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Summary
A total of 294 1l2-month records and 283 short records were

analyzed for 1938 in contrast to 155 12~mnnth records and 106 short
records in 1937. These 1938 records came from 37 Colorado counties.

Results were grouped under. seven subareas of the State, accord-
ing to whether they were from irrigated or .dry farmse Of the 29k
records, 137 were from irrigated farums, 134 from dry faims, and 23
from partly bothe

Aversge cash farm receipts for the 294 farms were $933.48;
cash farm expenses, $672.713 and family living expense, $377.16o

The sverage money borroved was $910.14, Payments of $407.34,
or 44,7 percent of the amount bor;owed,~were made on debtse New
investments averaged $387, 1eéving $115.,80 of the money borrowed to
be used for farm or family expense. |

These fafms averaged 4ol acres in size, with 187 acres of
crqps; Irrizated farms averaged 108 acres, and dry farms 271 acres, of
Cropse A

For 283 farms, farm foods (including fuel) averaged $218.2l,

Cash receipts for all farms were $4.99 per crop acres Farm
expense amounted to $3.60, leaving net caéh of $1.39 per crop acre

for all farmse
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'COLORADG REHABILITATION FARMS
INGOME and EXPENSE, 1938

. ‘ Raymond T, Burdick

This is the second annual report on W.P. No, 3667, a cooperative
oroject sponsored by the Rural Economics and Sociology Section of the
Colorado Experiment Station in oogperation with -the Work Procjects
Administration and the Farm Security Administration. The first report,
issued as mimeograph No...2940-39, dealt with 261 farm record books in
58 sounties of Colorado.. Of these, 155 were for a complete l2-month
period and-were used in the statistical part of the report.

Based upon the experience gsined. from analysis of these 1937
records, and with the hearty cooperation of officials and field super-
visors of the Farm Security Administration, attention was directed
toward increasing the amount of informafion in the original records and
in obtaining essential information winich at first aoneared to be lacking,
As a result the 1938 farm record books were very much superior to the
1937 records. Accordingly, it is hoped, that the analysis of the 193¢
records will be proportionately more ugeful to the cooperating parties.

Location of records studied.- The Foarm Security Administ:ation,
after careful study of conditions in Colorado, advised separation of
the State into seven subareas for the purpose of analysis. Counties"
with somewhat similar conditions were grouped togethglr in each areas -
Then the records for this area were separated to show all irrigated
farms and all dry farms. There were 294 records for 1938 with data
for a 12-month period. In addition there were 283 farm record books
for less than a }2-month period, Many of these were very accurate
and complete for the months showns Those where only a few months were
lacking were tabulated, and their average monthly receipts and expenses
were shown in contrast to the year-long recordse

The 37 counties from which records were taken and their group-
inz in subareas -are shown in the following summary, together with
the number of records from each county. ' T
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Number of farms by counties, 1938 records.

12-month records

Records of less than 12 mo,

Area County Irri- Dry Partly All Irri- Dry Partly All All
gated farms both farms .gated farms both farms Yecords
farms : .. L - . '  farmg

1  Adams 2 12 1.0mdas e 3 1 6 21

Arapshoe - 5 - 5 2 g - 10 15
Boulder 11 - 2 .13 5 - - 5 18
Douglas - 3 - 3 - 6 - 6 9
Jefferson 3 - e T B R 1 - 7 10
Larimer 1 3 g 16 2 5 23 El
Weld 14 18 X 33 _.E 0 =2 16 )
Total . W/ -39 7 80 o 3B 9 T3 153

2  liogan a L 1 18 2 g 1 11 29
Morgan . -5 . B - - 3 g 2 '1& SE-Y
Sedgwick - 11 . 9~ g 0
Washington - .16 - 16 1 22 - 23 39
Yuna o= X0 = 30 - 2 = 20 _%Q.
Total g ®B 6. 8 78 L. % g0 160

3  4lamosa B0 S - i} 11 1 - 12 16
. .Oomejos 6. = - -6 8 - - g 14
Costilla 1 2 1. - 2 - 13 e - 13 15

" Rio Grande . 8 p-— - 8 7 e - 7 15

+ Baguache 23 = = 3 A = Y 12 -]
Total 22 i 23 - 50, 1 1 52 75

4 Archuleta - 1 - .1 2 - - 2 3
Dolores , . - 1 - -1 e o1 L 1 2

La Plata 15 L -1 20 3 L 1 8 28
Montezuma 5 b ) 10 2 & = 0 =20
Total 21 10 1. 3 R B & SR | - 53

5  Delta A 9 - - i 9 g .. oe 1.9 18
Garfield . 7 - - 1 .. -1 1 -6 13
Eagle " -~ - ) - ).[. 2 - . 6 6
Mesa 5 - - 5 9 - = 3 1L
Montrose - - 12 - 2 1l 1
= g = =2 25 4 & #

6 Grand 1. 1 - .2 L. - N - >

Moffat 1 7 - . 8 - o - - g

Rio Blanco 1 - - 1 - - - - 1
Routt i 2 6 l% . - - -2 AL
Total 7 13 5 2 1 1 - 2 28

7 Chaffee 13 - 1 1k 4 - - L 18
Custer 1 L - 5 - 1 - 1 6
Fremont ) - 1 3 3 - 1 L 9
Park 2 2 - - 1 - 1 5
Summi t - - - - 1 - - 1 1
Teller = - 1 3 = = = = 1
Total 20 % 3 29 g 2 1 11 %)

Grand total 137 134 23 294 143 121 19 283 577
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These records are entirely on a cash basis, This is.a natural outgrowth of
the fact that the fafmers, were borrowers from’ the Farm Seeurity Administra-
tion, and’the particular concern of that administration was in regard to

the need for loans, the ability to repay. loang, .and. the, congervative use of

e T

, Accordingly;ﬂéhgreigfé;nofddta concerning inventory changes, depre-.
ciation, production, or the value of unpaid labors OCopsequently, the

“summary of these records has boen made. intsuch a manner . as to. emphasize the

net cash from the year's operations rather than to furnish a customary not
earnings" or "farm income." Users of these data should keep this purpose.
in mind before comparing the results from this study with other farm record
repoxtse e, S : R o

The Farm Security Administration "loans have been used.for invest- . -
ments or repayments on former loans, for current farm expenses, -and for -
family living expensess Consequently, a knowledge of each of these ways of
shending money is important to the officials of the Farm Security Adminis-
tratione . oo .. . S e e

This emphasis upon the cash sidé. of the farm business is helpful to.
farmers and .to those who are concerned with public problems relating to
farming, Out Of the net cash ¥balance from yearts operation," as ghown
in the last column of fable 1, ‘the farmer must build a reserve to meet depre-
ciations Pay for Mis own labor and the lsbor of members of his family may .
be considered as covered by the dxpenses. shown, as "cash family living =
expenses® in table 4, The average per farm for these family expenses ig
low when measured by customary standards. However, the value of house rent
(not shown or calculated) and the value of farm foods used by the family - ..
(shom in table 6 for some of these farms), as well as the amount expended
for. the 'opexjgtion of the au‘comq'bi_le_(inc_luded in the cash farm expenses in
table 3), must be ‘considered along with the cash family expenses in table U

An order 'to obtain 'a total which would come within the customary definition

of a stap@a:@f _Q'if,t_l:iv'ing.' S

S§i%6 of farm.- Tebles.5 and 9 show the average crop. area per. farm . ..
for the lo-month records and for "short" records. The average size of the
entire farm for the 29l l2-month records was 424 acres end for the 283 shord
records, 398 acres (detall not, shown in the tables)s . The. area of crops .
was 187 acres for the l2-month records end 196 .acres for the short records.
Table 5 gives the summary of all irrigated, dry, or partly both records, : .
according to tenure. The number of farms in some of these fenure classes.
is so small that the averages are essentially "cases" rather than averagess .

Yet in all areas except area 1, owners have smaller crop.arsas per farme - -

»

The differences in crop ares per. farm associated with method of tenure on

irrigated farms, is .comparatively smpll, while with dry. farms tenants .operate.
the largest crop areas Lo e .

+ . -These farms ip 193§ averaged 152 acreg.larger and, 50..more acres of

crops than the average for the 1937 -recordss In 1937, 155 farms aversged
272 acres in size and had an average of 137 acres of crops.:. This 3645 ...

percent increase in crop area was _a,ccg)mpaziied by 1547 percent increase in .. .

total farm receipts,. This, however,. is o rather favorable showing singe, in

general, 1938 was not a good year on Colorado farmse The Agricultural

I
Lo R K
i o -
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Marketing Service reported that crop values for :Colorado in 1938 were 87
, gpercene.,nf the 1937 values (Colorado’ Agrlculture.l Sta‘cistics 1938)
Frmmthe&eawerages and. from the farm receipts and farm expenses
summarlzed in tables 2 and 3, table 8 has been prepared to show the average
- cash farm recoipts and average cash farm expenses per crop acre. The
average cash receipt per crop acre for all farms was $u ¢99 - The comparable
.- figure in 1937 was $5.89, which is further indication that farming conditions
. -were less favorable in 1938« The $U.99 is 85 percent of the $5.89, which
suggests, at least, that conditions on these farms changed in qpite close
agreement with the State as a wbole. o] o Seom

Table 1 represents the source and use of cash. It indicates'that
the 1938 records were qulte complete, since there were no cases where
spending was much in excess 6f available funds, while a surplus was left
at the end of the year 1n many instances. : o .

. " The record permits some valuable comparisons. Taking the total for
all farms as illustration, $933448 of farm receipts lacked $116,39. of paying
.the $672471 farm expense and the $377.16 family expensee. With conditions as
;reflected on these farms, the government made a contribution or loan of
$116439 per family in order to keep them as producing farmers. That is less
than $10 per month, But the value -of food raised on the farm (table 6)

- aweraged $218424 for all farms reporting this information. - In addition
~sthege families had the use of a house (rental value not determined) and the
use of a car .(table 3 shows $164.72 per farm for auto. and power expense)e
This means. that the standard of living maintained on :these farms was far
guperior to. any conceivable under condltions of unemployment and direct

rellef._ , . -

) The borrowing on these farms was rather heawy ($910.lh; and was
almost entirsly from the government, ' Of this amount $407,3U, or LH.7
percent, was used to pay debts (former or curreat); $387, or u2 5 percent,
was spent for new investments (both farm and family, of which #372 was farm

~and $15 was family; separation not shown in the tables), leaving 12.8
percent of . the money borrowed to go as current living‘expense..

If spaoe pepm;tted, a 31milar analysis mlght be ma&e for eaoh area
and for the different methods of farming in eachs -Comparing the farm
receipts with the combined farm and family expense, will show that the
irrigated farms in areas 1 and 5 took in more than enough to meet farm and
-family expense, while the farm recelpts on.1rrigated farms in area 2 were
about $U30 short -of enough to meet these expenses, and in ;area 3 about
3375 ‘'shorte The ehortage was not so pronounced in the other irrigated areass
In aréa 2 the cash recelpts on dry farms were short by $203 of the amount
necessaly to pay farm and¢ family expenses: In area 6. receipts were $200
more than enough to meet these expenses. S 3

JERPE As shown. later in table 9, the summary: of:the.short records indicates
, that these men were not 601ng ‘quite as well relatively fbr the months where
o records were avallable. For 9,28 months the 243 records showsd farm -
- receipts which were $185 short of enmough to pay farm and.family .expenses for
£ this same period. The 12—month records: 1ndicatad $116.39 ladking in receiptse

In some ways this is not as faovrable a showing as thax made by the
155 complete records analyzed for 1937. The cash farm receipts for 1937
from these records came within $U48 of being enough to pay farm and family
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~ expernsese . ‘The:;-';'amqunt: iof : mioney ‘Borrowed in 193'Zwa.s $381. gompared to
'$910 in 1938, yet 1twas used 4n ‘approximatély the same samner—l2.2
percent. to pay i'Ol’d.?”'d.eEtS"‘""3';;5;9“:‘5.6:17.‘03?1# for new investment, and 11.9 per-’

" cent for current expensess -

. B U At X TR A LA o K L

... .Table 2 analyzes: the’ farm receipfs in the seven areas, :Livestock
‘and livestock products’ adeouits £or approxinatély one-half the total receipts,
and :"government payméntst £ ér néarly 10 percents = 'Te "miscellaneous" -
receipts arc high in some ipEtancas bosause combined items that had crop

or livestock income along with something clse were put in this clagsifica~
tion. R > : ‘,- L e e LB e ‘ . V L v

. In no area &id-crop ¥ecoipts ‘siount to as much as ‘one-half of the
total receiptss - Government phyments were comporatively unimportant in most
arcase . Government, ‘payiments t¢ all farmers in the “Tnited States for 1938

gt

have. beon cstimated as: npproximately 6 percent of the total farm incomo or
approximately $80 for everys farm 1% ‘the' country (The Agricultural Situation,
February 1940). These Colorado farms got a larger percentage of their total
cagh income from government payments snd'a larger average payment per farm
“than the United States as a wholes However, from this nation-wide compari-
son it.would appear-thab- these ‘farmers are "normal" in the "ecomparative
~unimportance" ¢f their government Paymedtss o

D "lfabie;;:j-imiiéafésrtha';t “these 29k fa.rms fl‘vfére';opera.ﬁéd very conserv- .
atively, .The-entire farm cash expenses amownted to about. $56 per month .
(table 9)s labor.expense was ‘rélatively low, although higher in proportion

than f£or: the 155 farms studied #h 19374 Tabor in 1937 was 12.8 percent of

" the total cash farm expenses In 1938 it was 179 percent, Apparently the

fact; that more: farms in. northern Coloradd with sugar beets- and contract .
beet .labor were -included in ‘the 'study accounted for the increase.  The
feod bill in 1938 was less than thab in°'1937, while the auto and power
expense increased from $97 to nearly $165 per farme The increase in tex
and interest expense is primarily due to the larger .loans:and corre¢spond-
ingly larger intérest paymentse = - R e _ :
. No data ars available to ‘show the ‘number of years that these men
have been clients of the Farm Security Administratione. It is significant
that the state-wide averages show & edusiderable inerease in borrpwings
from the government in 1938 as compared to 1937 The.scale of fam opera- -
tions remains comparatively low, nowever, ~ If these increased debds are
to be repaid, their influence should appear’ in’increasod cash farm
receiptse Cash recelpts per farm in 1938 wers up 15eT. porcond . comparod:
to 1937 (based on the average for all formé ‘studied sach year), but borrow-
ing from the government in 1938 was up 138 percente This is. not a healthy

Teble 4 indieates that family living on Tarm Security Administration-
clients?! farms is kept at a very modest levels The $377416 average for all
farms is only a little more than $31 per monthe The amounts reported for
recreation and travel or for education and advancement are small, and the
payments under "health" suggest that good health was an essential for
these pecple., Approximately one-half of all cash expenditures was for.
food, which is a condition similat to that reported im 1337 A{from one-
fourth to one-third is usually considered sufficient)s Families with.
restricted incomes spend relatively more for foods ’
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.« .4able 6 analyzes the food furnished by the farme- This should be
studied with the following caution in mind, Many farmere réported quantities
of virious foods but no pricese A uniform scale. of: prices (the same as the
one used in 1937) was apvlied to all such records in order to increase the
numver for which comparisons could be made, The significant part of the
analysis is the large relative proportion of the farm foods which was live—~
_8tock or livestock productss .Fuel is.nob g "food,®-but it ‘was included in
- the total since it replaces.cash expemse for fuels .-In only a few instances
did the fuel amount to more than $10 per farm. Selo L e
‘Some of the less-than-12-month records were included in table 6
because their report on farm foods seemed reasonably complete, For this
reason. the number of farms in the area classificstion does not dgree with
. ‘that in .the other tablese For comparative purposes«9L farms from the 1937
study have been analyzed. in a similar manner in table Te.~Whilé the total
.~ Value of farm foods reported per farm in 1937 was less than in 1938, the
.. proportion from livestock was high, as in 1938e<: =% = - . . R

. .~ . Table & has been prepared from the data in-the other tables (tables
"2 and 3) in order to show all cash farm receipts and all cash'farm expenses
in relation to crop areas The irrigated farms show the highest average
receipts per crop acre, but the expenses are--also ligher. As a result there
1s very little, if any, advantage shown in the net cash income Per crop acre
on irrigated farms in the various areas. - In fact in ths gouthwest and
northwest parts of Colorado.the dry farms show larger net incomes per crop
acrée,, Thers is a surprising. difference in the net per acre on irrigated

' farms between areas 1 and 2 in the west and east parts of the Platte Valleys

R “ t'iiesfe} '.i'ec;éi".cllsﬁ are typical. 'Qf" Farm Security Administration clients
throughont the State, the relatively low net cash income:per crop acre
suggests that these farms are somewhat small or that there.is need to

improve. thie average income per crop acre.

In table 9 the daba from farms with part of;akyeaf’s~recor&'aref'
compared to data from the 12-months records. Farm expenses, farm receipts,
and family expenses have been shown on a per month basis. for each group.

.. With few exceptions receipts.rangs from $50 to $100 per month for
_.each groupe The monthly rate for recéipts.and expenses is higher for :the

" short—time records., This may be. representative of - the.comparative condition
or it may indicate that the major pertion of the yearls expenses and . .-
receipts ogcurred during the months recorded.on thege farms, ‘which is:the

. chief réésqn'the'recofds were included in this reporte

The second pégéiofnﬁébléJélgives the average récciﬁﬁs and expenses
per farm for both groups of records. It will be noticed that the figure
for .the short record is fregu:ntly higher than for the comparable  2-month

-records L N R I S o Lo

.

N PR

. ’Condlusion,- These. 1938 cash recards paint a rather vivid picture of
the low productivity on Farm Seccurity Administration clionts'! .farms and the
"close figuring" necessary to oporate under- these conditions, Total receipts
from all sources (table ;g‘?apggd-frpm $2430. t0-$8427 per crop acre. for the
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;vgfious,giBups‘of;d;yrlgnd'farmsﬂ“ﬁmgsiﬁple average of these would be $5405
' pér,acre,. For irrigated farms the range was from 36430 to-$13,34, with &’ .
gimple average of $8.60. sty e - TR

o The 108 acres of irrigated cropland or the 271 acres of dry~farm
crdpland average Jfor all farms (table 5) should be enough to offer oppor-:
timity for-a reasonsble livings, Low prices’ can be hstuméd’ad Part’ of the
explanation for the low incomes (no data are available on this point from
these specific farms). Some price comparisons for Colorado as a whole might -
be instructive. The 1938 edition .of Colorado Agricultural Statistics reports i
the folldwing prilcds paid to producers? T LR TR '

Item  Unit ; Farm Vaiue; October

1937 1038 ) “?J" o

. ow o . > 0 s . s . PR . “ . o T ; :
T *Cornt 7. bu. CL o $1,.08 ' Bo U ot ;
Barley - ™ L% B . 028 S
. Wheat " o34 - Wi6
. ,Beans - - cwbe o © . %90 - 320 1. .
., -Hogs . . Tt T Pt 9,700 v TH0 ¢ - X -
“Beef cattle M. . 7,70 6480 S
Sheep " 380 3,00 o e
oo Lambs.. L i 9400 700 B S
N ; b B“t'ter o e lb. s" »,A{ v.“' -.: v o8 ‘36i . 028 o ol . )

. - In every case the October 1938 price was less than the October ‘193;7
prices Again it would seem that these.farmers did as well as in 1938 as

-could be. sxpected under te conditiong, * Fortunately, crop. ylelds. for. the
;,_State”'a.s%a;-whole-';.iz'i_ 1938 were as good as or betier than in 1937. :

. Ag stated in the 1937 report, it would be risky to assume that the
cdnditions Pound on .these .farms.werg yepresentative of all farms in the’
Staté, Undoubtsdly they are representative of move farms than some Would
care to admite TFerming is a "way of 1ife" rather then a "business" when.
operated under conditions which keep the gross cash receipts at the level
~ shown,by this studys: Bven at that, it represénts decided advantages over
living ‘precariously in town or éubsi.stiﬁgf.on .x‘eliéf.d__‘ Vo Eoow i
TR P

©* Work:on 1§39 F4S.Aw Tecord books.has reached,a polnt vpere'a’ ..
preliminary report can be:made for one countye Table 10 shows the 1939 - ,
results for Larimer County for 1O farms. ™ : B KR S

DR : . o
. v

1, i .
I - B s
’ » ! 3 P

: am : :
. - . N I T 4 v o
w . e v : : R . : -
AR LA A AN ‘o P L 4 (SR



Table le—Source and use of cash, 1938 Colorado smmhary: avefage per farm,

No, OCash Borrowed Tofal  Ferm . Family Payments Sub- Few ~  Total Balance
Area rec- farm *t. ;. availe expenses expenses on debis total invest- - from yearts
ords receipts . _able - ments - opepation
1 Irr, famms 34 $1360432 § 973422 $2333.54 $ 934.U8 $ 398.70 $ 530.73 $1867.00 $ u63.17 $2330.17 $ 3437
Dry farms 39 1012.,58 780650 1793408 616462 403,97 .32 136091 i 1721.25 71.83%
Partly both T 1170431 1592486° 2723617 -1177.90 LU58.80 B3l 2201.01 55.30 2656431 - 66.86
All farms 80 1170467 93349 - 210 .16 800,82 406,57 huz.la 1649451 412,35 2061.86 - 42,30
2 Irr, farms 8 1020602 15&8.82-'2568.8R 1017.16 -U35.90 63674 2089480 397452 24g7.32 T 8leh2

Dry farms 66 760400 1066436 1826436 653480 369.66 386486 1U10e32 485.90 . 1896.22  -69.86
Partly both 6 1113.42 1039433 2152475 857.14% " 133,32 Bheb6 1775412 198,27 1973439 179,36

All farms 80 815,76 1118.61 1934437 . 709.93 361.89 L22.31 151h.13 uhq.§2> 1954,65  ~20.28
3 Irr, farms 22 .‘1207.9u 1449,80 265774 "1115.99 465,95 676464 2258458 u55;79ff271k¢37 ~=56463
Dry farms 1 © 376424 150400 526424 211.L6 169475 71400 haz.zl 33475 - ug5.96 3~nooas

Partly both  w - S R o .
All farms 23 1171.78 1393429 2565407 1976.67 : h53’°7'.ﬁ65°‘3l {2180.05 h;].hs; 2617+50 - =52.L3

4  Irr, farms 2k 653086 566430 1220616 - 432,14  275.02 157,02 g6U.18 355013 1219431 .85
Dry farms 10 517429 . 188480 706409 175647 186,47 152,37 51ke31 231.273;.7y5.5s | =39.U49
Partly both 71598 * 790400 - 1505,98 -298.85 499,70 —— 798455 429463 "1228.18 277480
All farms 613413 u55 32. 1068445 U777 25M.37 150466 752480 - 318L75 2107155  ~3,10

1
32

5 Irr, farms 4’ 7hug.34 h53.25¢ 1202,59 U09.84 304,77 309¢72 1024433 - 189.8& 1214,17  =11.58

Dry farms _— C : T -

Partly both  — o ’ : o , L :

All farms P 7&9.3&“Ju53;25 1202459 409.84 ‘;3ou.77 30972 1024433 189.8u~«l21h.17 L =11.58

6 1Irr, farms T 1123465 604486 1728051 727408 h60.5u 461436 164898 © 167.19 181647  -87.96
Dry farms 13 1017.42° 9H6424 1963466  U32.47 64.19 662,36 1453,02  L405.29 1864.31 . 99.35
Partly both 6 886436 465468 1352.04 - U30420 481,02 199,87 1111.09 219,96 1331.05 = 20499
All farms 26 - 1015477 743443 1759420 511,26 U17,09 501e52 1429.87 298450 1728.37 T 30665

7 Irr, farms 20 900432 752407 1652.39 © 668,68 U27.72 - L05e33 1501.73  233.71 .1735. Eﬁ;,g ~83.05
Dry farms 6 769487 1729471 2UG99,58. 509472 279453, ..290e27 107952 1356474 1 2U36426  © 63.32
Partly both 3 O4B.TH  390.62 1036.36 LBB.12  285.90 168.28 942,30 1932.:27 99457 ¢ W79
All farms 29 BUT00 = 916495 1763495 .617.11 382,39 357,00 1356450 730 1803.80 - -39.85

Average all farms 204 933,48 *910.1% 1843.62 67271 377.16  4OT.34 1U57.21 - 367.00 1ghl,21 o= 59

*of which $23.93 was from sources other than government .



Table 2.—-A.nalysis of 1938 farm receipts? average per farm.

- No. Crop ' Tivestock Livestock Miscellaneous Government Total
Area - , farms : B products. ~  farm - : . _
1 -fIrrigated farms 34 . $566432" $1go.72 $u10.56 $128.12 $ 7he60 $1360432

Dry farms 39 107496 21+6~Elg - 345,06 209458 103,64 - 1012458

Par tly both 7 .. 323,61 231le 291,62 . 180568 ‘102.9u . 1130431
‘A1l farms 80 . 321463 217615 368.22'_ 17243 91.24 1170.67

2 - Irrigated farms g .. urihy 113,18 227 .2U 7713 131.00 - 1020,02
-Dry farms, 66 .. 99.23 199,72 200,05 140596 120,04 760400
_Partly both 6., U539 181655 214,16 100,94 162486 - .. 1113.k2:

} A1l farms 80 . 167470 188.63 20417 . 130%78 124,48 81576

3 ..Irrigated farms 22 ,. 330415 332,11 338,13 132,02 75623 - 1207.94 -
Dry farms ’ 1 - 136484 142,75 9655 - . 376424
Partly. both - — - . _ - !t
;:All farms 23 316.Q8 327462 329,63 130649 71.96 1171.78
i 3-Irziga£ed farms 21 126408 181.06 233.27 87141 2604 653;36
-~ Dry -farms 10 . 127455  69.19 114,51 151499 5,05 51729
FPartly both 1 .0 10243 267435 266080 79440 - 71598
A1l farms : 32. 125480 1lig, 80 197.21 10734 33498 . - 613413
5  ‘Irrigated farms 24 3”h;9“' .170~83 126433 93046 1378 : 739:5&
. Dey farms — - - - = - - S
-Partly voth — - - - - - . A
All; farms o4 3&&,9%‘ 170.83 126433 93.h6 13.78 . TUG 34
6 "'Irfigated farms T 263495 200461 173,04 47072 15.33 1123465
» Dry farms 13 125,66 410452 221,67 215,24 Uh o33 - 1ox1;§2
* “Partly both 6 - 198405 155,14 296.10 200 40 36467 36
311 farhs 26 17960 295407 22575 '289¢6O 3&.75 1015.77
7 T Irrigated farm§ 20 11627 352417 LN 1850 181,81 _ 900,32
_Dey farms ‘ 5. 2140 284431 256410 3837 170400 . .?69,87
- Rartly. both 3 - - 1549 197.84 . 123,57 63,05 . - U5 3% BB
" A1l farms . .29 86420 ozeea7 . 1gh02 68 67 . 185-9” ' _BY7.400
Agerage all farms 223,74 251,43 362 90.57 933,048 "

294

22U 12




Table 3.--Analysis of 1938 cash farm expenses$ average per farm.

o Nos, Feed . Other. . Iabor . Repairs __Auto .  Seed Taxes, .. ..  Misc, ~ Total _ .
Area farms livestock , expense, and fees, farm '
T expense . power crop insurance,’
expense  interest, _
L . R i rent St R
1 Irr. farms 34 $185.94  $17.04 :peoo,ss $59,39 $1zm.57 $1U7.00  $1u5.17 - | $34.98 $931;,.2;s
. Dry farms 39 151,58 . T 582 73540 U365 T198.50 86471 B1.36 -, 1546 616462
Partly both 7 258,59  21e52 124,26 © 91.89 * 229489 251425 82421 112029 1177.90
411 farms 80 - 175.54  11.96 131696 SUeli8 178432 126475 89458 .... 32423 ; 800082
2 Irr, farms g 142,26 - ?:\8,39 395686 76,56 © 149,39 112,71 88.98 - H3,01 1017'16
Dry farms 66 - 98.66 s.(h 6346 65,68 W7 3k 90 46l 50626 . ' 29402 '653'.80
Partly both - 6 146,97 - .89 139,7%  BlU.34 . 195,20 137,62 b6,01 . T A3U.3T . 8571k
411 farms 80 107.19 8426 106,57 66,05 232,U1 96465 54430 38,50 709 93
3 Irr,. farms 22 ..166,16  1h,436 260072 88425 230653 178.88 113,46 63463 1115.99
Dry. farms .. 1 . 21.12 23 9, 30 Fe92  .129486 29480 15.23 - 211 RITS
Pax‘bly both» — - T e . - ey e - - e -
411 farms 23 159.86 < 13.75 21&9.78 ©gh.67 1 206.15 172,40  109.19 60487 1076 67
4 Iz:r. farms 21 6l.71 . blT6 uu.zy 27.78 73446 104453 90429 - 23.3& ':&3zz.1h
Dry. farmg 10 .29.99 2480 29435, . 26.08 .0 BlUeg 2138 6.8 .hhg L7547
Partly both 1 73.50 L& 70452 6a24 k7.8 2% 28.30 . - ‘798485
A1l farms 32 B2417 " He3l Uz - 26,57 T 66.87 T7+55 62416 16.71 U777
5  Ierd farms 24 sM,IM T 13,83 1049 23,12 59,68 '85_.15‘ 60639 7 19,04 " 409,84
Dry farms =~ - - - - - - - - - Sy
Partly both - - - - - - - - Al
All farms 24 skl Y 3.83 104.U4g * " 23.12 59468 85.15 . 6039 19.0k4 : 1#09.‘814
6 Iry, farms 7 .hs.97 3.31 160468 27.36 . 197.43 63.97 205402 . 20434 -727.08
Dy farms 13  101.83 - 1433 7973 22432 115,83 160,04 35475 . .. 15464 " h3o0u7
Partly both 6 51430 4,15 98.96 = 23,05 = 76,99 6913 go.4g . U16,1M 430420
All farms 26 75«94 2.51 105.96 23485 128 48l 63019 93495 T 17,02 ' 511.26
7 Izrd farms 20 79.84 8.35 157,70 32.13 . .145.05 76094 1091 - . 127.75 : _.66&e5,8
Dry- farms 6 2u7.1k 39655 25.17 63483 3560 il L .53 50912
Partly both . 3 12755 = 16.0& 108482  19.37 : .. 53493 - 72400 89.96 . .. 10,U5 . HggG12
.- A1l farms. - 29 2119433 .7 Tel0-.. . 128421 29437 1 118482 - 67488 - 126,01 - 20433 - 61711
dverage all. fariis. 294. 118,03 - 8,39 ... 119,39 16Me72 - 101495 80.13-. . 3089 - 67271

PRl

"Lg,01. ..

ot



Table 1-\- —--Analys:.s of 1938 cash famlly living expense

P

average per farm

S - Noe. Food. ‘ Clothlng Household Health ) Recreati on_Bducation, . Personal "_‘,.lMi'sc.‘ TTotal

Area . . .. - farms " operating and, - and advancement, family

T ingirance travel ©  papers,

' : - gifts: -

1 Irrd¥aims 34 $202.81 $6u.9u $u7.£ ~ 335.05 §7.66 . S16.32 $ 7.18 4$17.31 $398.79
Dry farms’ 3G 221,430 53,82 g 26421 9427 15491 -1k .67 . 16.18 3497
Partly both 7 2034627 56497 193 43,19 10,94 - 21.31 619 . 66485 458,80
A1l farms 80 211.96 58.82 U7.09 31,145 882 16,56 10,77 21.10 40657

2 Irrdfatms’ " g 189.73 © 8534 6GhJl5 39451 9601 16421 217,05 - 14,57 425,90
Bry fards " 66 18453 55.22  5He35 34 o2H 659 = 9497 T 7459 - 17.17 369466
Parfly both 6 200.63 75,46 60407 50439 10423 - 18,10 11,92 . 6.52 433,32
All farms 80 186,32 - 6013 5He9R2 36405 713 . 11.28 .. 8498 . 16408 381489

3 Irr, farms 22  197.79 66.14% 59,59 51.64 16423 . 18425 . 16427 . ho.ol 465.95
Dry farms 1. 95.58- 23465 5e12 12,33 3470 - «30 - 14,65 13482 169.75
Parfly ‘both - - - - - il - - . - -
All farms 23 193 35 the29 HTe22 49,93 15468 17.50 - 16420 . 38490 453,07

4 Irri farms - 21 12144 BU.7T 28426 27«31 2490 " 16423 941k u 1h.97 275402
Dry farms - 10 106¢34° 27407 1334 13,26 3469 289 - Bel8 1 11,40 186,47
Par#ly ‘both 1 149.hg 8Ol 26432 12,52 238" 11,90 - 13430 2hl .8 499,70
All-Farms 32 117.60 . U5e.63 23,54 22,45 3el3 11.92 - 9406 . 21,0 25l 37

5  Irre farms 2% 146,63 U3.7E 35.L% 26,0l 10,68 © 1017 5.80 - 26.27  30Wk.T7
Dry.farms = — - . - - - - - - - -
Partly -both — - - - = - - - e - -
All farms ok 1U46.63  LU3.H  35.0L 26,04 10.68 10417 5480 - 26427 30477

6 Irri farns. 7 193.88  77.08 5122 42402 2,83 - 39,32 T11,3% - b2.85  U6DLSH
Dry=farms 13 167.20° 6l.51 3941 3348 15,69 23408 13,68 . 10,14 6419
Partly beth 6 195.62 94410 62432 33431 2947 22.31 23445 . 20.44 814,02
All;farms 26 180,04 73422 L47.88 35a7H 151 27.27 15.31 © 2132 417.09

7 Ipre fams’ . 20 232,82 62439 30406 37493 10,39 2l4 432 1421 15.60 yo7.72
Dry-Périss 6  156.96 52.90° 18454 11,00 18485 13497 . 508 - 2.23 279453
Partly both 3 152,53  5le77. 26417 14,87 23,10 6.73 © 94,76 97 285+90

©A11 farms-- - - 29 208.82 - 59433 - 2727 29497 - - 13.46 . 20436 .. ... ;,11.86A”_i{};1.32“___ 382439

Avorage all farns 204 187 - 56,26 Mi.g8 32,96 QM7 - . 1549 10463 P 377416

R ik

X

20,60
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Table 5.--Average crop area per farm by tenure. .

v~"

Area

Type of tenure

{a) Rores of ‘erop land Dor Tarm
. Partly R
=Dyy  both

rrie .

gated.

A1 -

(b) Number of ﬁarms

TIrrie

- gated

E 2.

Partly - -
both

1

T :@iﬂiers

- . Rentetrs
- :Owners-ndditional

) Oiohe;'s additional

All farms

~0wners B

‘Rénters -

Owrrers addltlonal f'-

All fa.rms

-Qvnsrs
Renters -

Dyners additional

L1 farms

aneré -
Renters

wiers additional -

A fa"i'ins

Owner_s
R‘an,ters )

" AlY ‘farms

Owners '
Renters

O\mers ad.d.:.tlonal :

AYT farms
Owpers

" Remters .

Owners add.itional

_A)Y farms.

All )
farms).

" Owners additiopal . -

Owners
Renters

;129
99

35
?f102~

. . -

226“
136_1

kS

1h1'

-Lgﬁ:f

gl

-

. R 4

N

194

o

104 -

161 -

131-‘:" ;

112

101 .

108

5e

Ars 325
‘Ho2
;297“ 169

0. =
334 allv

308 109
3% 19T

118

118 . - -

111'[- : - .

01T ok
101 214,

- -

. -

- -

B 4

- -

-— -
-

108 -
122" 213
1567 66

123, 16h__v»

112 -

7967 " 99

126 192

2718 178 .

T 1207 58
7#-‘a&120’i

326 - 114 -

6
17y

374

203
27(3: :
302

277

299
134 ~
o
1:{-0?'-1"»
63 . .
98 . ...
112
92
53 .
60

58

o4 .
166 -

111
138

102

143

98 = .7
28
- 110

1193
T

. - 6

27

R |
3

b FaG R Bw BB

19 -

o

lf\;Jl" " N - A
WS~ ot

N EE L

156

. 24 B

25

12 -

33-

Ea

1

o

IR

O+ OVN -

Lo o | O T A S A T R T T T . AN RO B RN e A

R =S

o213

3.11 fal‘ms

'u'

271 . 168

187 -

294



, Table 6.-—Average value of food furnished by the farm, 1938 Coloradp SULIMArY

Yot .

Areg -Noe Deiry Eges ?oultry Beef “Berk  Other Pota~ Honey Végetables Fuel -  Rotal
farms products ‘ meat  -toes and and . e
T SOr-- fruit
e - SR T - . I ghum , -
1, Irr, farmms 31 $52.63 $18.13 $15.36 $ 4.66 $24.86 $°5.77 $0.80 $0.76  $18,47 $1.68  $143.22
" D¥y farms 31 7801 27.80 14,99 2.35 24,77 Gef2 402 . 2,65 20,49 2.4 183.64
" Partly both 10 75468 21492 15,78 3458 32.25 302 == 1420 33.76 13.00  200.19
. All farms 72 §6.76 22482  15e26 . 3,52 25.84 . :?.13 Te35  le6h ‘21.146 3471 168 R
2 " Iree farns 9 79443 23422 I3.35 367 115493 . TJMO  1.11 6,04 22,05 - 172.20
. Dry: farms 75 8709 22480 17402 6496 214.1 10.60 1409 5.1 21.89 Lel3 196.86
-Partly both 3 35,07 12,04 14,00 ,3.00 H2,32  Re83 . 3,00 22,33 — 134.59
. A1l farms 87 123.52 33,10 22499 T 9,69 33,55 13413 1,72 Te72  31.79 W11 27732
3 Irr. farms 17 85004 21439 9459 8,00 18,09  3e34 159  C.TH 27425 1,06 176,09
Dry farms 1 706 32480 2400 — 12.50 — — — 8.75 — 63.11
Partly both 1 202400 70400 7450 — 22.50 46480 = 9.8 14,00 — 372460
All farms 19 87.09 k55 9,08 7.16 18,03 5.&5 L2 1.18  25.58 «95 180,49
¥ Iew, -fax?ms' 19 82,18 1842 17421 8e51 22;90 15.0 Ze25 3491 85468 1.18 25?.58
‘Dry farhs 111, 57e22 1662 1146 - 17.1% 20,21 12, — 1.24 53.80 24143 192,18
Partly both 53400 20420 6200 — 25%60 -32 10400 - 163 18400 33050
All farms 3l+ 7105 1747 1451 11.82  2L.85 55 TeB5 270 The83 2.19 232,52
5 TEifarms 34 76453 27402 I1.75  6.22 19,31  9.80 2.83 200 U371 9% 200411
Dty farms 2 5350 2780 11370 S 19.00 10.00 1,50 - 22450 —_ 145.80
Partly doth 3 67400 18,90 = 15417 - 13425 17 = 11,48 — 126497
All farms 39 ‘{7-&.62 26o 'zm 12.00 '5.!&2 18:83 9.06 2463  1.74 ho.;u& 82  191:70
6 drre farms 3 125407 16563 17 6.00 Y37 2400 we ¢ 2480 52433 — ey
Dry farms 5 L2425 10082 U557 3.60 13.85 GebD e «10 22485 ~. - 107.B¥
Pattly both 5  80.90 14,92 24.2L T»45  12.10 W72 Lo . 21,58 - 166,32
A1l farms 13 76423 13,74 143k 5663 1994 9451  1.71 68 29 17, ~z 170-95_’
7 Tirfams 16 75.55 bbb 16,99 15487 39,20 2LaM2 2480 231 37.Al . 1h50- 250.37
Dry farms: 2 2895 13,60  3.75 . W42 3,007 1550 W75 5.00 18.11 6.00 95.08
Partly both - 3 69.17 T 2085 823 — 99,00 540% —— .95 28469 5400 236,92
All farms 21 70.%0 22,75 1hele 12,13 H4,30 18,51 2420 2437 309 . 12.33 23_}.-66 _
Average all farms 285 87.73 25,51 16,57 . T.63  27.33 -f‘m.95 149 3.61 3510 2,32 218,24

Y Wty
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Table 7 -«Average value of food furnlshed by the farm, 1937 Colorado summary.

EArea

B R .-

RO
<

NO.

Dainy

Eggs

farms profucts -

PR

."' P

Poultry Beef

+ -

IR X

" Pork

"Other -

meat -

[ PO

“Potan ~Honey -

and.
SOT- .
i ghum

toes

Vegetables

_end
fruit

Fuel -

Total

Dry farms

a

‘Partly both
All farms

Irr. farms
Bry fazMS
Partly both
All Ffarms

Irr. farms
.Dmy farms

T Partly both

All farms

Irr. f arms

Bry Farms

'I&u?tny'both -

All farms

Irr, farms
Bry farms

"Partly both

All farms

Ii'r. farms
Dry farms

‘Partly both -

T~ A1l farms

- II‘I‘. farms

 Bry farms

- Partly both

- Average all faréé;'9l

All farms

12

(o}

?..

W~ ont 1t

o

®xt o

FHIW vwnt

-$82¢59
- 904p0
120,41

L He25

gloo.so
172$6

- 88425

.. T4.10
.163.68

:103.68

189497
*_H8.67

N
h5408 -

5508

70404
- ghe52
{873

5920

694500 ..

61.78

. 15k

$21.97
L7+15

"1&.12

.78

55420
~18.88
720400
20416

?$33-27

R T

'}6022
24456

'gh.56

s
29497 .
- 25.88_
.‘:6’30;

8e50

677

20417

$1l,31

90 ;oK
1630

31435
14,03
15463
15,71

Py 16602
'-d

;<3§227 N

o431
jﬁ30000 o

16402

1142
’7558

':10.06
51h.97

.94997

10400
* Jolth
. 8oli6

2480

l;i;561 ”:

2,149

13493

$2+83
:5é33

3250

.5%0é
iTe50
502
5,18

P
R

518
‘10,14
8433

T3.55

et oy
’-'

1.25

10.80

S Y SR

L u7

$h6»65
32,03
20450
36465

ﬁIT3.80
F *23005
-F 12 q50

'3370”

30:08

308

20539

,J2§§89'_“

e 32486
W2

38+52

. ’. 3.67
123,00

8450

28495

$1310
30T
500
.2:T§
6423
- 5400
5.9M
2450

e

v

2450
20539 - 20L51 -
:i32’05 :

”.23089 .
}i29.89

a2 -

7436

. +3e56

& om

0

1-1.60

Tk
110.60 -

7495

Y52

356

 $1.68
- 3623
LT 5+95
- 296

elha15 7420

Tadel8 3,94

3 - ~Q50
1.87° 3.82

ﬁg ,R,Me

R
- o

'"; u he

Eh “‘3- 007
o i3a6T

-75 1065
B CSN

U2 s

- 835
- 1’33 23'3
080"1703

- L~
* . e
. e
- . .z

L, - : -

o~ "o

$31.3u
1787
. 25469
24,76

,‘R2017

20,13
Je60

20403
27466

—
AR

2766

2a79 %0460

35401
"“32;92
ﬁfh6.22

. hn.72
=u5 53

'ﬂixs Rt

16,65

- 166
38,17

$5115
h 17

3-99

(K T B O

2450

8550

A
.
e

EEEE

R 'lh .00
3,50 -

1.55

. z§0€7
164,52

$203,62
190009
2192
201,01

D839

i?ﬁﬁvn

218.82
iié;ss

133.21
.120.27

181,34
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Ta‘ble 8.-—AVerage cash farm- receipts and. pxpenses per. GXOp acTe, l938._~_ .

1 r . ‘ B '._“ /. . n v @‘ PR .‘ *“.r v “ s e b
Area No. .A.vera,ge Total Totel Net farm -
L ~farms crop .cash farm cash farm  ocash 1ncomev'; o
L acres,o . recelpts N expenses. . ,par crop v
PR - .per 6rop = per: crop . acre
aere acre : )

T Terigdted farms',‘3u 100e v $15 ﬁ o $9~16» r~¥j¥$4313 :
v L3

Dry farms - 19 97 - : 2608 0 iLW33 0
Partly both 7 169 6 69 6497 28 ¢
All farms 80 203 SeTT 7494 1.83
2 . .Irrigated'fams; & . 136, 7450, g a2
© Dry famms. - . 66 33T 2,300 T 7 'L98T .t r.32 o
Partly both 6 = 197 5465 Y35 T Le30 T
. ALl farms 80 299 273 237 36 .
3 trrigabed farme 22~ 1M U BST 7 T L6
Dry farms 1 118 3619 - 1479 T1leMo
Partly both - - - - - N
, . M1 farms 23 1o 8,37 - 7.69. L. eB8
4 ‘Trrigated terms 2L g2 197 sl 2o
Dry farms 10 101 5el2 Le7l %438
Partly both 1 21k 3635 1,40 1.95
All farms 32 92 6466 3e(8 2488
% ' Trrightéd farms ‘24 58 ¢ 0 12,92 . »7.o?ﬂ : ~3, 35;é53 |
Partly both - - - - -
A1l farms ou 58 12,92 7.07 5485
6 Irrigated farms 7 142 7.91 5el2 S 2e79 .
Dry farms 13 12 8.27 3652 b,757 " ¢
Partly both 6 16 540 2462 2478
A1l farms = . 26 138 . Te36 2,70 - 3e66
7. Irrigated farms 20 143 6430 4,68 1.62
Dry farms 6 96 8402 5e31 2,71
Partly both 3 99 6452 4,93 1.59
A1l farms 29 128 662 4,82 1.80
Average all farms .29)4 187 4,99 3.6(3 T 1439



" Table 9e——Colorado 1938 summary: comparison between 12-month records and shortgr records.

12-month records Less then 12-month records - t2«~h1onth regords Less than 12-month records
Ares , Noe - Average No, Average Average Average per month —— cash Average > per month -- cash
rec- . C¥op rec-  Ccrop numbey Farm Farnm Fanmily Farm Farmm - Pomdiy
ords area - ords. ares . monthg expense receipts expense ~expense receipts expense
: = . ',. . . e e . 4. St‘ldiedr . » . - ¢ .- o owm
1 Irr, farms 34 102 3 121 0 g,12 $77.87' $111 $33.23 $120,74 $156.06 $38@29‘
- Dry farms 19 297 30 277 943 51,38 ﬁ.3s 33,66 57440 87,52 32,42
Partly both 7 . 169 9 170 9,67 98.16 94,19 38.23 T334 . 98,24 3174
411 farms &0 203 73 191 9.32 66.7TH  97.56  33.88 88431 :120.14° 35,01
2 Irr, farms g 136 . 6 .'132 w867 876 85400 " 36.32 - 73652 - 8lell 34,29
Dry farms 66 331007 71 T fUe L o9ng ot e lg 5333 | 30,80 "57432 55466  32.36.
Partly both 6 . 197 3 155 10. TLU3 92,78 36,11 52430 © Theid Lg,a1
All farms 80 - 299 g0 319 9.18 59.16 6798 31,82 58427 = H8e22 33,14
3 Irr, farms 22 - 1 50 153 9.34 93400 100666  38.8 99.48 :100.16 36,00
Dry farms 1, 11 1.l 2. 10, - 17.62 31.35 Co1tal o g7.58 31346 91,35
Partly both o~ - ~ 7 ' < 177N - . 5 O S D T T ehegh TMRET 55,05
A11 farms 23 140 52 156 " 9,38 89.72 97.65 "37.76 98423 103.21. C3T56
4 Irr, farms 21 | g2 7 70 8olt3 36,01 5hg 22,92 17.98 = 56411 27,43 "
Dry farms 10 101 13 224 877 .62 43,11 15.54 6Ue65  Ghl.2h 2843
_ Partly both 1 21y - Lo 34 - 6.0 24,90 5g.66  L1.Bh S 25408 . 33,14 21,29
A1l farms 32 =~ g2 - 21 178 8452 28.98 51409 21,20 "B7.94% ; B0.52° (1 27.86
5 Irr, farms 24 58 . 37 B4 Logah 35 624l 25,L0 b5.87 D B5.24 26,13
Dry farms - - S E 95 U067 - - T L L 1650 © 36.64 Z31lel3
Partly both -~ = . 79 10,25 - - - 27437 1 h1.81 " 2hh2-
A1l farms 24 = 58 © oy 68 .43 34415 62.&& 25.4Q h1.7o : 52,48 264351
6 Irr, farms 7 - 1k 1 8  10.- . 6059 - i.oh 38,38 233 ul i 8le23 U638
Dry farms 13 0 123 - 1. .186 - 11 - 7 36,04 - 84,78 30.35 T+23 1 31,30 6:5h;
Partly both 6 . 164 - I 8-, S a.86 - 10,08 - - -
All farms 26 138 2 - 134 1045 k2,60 s 34,76 19.70 55,08 25 513
7 . Irr, farms 20 3 o 0t 8 s Bl 1 1, 9488 Y PSBeT2 75303 35664 . HOLO1 | 68.98 31.87
Dry farms 6 - 96 2 51 1045 4oig 6lelb. 23429 - 39435 33,93 22499
Partly both 3 | '9g 1 4o g 40.68 5368l 23,82 12,91 |, 31.23 .17.21
All farms 29 ~ 128 11 T2 9.82. 5I,U3 T0sH8  31.87 ° 38eH3 ' 59437 29.06

All areas 294 137 283 196 9.28 56406 77«79 3143 69,05 81.89 32,78

91




Table 9.--,(.continued)

. .12.-month records

f- Less than 12.month records

Area MERARCE _Aversge pen famme-cash - . - .. | Average per farm-—cash

. R Farm-: - Farm:.. . Family LT ‘.E‘a,rm T ¥erm - . Family

.- exXpense receipts expense’ ‘‘expensé ° receipts expense-
i Irr, farms T §g3hug $13604327 $398.79 $1100.87 $1hos.82  $3ug.1L
Dry farms 616462 1012458 403,97 HU1 U5 825462 305481
Partly both _ - 1177490, 1130431 458,80 708492 982 4l 30678
All f.a,ms - , soo,ss 11]0.67' 40657 - cichie 822465, 1119410 326611

2 Irr. ;t‘arms e 1017.16  1020.02 435490 63741k 2109.54 .- 297.21.
Dry farms 653480 760400. a69.66 T 526G T TiHllel2 297419
Partly both . . 857 o 11t 1113.U42 33432 | 522499 74140 481,10
A1l faxms V.. 70993 - 815476 381489 <o 53UeB0 . 53&.16 304409
3 Irr, £arms 1115499 1207494 465495 929.,11 ’9}5.&5 336424
Dry farms L 211446 376624 169.75 815477 - 313k 913,148
Partly both - - - 60431 u5g40 605.51
ALl farms 1076467 117178 . 453,07 921484 968457 352452
4  Irr,.farme - . H72,14- < - 653486 . 275.02 151655 U72.92 231417
Dry farms « 175647: ; - 51739 : 186WH47 o 566.305 - 563,60 | 2U9.35
Partly both - 298485 £15.983- 499.70 . 15068 1 © 198485 = 127.75
A1l fams: 3&7.77 b13e13.  25M437 Lode62. : 515482~ 237.50
5 Irre fa.rms uog.gu. : : 7149.514 304,77 - 1@3.99:: HL0.61 - 2152
Dry farms : : onorar oo b 175498 © -1390.82 | 332407
Partly both - P .ok VLT 280456 cheslss6 | 250436
411 farms- 40984 - T TUDe3H 30l .77 - - _39U.O04, I thol,98 - - 2U8.H0

6 Irr, farms 727408 "1123465 4605% ’ 331#.66_ 1812430 - T ue;.gof

Dry farms U327 101742 G4od9 : 7°.56'__.- a3 T 7191

Par t1y both 430,20 886436 8l.02 . o . I - CAv e L D a
All farms: 511.26 1035477 - 417,09 " 0 1 206,.-51 578431 1 267.86

7  Irr. forms- 668268 900432  U27.72 © v H03.96.  +6Bl.l7 - 31M.T3 -
Dry farms 509472. 76Q,S'{ ‘279453 413415 - " 356426 2u1 1
Partly both - Lgge,12 .  6U5sTH 285,90 103627 - 249483 - 137.67
All farms 617411 . = "8UT400 382439 378e29 582488 285430

All areas 67271 933,48 377416 GU0LM6 T 759,62 - - 304,10
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Table 10¢~+19%9 Farm records, Lari@er county, Coloradose

AX1

Irrigated Partly :
both records - '
'._Number Of records. ee's 40. . -n .p opo id' 040 ’o . ‘ . .16 R 21* . 140 i
Avérage area irrigdated crop.sisesssssisdss i L 123~ 106‘ 113f@
‘Average area dry land crqp...............-" S 58 i5ﬁi
;‘TOtal CYTOD ATClceensvssseonnsosnsvssecvered 123 161" 1 N
:Total farm area.....,.................. . 196 2&6 226 j}f
iFﬁrm receiptse aversge. per fhrm A L SRS
' CrOpooun.......s-w-....-n...c,..,vo"-.'_.; $101§.08 $ 86,8 u’@ $ 92766?
L1VeStOCKe vesrsasessooassansascssresns 718473 1178437 83k, 52‘
Livestock productSeessscssssssosescescs 612467 380.83 “UTHB6
“Miscellaneous: farm'....‘.....‘.......,- 512.95 . 182 318.56”
. GOY‘Ernm’en’t paymené&'oc‘udo o &ooco-‘ yn:-.' , .22 Zg’ 97'89.,
Totel farm reeeip‘bs........u...-_j‘ 2517.65 27&1. 2651.90 :
" Farm expense: average per farm IR O
Y S e $ 253490 $§ 3u6.11 $309.22
Other livestock expensCesesecsessecone 27 o 84 22407 i 24,38
I:a,'bor.........u....n....n-.....-... )4'33.57 391’07 )'1'08007
Repairs...n.n....u.ono.-.......... 115.53 91.)42 101006
Auto expense and POWOTeessssrscsasssns 348473 311403 '326.11
‘,"Seed. -an:d Crop expense...nqo....'.,... . 101002 129.17 117.91
e‘,,TSg*, “renﬁ. in‘s\zranpe, fees.n...». "u e e P 217.7 193.]5 203Q00
:"~‘Miscell&n30us f&mno'o-c‘-oncooqtoooco : lu‘lol 56006 9900
Total f&m expense..............' 163‘9.50 5“0008 157948
* Cash family living expense: average per farm . i
: *Fwd‘.ooicoocto--,o-nn‘oo.oo",ou“ol’oIo' U $ 217‘(17 $ 2 7 66 $ 317"43
Glothing.............u-.“....d......” 950216 100059 98#11'5
Household OperatingQQQOODQDQQCOQOO0.0' 6)'1'032 80026 73Q8$‘
Health and insurance. cy-ooo.o.-oo---:. 93.89 105051 109’86
Recree‘blon and travelessesessssessecee 25.32 23.50 ' 23'
Educa.’cion,, advangement, giftSeseperves. . 2De(7 - . 39 o, 31&.16 «
Personal.....cocdiv.clcn.ov.qo.;)\v»'{o‘. ' . 1'6.63-‘; »21058 o ", . 19066
Miseellaneous fa.lrilJ.,.........,..»z...,1 B lg.g 1@1.2 o 32008 !
Total family 1iving expensee.se. 556GebL * 630.08“ """6@&»59
caSh 'borrowed..............nu.......... $1M‘30.57 $2059.39 $1807087
Payment On AebtSeevesecscssesssvssscesnss 810'31 1256012 1072.80
Kew investments.......................... 85”‘.39 1)4‘5)4'.85 12111' 67
Difference between all cash outgo . )
and all available cashyesesscessccccncs 87.u1 ~80,34 ~8423 -
Cash farm receipts per cxop BCTCsvenrasre P 16-72; 17.27; .;
Cash’ farm expenses per crop asre.q,.....a o 13. E 9&39” 10,1 7
Net per cr0p a.cre.........*..au......u.. - 7.1 7‘33 7.25 "}
v - — - ~' ,;7-‘— ' ;l :L ’.." . “:; h ;ft ’T‘ * ﬂ e ’, p . ;
i PRI l; e . 1 . .‘ Vi ' ’ :% M ! .
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