 608t 80ld bew weight piricé © * raisecd’ Roturn

Sale price per lemb  of . | por fore of per 100 per 100 . per
Range 'Awmmm‘:ﬂm%”'wmm'&mél' lamb pounds ewes hour
Less than S U o e
$6.5% " 7 gsl7h T 16" $3 bt 71 $8.07 83  .%20
.55 to 7.25 6,91 17  xq1 .7 79 &7Ih 101 k.09
$7.25 or more” 7.85 16 Bmettig o g tTigusl 0 Tgn b el
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“hnnae 1n Nuﬂbﬂr of Sncrm fron 1922 to 1939

Durlng tuf 7 y(mrq frOﬂ 1932 to 19?9 thc numbcr of sheop decrcased on 13

- S

farae and inerensod on 36, The returns on ghoecp in 19%9 were bottor on thOHe

farsie vheore thoe greqtbst incroase bccurrod in the number of sheep*(gablc 55)

FREE :,T s T s P . i
TABLE 55:#. .”ﬁéﬁ“ééﬁﬁméﬁﬁﬁéﬁdiﬂhﬁﬁMBAR"OF"SHEﬂP ARD SETURNS TROM SHEEP

M9 Forns, Middlesex and Pottgr, Yates Cmunty, 1939

L

Por cent inercasea s fr 10 Nunbcr _ FHours - ; Total DLaxibs Returns .

in nmomber of sheap Wumber of shecp of man  cost raised  ‘per hour
fron 1932 to 13839 “of ner ficck lobor por per 100:..9f .
Range Averasze flogks in 1939 ner sheep  sheep Qwes” ‘1abor
Tone 25 13 Bk 8.3 $10.85 91 .- 315

1 to 55 +22 19 9 o E.j 10,03 93 . =06

55 to: 200 +302" 17 11 - b6 -~ 9.38 & gh o+ 06
égo of Ewﬂs

Forty—onc por cont of thL awes on thbSO fafns wcre undpr four ycars of
age. Therc was no relation betwoen the age of ewes and returns fron Shegp;on‘
theso fhrns. -

Treatoént for Paragitbs and Tigs <410 ol oo Lt

U retefolt farhbrd or thosthirds Of thom treated thelr. sheep one’or rore
timed F6F internnl Parssitos in 1939.." 0f those, 12 troated then once, 16
two timés,rand 67 throd” 8% four times. Most of therm also tréated the lambs as ..
well as the ewﬁs. Scme farners reported that they dronched: their ghoop ' in .

070 YyCars but not in others :

H Tt

B Only 16 &&flbrs or oﬁp~t1i?d of th01 dlpTCd their shpop in 1939 Mosﬁ

oz tnose wno dld not ain re”ﬂrtad no tickq ot very few

.

"hre was no rel twon anW@pn tho troatﬂent For parasite‘“

-'.m."‘"' ‘.

or tlcks and returns frow %heip Thls nrobably 1s duo to the swall nuﬁbﬂr:? -

of“reqprdsgand tovtﬂo fact that other feotors Were more 1mportante :




SUMMARY - EACIORS FOR SUCGESS
The 52 farms otudlbd W rn locﬂ+ r in Iani classov TI i1l aﬂd IV

Of these H2 farms, nine were in 1la ond class IL and Mj were in land cl 188

.fwbw\ RS ,.-1 .:L'- ‘.ig»‘-»,..,ugw 4,.e.,--a.- Py IR avn‘a> {q- e

IIT or IVJ Nqay oi tﬂb hj, howwvbr, »d cnezp msturx, in Ianﬂ ol g8 1T,

o !

Tﬁb 9 fqrmw 1n lane clwﬁs II had s averagﬂ of B0 s heepj 35 cowsg;

¢ '
-t B3 i 1. M X

1%6 ITL nons. rnrms lD tnu nlghur land cl gaes had nn 3vcr g cf 93 shoop,

5 P o
I ' O k8 PR

6.2 cows; and 260 hons., ,
PIﬁPtlcﬂllj all of the arﬁs‘in Iaﬂd_classes I1I and IV but oply

[ -
. .

bcut one nsIf of tnOQu 1n Iurd clnuu II WOr o scllinr cavn crop About

o

two~tnlrds Of tnu fers in 1 nd clﬁs“ II and ahout feurﬂflf 3 cf tho in

,
P

Iand ¢lassos III and IV nmd a dn1ry or e uItry rterp ise in n] ition to

A

gheap . In Land clmss II, Sﬁubp WOTS A moTro dmpe rtwnt pnrt ﬁf tnu total

farm businoss tnﬁp was true in the highor land blﬂSa es. o

Tae farms in land cless 11 woroe much smalloer buﬂiHGSS“S end hnd wuch

lowar incomos and diffo f“nt rroblbms than the farms in the hi gncr lan&
e . s o R o T

clnsses. It zeemed des' AblL To trUWt tﬂxm as a_sopmrato EToup, The glate-

monts which ullow o ﬁarﬂl g farﬂ o land c Lasses III and IV are D“F‘d on.

i A

HR -

. . .
analysis of the 43 records in tngqe Iwnd claqse Tﬂu BUgge bions for

land clags IT famers are bascd on what could be learned from the ni

sy B A r e a a et

cords in II pluq re uults f studios of erur° on 51m111r land 1n othor

.
PR

Gctlans of tnb stntc.

Fﬁctﬁre AfLCCt ne Roburng from Foymine in Lnnd Clmsta III ond IV

1. Sl?u of F,rn‘B i patersye) o P

i

Iﬁcunus avoragzod nucn nz vher on farm busincsses lew: cnough to require
o . L SN
tnu zull tlme of two or more mon than con smaller farms.

Farmers in this arca appear to have found that size of busincss and
’ o - - . i e b s - I K
s P LR P .- . s .

kN - L EIE AR

good incomes san bo obtained Dest by having o dairy or poultry chberprise,
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or both, in additioh Tt §hEsp and crops,

o
Uk
=2
Qq:
21
i
=
ol
i

-7 Hany farmers 44 this aron have cnlarged their Faim busincssos
ing erop oY pasture land in’addition te that owheds 0 T 7T

2. Fi81ds 0f Crops and Productipn of Livesteck

s h S e P TR T "‘-.:;." Com H i oy - v y ; y ] )
tis, Farmers with ccrop yields below 90 per cent of averagoe for the area
had-low incomos. This was due partly to the fact that livistoek production
rates were Hleo’ 1év en thése farms., Tarms with crop yicldé. of 90 per cent

Ao .
or more of averape paid well)
) _ . B 100 ' _
“r o Farms roising 100 or more lanbe por/iweshand pood jhcomes.
‘Frrms having salod of doairy products per cow of more than $100 paid
T et . R ; . S . )
wells the higher snles por cov were due partly to a large provortion of the
n1lk boing go0ld ag £Idid milk. " -
i 0n lavge farss, it o edpeeially dmpertont to have good crop yiclds

and livestdek predictivn.

3. Use 'of Iobor

- The amount of worl decomplishiod Por Ton was inn importart factor affoet-

ing ihcome-in $this arca. Inber ¢fficicney may be obdainod by Having 8 nodore
ately' rgey well-organifzed fom business. On the fams studicd, o two-mnn

fard wis large’encush to nakd pésciblc good Tabor offigioneyy -

4. Combination of Fntorprises .

Avicng. the farns sbudicd - tHosd uith o BOultTy ar dairy wnhorpris,. or
both, in addition te sheop and ereps paid nuch bottar than "shgepmeash—crop!
J‘famgq . Smt T oud SR
In this aron onoush ‘1ivedtsack should bo kopt 46 ubilize fully the svoile
ablé pastirs and révghage. Livostodk ‘aldo’ provide winbor work ond”incrense

the efficiency o Iabo¥. ~ Gows Use Hore fan labdbor in rélation to Foed econsumod

thon <o sheep. Poultry is a good ontorprisc on famms with linitoed posture
or TOUSDAZO.,
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- +
W0 kR e b
PRSS .,‘.ﬁ,..-., eiahet & ik sended i

Suggéé%zons iox Fﬁrm“rs in Lanﬂ Clogs 1T

- it e o

CAvarage rh+ur¢u frun farulnb in lwn& clns II in this nron and ethors

ars not as loarge as in tnc nazh'“ 1awd clﬁ asos,  In v*ﬂw of t”l fact, most

‘ -— -
: ‘ -4-&. R 1 e B i

fzn&urﬁ 10cdtb6 in land claqe II sﬂoal; cbtaln o8 nuch outq;du 01QIOVﬁ,nt

possible.  If he is young, f“rﬂbr 1ould CCnuldOT tnu poesibility of ront-
'1nb or buyln' a farw in tnp hl”ﬁgv l,nﬁ clas 28, E or tno fwrmnr e de cidos

e

tmﬂc atinue t 11VU in lnnd clnss II, tne f0110w1n5 ’uggﬁstiﬁns.mro riada
1. Rnlqu crons on GnlJ tnu bmuiur flblis and use the othors for

pasture, or let thom grow uwp fo troes, Fiolds that Aro DCGTLye

drained, fwr from the buildinge, or steep give a‘vpry lr" Totura

for labor .spent in working thony B e b
2. O rate he sheop ontorprisc ag officiontiy as powbibll.,  Shdoep
onr to bo bottor adopteod to this quality of 1and than do ea vah

cro s or fluid nilik production,

.3+ Plpce nore euphabis en peultry, as ShisiEithms beoids dovaidioe
obmﬁ&nt on tha ounllfy of tno lund t AN 105 t otlur fmrw anborprisgg.
th, Bopu“d 1~r elv on fn 7*1J 1"bor te tnr farrn, Hired help usunlly
ennnet produce enoush to onrn wnguo. U
5[‘?Dc not attompt to epermtoins large o budifiose. @?wﬁ@vivﬁ”bﬁ‘oﬁtﬁiﬁ
ag high yields of crops as 4. farners in the bhicher la nl classes,
unlees the farn is exceptionnd in its land cinss )

! /-

6.« Gotr am.gmch as possiblo of the Living frén tho Ty el S e

don products, nilk, osns, neat, nnd fuel.
[
7. Spend o ninimun ancunt oFf neney on bulldings. Maks tho nOCCEBATY
ropalrs with a naxioun vse of farm labar and.uaterinlﬁ avallnbdle

on the fam and a mizimm use of coash.
g. Obiain ag ruch cutside crpleynont as possiblo.

oh for

9+ Invest any ncowmilated copital or savinges in uere odueati
¥ ditional

tho children, rathor tharn purchase nore Lond or moko ad
forn improvenonts to oxpand the farn busincs
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T

Lambg Roiao d ﬂcr EDO E‘

Eact T ifAec%1n Ppturqu froﬁ Snben

¥

Erﬁ‘B st roturn wore obta1rﬂd in tnosc flocks

A

wnaro EOO Or nors 1wmb wers rﬂlﬂod per 100 cwe

5

Fccﬂ Coqt DET Sno n - Foo@ made up RO por cont of the cost of kooping
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A SUMMARY OF YOUR FARH BUSIWESS AYD COMPARISON WITH OTHERS
Middlesex and Potter, Yates County, 19%9

%varage of

Average of +3 farms in
9 farmsg in TOUR TARM land classes
Iten land class IT land class I1Y and IV
5ize of Farm Business
Total acres operated 171 276
Acres in crops 77 117
Furber of cows 3.5 6,2
Momber of sheep 50 93
Fumber of hens 172 260
Total man work units 301 525
lian eqivalant 1.4 1.9
Total capital $559% $ $1l, 205
Labor BAfficiency
Man work units per man 216 276
Rates of Production
Crop yields in per cent .
of aversge 27 102
Miik, cream and butter sales
Per cow 834 3 871
Lambs raised per 100 awss 103 a0
Inportant Receipts
Crop sales $L00 & $1154
Dairy products sales 174 ' ' ang
Laumb sales 299 Ley
Bgg sales _ 2u Lg7
Tool sales : 22 e 171
Total farm receipts $1686 $ i ety
Total farm expenses 1306 . 2687
Farm income | $380 % . $1590
Interest on capital 280 _ 7HO
LABOR INCOME $100 $ . 82850
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Tarm No.

A SUMMARY OF YCUR SHEZP ENTERPRISE AND COMPARTSONS WITH OTHERS

ilddlesex and Potter, Yates County, 1939

Your Avaerage of
farm 4g farmg
Number of sheep, Jan, 1, 1939 91
Hates of Prbductlon
Lambs raiscd per ewe S 93
Pounds of hOOl per sheep [
Death Ioss
Floclk (pex cent of number beginning) 6
Lamb {per cent of live lambs) ) 16
Laub Sales
Aversge weight 79
Price per 100 peunds 8,79
Price per head h-9lJr
Qp%nt*tius of Iabor and Feed per Sheep
Han ladbor, hours e el
Concentrates, pounds — 109
Silage, pounds &0
Eay, pounds 503
Bean pods, pounds — 111
Total dry roughage, pounds 665
Returns on Sheep (Your Farm)
Lamb sales head $ ghog
Yearlings end " e 43
ool sales e ibs. 155
Manure . tons 69
_ Total returns 2 _— 8775
Costs on Sheep
FEome grown coneentrates 1bps. & $108
Purchased concentraltes " e e
Total rousharse . tous 2ee
Salt b
Bedding 18
Total feed and bedding $ . §374
Pasture g $113
Depreciation on flock 126
Interest e M
Building e 100
Shearing and miscellansous e, 33
Man labor . hours e 107
Total cost ¢ 8897
Profit or Loss = 122
Returns per Hour of Labor 3 8-,03




