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A PARM ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMEN? STUDY IN WSSTERN
MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH.

nmtm

Due o the cumilative effect of certain ecomomic factors, the
tmatnnmmd:pmty, Muthnbnlhuu,mn.wm-
able ecomomie conditions, Many of the farms are heavily mortgaged, taxes
end interest in many cases &re in arresrs for several years, and in gen-
eral, 1ask of prosperity 15 quite eyident. The mjority of the farm land
in $ils avea is within one of four drainage districts. These districts
are known as dreinage districts No. 1, No. 2, No. 3, and No. 4. The cost
and maintenance of these drainage systems is generally thought to be one of
the contributing esuses of the unfavorable fimeneisl situation in this area,

The Delta 8rea was first settled by white men about 1860, but it «
was not until after 1901 when $he state provided for the operstion of the
Federal Cary Act that the larger part of the present cultivated area was
settled. As a result of the Cary Act, mew irrigation projeets were con-
structed, and colonization plams were put into effect. Settlers were
brought in from many places, quite & mumber being from the Middlewest.
These settlers procured the land from the state at a very low cost. Pri-
uumwmmmshmuummauuuth
nmhmm-n. l

uhn_hla-ntogum tanee is demrom
w.r.m,mmm this work has been done; to Edith
Hayball, Inez Tingey, Beth Van Fleet, and Ruth Stewert for assistance in
mmmmmmuu,umrmt.u.mmm
suggestions the tion and presentation of the material,
and to the farmers of western Millard County, who gave the information
concerning their farm businesses




48 a result of the imeveased yolume of irrigation water used
ntMmmthohukMinmm, the land in parts of the
aros Beowns weter logeed and Alkaline, To svereems Ahis conditicn the
drainage alstriots wre organized undér the state drainage dlstriet law
and drainage systems installed. This werk was done at the inflated
mm'mmn.m-u.% Also the drainage systems were made %o in-
olude much waste land that has never been cultivated. The final result
being that the sost to the land actually cultivated was very exorbitant
when compared with the deflated post wer jrise level.

mfwthwmtaimmmwmrmafmm;w-
putes arose comeerning | water rights. Much expensive litigation
mmﬂvﬂknnm:junﬁr;mmtwmumlrua
This coupled with overestimsting the original emount of water that was
available has resulted in bringing into cultivation mich more land than
mmunmwmw Probably not mere then fifty per cent
of the present acreage under cultivation can be adequately irrigated with
the water $het has been availsble the past few years.

Until about 1925 alfalfe seed was the prineipal source of in-
coms of the farmers in western Millard Cownty. 4t the time the drainage
erop. The high returns Eﬁ-mn‘mﬂnmtoMth
wmmmmmpmummmm Buttnmmnn,
as yot unknown, the yield apamnmmmma since 1925, wntil
1t 1s now only & suall part of what it formerly ws. mmmﬁmm
unafmmanwh, the failure of the alfalfs seed crops,
and the deeline in Manprim are ‘the principal causes ¢ontributing o
the present unfavorable nm. | eonditions there.



For the past two years the Agricultural Experiment Station of
the Utah State Agricultwral College has been doing research wark in west-
ern Millard County on the ferming problems. Ons of the projects that has
recoived comsiderable attention has been: A stuly of the factors in-
flusnoing the financial conitions of certain Utah Irrigation and Dratn-
age Projects”, also kmown as State Experiment Station Projeet 90. This
project has been divided four sub-projects, each in charge of a
depertment of the Station, The departmeni of Irrigation and
Dreinege is studying the ing end engineering economic aspects.
The Soils department is stulying the soil produstivity factors. The
contributing sociological faetors are being studied by the department of
Soeiology, while the mm of Agricultural Economics is studying the
ecomomic aspeects, When completed the results of all these studies will
uumlumwuum.é

The Agrieulturel Beonomics deperiment is studying the ine
fluenee of four different factors upon the financial eondition in west-
ern Millard County. They ave: 1. The farmerst indebtedness and avail-
able eredit, 2. Orop and livestock produstion. 3. Merketing fastars.
4.,m-mmmum¥uotm.m. This treatise is based
munmmmiMMuMthmmmx:m-
mw-mun#mnnmermnwmnuum
management. |

Burpese of Study |
mmaotubmuum.umtu.,m
umtmhrmlu_tt msmmm-u-nmmcmwan
pay the high taxes, indebtedness, and other farm expenses in addition to
supporting their families. In order to do this a farm organization and



management anslysis of the farms in that area has been made.
Source of Data

Part of the work done by the Agricultural Economiecs department
consisted of securing records of 100 nnmmam for the year 1929,
m.nhmamabmzm. axmunmumma,w
nnuumanm-mqy mnmeenunmtwthmm.
mutmmnmaor'thmuwkmmwmuau
-mmmmmnswi(mmmndmum-m The
m“mwammnmﬂummummu
pmm-d uhlh‘lu. Intbq umnmofmnmmlﬂoh records were
mﬂ,um:uﬂwlor‘mﬂw

rwmw#m-,uﬂhtul momtctm,m
htl tur.' 1’29 and 1930, “&MM ttth the ni@:tol averages of the two
are used primarily. This u supplemented with thn data for 1930 divided
into nvo mm,uﬂuhﬁh of the farm location with respect to the

m:l.nu- u-mm.

Gapital Invested
' The average/total inamnm-mmmnm 31,55 & $39%2/
(m 1) ml’# it m?'a,—nz and in 1930, §7,136. The greater part
of the difference im fnvestment is in lend. Because of the high overhead
costs ineident to the drainags mystems, and the low incomes $he past few
years, land values are very unstable and the farmers had great difficulty
in aseribing value to land, However, the Sendency toward lower land valuss

1/ 7. G. Rollins and Alvin Carpenter assisted in securing the 1930 resords

Tor the State Experiment Station.

_}/ Without exception, whenever the average of 1929-1930 is used, the average
s weighted.

&m-uthmmwinm. The standard error is used
oughout. |



in 1930 was quite evident,

TABIE 1, CAPITAL INVESTED, INDEBTEDNESS AND NET WORTH:
AVERAGE FER FARM IN WEST muan COUNTY, UTAH, 1’29*1935.

=mmmm1m ‘ Pu'mtm

i of otal :  of total : of total
e Mo : &._ o] ' m.. ‘
Investment in: T
Lend 4025 | 533 A3 585 360D 506
Equipment 472 G.E 506 5.9 4517 .

Feod & Supplies 251 3.3 i .} 276 3.9
Total Investment 7556 | 100,0 8522  100.0 7136  100.0

DISTRIBUTION OF THE TOTAL FARM INVESTHENT
|

Percentages
0 12 24 %6 48 60

Land
Buildings
Livestock

Equipment

Feeds & :
Supplies

Figure 1. mﬁn $qtmhm1m-m'tmm1ml.,
wmnf.umummuiunvum Western Millard County,
Utah, average 1929~1930.

Indebtedness and Net Worth
The average indebtodness Por farm for the two years was §3,292 F§253.




0f this 7L.8 4 were mortgages and 20,2 % were back taxes.d/ The 1929
records show an average indebtedness of '”’,1“ of which 79.2 1 were mort-
mmu.;imm The average indebtedness for 1930 wes {3,347
of whieh &8.8 % were mw; and 23.4 4 back faxes.

mquzen OF FARM INDEBTEINESS

Percentages
0 b {20 40 60 80

Morteages

Back Taxes

Notes
Figure 2. OFf the total indebtedness nearly 70 4 was in the
form of mortgages, while 20 4 was back taxes. Western County,

Utah, am 1929-1930. |

The data shows qm net wm of u,m or 56.4 4 of the
total investment for the tip years, The net worth for 1929 was §5,356 or 62.8 4
of the total investment, m the 1930 net worth was §3,789 or 53.1 4 of
tb total investment. (mn# 1).

Mhﬁlm two year period are significant in showing a
dseided dsoline in imve tuma,u.unmmmumam;
resulting in a redustion n\m warth or operator's equity.

In ‘h’ﬂh 2 is um the 1930 data on investment, indebtedness,

and net worth, arranged in moupl with respect to location relative to the
drainage éis-‘larictl.zl The iohl ipvestment for the various groups ave fairly

4/ Tmmt this Mmsieu, back taxes :I‘.nelml pmlty and interest on

Tnpaid taxes.,

_& Of the group of ferms outside the amimo mu-uta, part were outside
boundaries, and part were within the boundaries but were excluded from

the distriects.



uniform, the greatest variation being in draingge distriet No. 2, which had
an investment of $6,024 as compared with an average of all groups of §7,136
and of §7,829 for district No. 4, which was the highest. Distriet No. 2

was below the average for every factor but was particularly low in investment
in lend, There was more m@»uuu in the indebtedness and net worth than in
investment. For indebtedness, district No. 2 was again low and distriet No. 4
was the highest in the group. The range being from §2278 for district No. 2

TABLE 2. CAPITAL INVESTED, INDEBTEDNESS AND NET WORTH BY
DISTRICTS: AVERAGE PER FARM IN WESTERN MILLARD

GOUNTY, UTAH, 1930.

IIT Tarms:Not In:Dr, Dist.:Dr. DiSt,;Dr. DISt.:Dr. DIst.

sDrain : No. 1 No. 2 : No, 3 : VNo. 4

No. of Reeords ‘ £ X% ¢ 28 ; 22 H t 10
Bols.  Dols. Dols, 3 "DolB. |

Land 3845 3033 2889 3825 4650
Buildings 146 1822 1952 1273 1357 1127
Equipment 4! 393 7 373 452 507
Livestoek 13 1170 1570 1272 1391 1300
Feed & Supplies zﬂ 240 313 217 332 245
Total Investment 11):‘: 7470 'BEs 6024 7359 1829
Indebtedness
r 2301 2607 1340 1509 2621 34217
Notes 261 496 321 216 Ul 300
Back Taxes 784 96 660 553 1202 1209
Int, on Back Taxes :
Total Indebtedness 33497 3199 - 231 . 2278 3964 4936

Net Worth (Operatorts ©::3789 4271 5264 3746 3393 2893
Equity) -

to $4936 for distriet No. 4, Those not in the drainage distriet had a
relatively mueh higher indebtedness in the form of mortgages and much lower
in the form of baeck taxes, The range in net worth was from $5264 in district
No. 1 to $2893 in distriet No. 4. The average was $3789.



Acveage and Utilizapion of land
The farms studied in 1929 had am average total of 104.9 acres, of

which 69.5 or 66,2 4 were astually cultivated, The farms studied inm 1990
had a total of 101.1 am-é, of which 70 acres were actually eultivated in
1930, This egualled 69.2 4 of the total asreage. The total average acreage
for the two yeers was 102.3. Of this 69.8 + 3.5 acres or 68.2 4 was cultivated.
(table 3) |

Of the average total cultivated aereage in 1929-1930, 63.9 acres
were planted in alfalfa, |. 1929, 38.5 aeres or 55.4 4 of the total alfalfa

TABLE 3. UTILIZAMION OF LAND: ACRES AND PERCENPAGES
ON FARMS IN WEST MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929 AND 1930.

Acres Percentage : Aeres Percentage:ieres Percentage

_of Total of Total : of Total
Cultivated Land 69.8 68.2 69.5 66.2 7.0 69,2
Nonecultivated Land 32,5 31.8 354 33.8 3.1 30.8
Total Land 102,3  100,0 104.9 100.0 101.1  100,0
Cultivated Land . ' - -
el fa-Towel 63.9 | 91.6 65.1 93.7 63.4 90.6
ALf,=Cut for Seed 28.3 } 40.5 38.5 55.4  23.8 34,0
m ,o, | "0‘ ’t’ 5-‘ ,I’ '0‘
Other Cultivated o5 | " o4 o6 b 9

acreage was left for the produstion of seed., In 1930, only 34.0 4 or 25.8
acres were utilized for th!.il purpose, The deerease in the total alfalfa
mun;o'mmwumanthmnaam. The grain
acreage in 1929 was 3.9 acres, 5.6 4 of the total eultivated acreage, while
in 1930 it was 5.9 acres or 8.4 { of the total. Thonwotthotwml
shows only 5.9 acres or 8.4 % of the total acreage in grain, potatoes, and
othef eultivated w. alfalfa being by far the most important erop.



UTILIZATION OF CULTIVATED LAND

Percentages
D 20 40 60 80 ;QQ
AL | | l |
Tota !
cut for Seed (G
Alfelfa RS =00
Grain
Other ‘
Cultivated
Potatoes
Lk AraN T

Figure 3. In wnth Millard County, Utah, 91.6 4 of the total
cultivated acreage was planted to alfalfa, 1929-1930.

In Table 4 is prn‘mm the acres and utilization of land by
districts for 1930, The farms are largest in district 3, with an average
total of 116.6 aeres. Those farms outside of the drainage districts were
smallest with a total of 83.5 aeres, The range in to$al cultiveted acreage
was from 84,5 amstnuatr;iﬂm. 3 to 58.1 aeres for farms not in a draine
age distriet, Of the muﬁma lsnd the percentage planted to alfalfa ranged
msﬁ;mmmmﬁommuMouusa.simrmn
distriet No, 3. Relative to the total cultivated land, cvo - in o loid

TABIE 4, ACREAGE AND UTILIZATION OF LAND BY DISTRICTS:
ON FARMS IN WEST MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930,

TIT Tarme:NGt In:Dr, Dist,:DF. Dist.:Dr. DISte:Dr. DIst,

:
tDradn : No, 1 ; No. 2 : No.3 : No, 4

No., Records 2 e 3. A8 g 22 s : 10
Aeres | Zeres
Culsdmedad Land 10,0 58,1  65.6 60,4 84.5 67.5
Non-sptlpivated Land 31,1 = 25,2 26,3  39.1 32,1 25.5
Total fame 1011 83.3 M 99.5 116.6 93.0

Cultivated % R, =2k e ol

- "o‘ ,,-a 5’.’ 5‘.‘ 15.1 ‘1-1
Alfalfa-Cus for Seed 23.8 19.8 44,7 18.3 27.1 9.1
Grain B8 1 A2 4.9 5.1 7.9 6.0
Potatoes o | - - ol o,

Other Cultivated o6 | o3 1.2 o7 1.4 o1
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more grain was planted in distriet 3 with 9.3 1 of the cultivated acres and
the least in the group of farms mot in the drain with 3.8 4 . The range of
acres used for alfalfa seed production was from 44.7 acres, 68.1 1 of total
cultivated aeres in distriet 3, to 9.1 acres, 13.5 % of total cultivated acres
in distriet 4.
Per ﬁ Yields of Various Crops

The yields per acre of all crops in west Millard County are very
hw.""/ In table 5 are pmuu',tod the ylelds of various crops for 1929 and 1930
and the average of ﬂutwaurl. The yield of hay was higher in 1930 than
in 1929. The average yield TT:I.n 1929 for all alfalfa acres wes .76 tons, in

TABIE S, } PER ACRE OF VARICUS CROPS: AVERAGE
ON FARMS IN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929-1930.

T e Y T 9 5 e TG

Alfalfa Hay (total soreags) .99 tons .76 1,09
Alfalfa L 1.81 tons - 97 1.95
on ‘where soms
Alfelfa (acreage was left for seed) .81 tons .74 .84
Percentage of acreage eut for seed 55.0 752 48.6
i
Alfelfs Sood (Unoleansd) 36.8 1bs, 35488 37.53
Alfalfa Chaff 4 2354 tons 256 33
Wheat | 18,0 Bu. 16,89 18.23
Barley ) 29.2 Bu. 21.40 31.59
Qats 29.9 Bu. 40,00 28.54
Potatoss . | 135.2 Bu. __  147.69 130.45

1930 it was 1,09 tons. On the farms wherse no part of the alfalfa acreage
was left for seed mdmtimlj the 1929 yield was .97 ton as compared with

6/ Compare with Utah Crop Report - innual Summry 1930. USBA, B. A. E.,
Division of Crop & Livestock Estimates.

7/ The usual practice is to harvest the first cutting for hay and then lsave
the second cutting to mature for seed.



1.95 tons in 1930. The ylelds of hay on farms where some part of the total
nltdhmmhﬂmioodprodneﬁteam.ﬂtmtn1929m.a4
toms in 1930, Howsver in 1929, 75.2 £ of the acreage on these farms was left
for seed, while in 1930 only 48.6 1 of the acreage on these farms was so used.
Apparently in 1930 the farns best adspted for the production of hay did not
attempt to produce seed 'moitlpn farms on which yields of hay were low
ﬂllunthirumﬂr*d. The yield of seed did mot vary greatly
mmathmmqnu-mamx.sm. Likewise the yield of
chaff was uniform, the two year average being .54 tons, For grain the yield
ehmpdmﬁul’!’tol’)ﬂr; especially oats and barley, but the acreage
represented is very small. L*ummlmmtoamlmudomnt
and only in certain sections.

In table § ave the ylelds per asre for 1930 by grouwps. Tie yields
of hay for the total slfelfa sereage range from .73 tons in distriet 2 to

TABLE 6. PER ACRE Y OF VARIOUS CROPS BY DISTRICTS:
ON FARMS IN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930.
I
- Drain No. 1 No, 2 No. , No. 4
No. of Farms | S > 10 22 33 10
Alfalfa Hay - Where no |
Seed was eut Toms 1.95 2.00 2.7 1.56 1.84 1.26
Alfalfs (Total) Tome 109 136 9T 93 .09 15
Alfalfa Seed Pounds 31.5;3 31.53 51,76 33.92 33.40 47.3%6
Alfalfa Chaff  Tons 53 55 75 «40 o4 .82
Wheat Bushel 18.23 18.06 16.06  24.38 18.12 8.11
Barley Bushel 31.59 20,00 33.67  34.05 27.75 -
Oats Bpeshidl 28.54° - - 37.20 4.7 -
“Pétatoes Bushel 130.46 150,00 - 175.00 121,95  123.48
Beets Tons 8.23 - 640 - 8.23 -

(tangels)




22
1,51 tons in distriet 4, The yields on farms where no seed was produced
range from 2,75 tons in district 1 to 1,26 tons in district 4.*-.-/ The yield
of seed varied from 51,76 1bs. in district 1 to 31.53 lbs. for the group
not in the district. |
With average yields as given in table 5 - average for 1930 -
and averege prices as reporﬂ:ud bty the farmers of west Millard county for 1930,

tu-mmmrmvaﬁlmmnwahuumnm?.

TABLE 7. AVERAGE VALUE PER ACRE OF CROPS GROWN IN WEST
MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930, AVERAGE YIELDS AND AVERAGE FRICES AS
PRICES AS REPORTED BY 92 FARMERS.

&
ivg. Telds : Avg. Price : Zotal Aere

Commodi ____per Acre : %mm ¢ _Income
, : S

Alfalfe Hay Tons | 1.09  %ug0 7408
Alfalfa Seed Pounds | 37.53 12 450
Wheat Bushel | 18.23 o617 12,21
Barley Bushel | 3L.59 .65 20.53
oats Bushel = 28,54 “ 11,90
Pot atoes Bushel  130.45 70 - 91.32
Beets Tons 8+23 7400 57,61

With yields and prices as of 1930 over 90 4 of the total culti-
nﬂdamswﬂdmﬁmnabo_ut $10,00 per aere if the erop were
sold direect, The income from potatoes end beets would be considerably more
but the acreage grown is so small as tobﬁ en almost negligible fastor. With
such ylelds there must be a Very low per uniy cost of production if the farms

m actual expenses.

8/ In distriet 1 there was only ome farm not producing seed.
In district 4 there were 7 such farms.



Sxep Ineome arlees s
Approximately 19 4 of the wmmmmudui-ﬁ'&nmmm

of erops, In 1929 this amousted to $365, while in 1930 it mmw
the po:nm of total i.nom‘n remained about the same, The bm 1-
wholly attributable to the difference in incame from alfelfs seed, There was
anmllnmtnlludal‘uahﬁwiu. Income from grain and other
orops insreased, which inerease was due to greater amounts sold as the price
declined, For the two years 84 4 of the total erop income was from hay and
alfalfa seed.

TABLE 8. DROP INCOME: AVERIGE AMOUNT PER FARM AND

PER CENT OF TOTAL FARM INCOME IN WESTERN MILLARD

Y, UIAH, 1929 AND 1930.

| 192930 ¢ 40 Ferms in 1929 :92 Farms 1930
.‘ Percentage mouus Percantage:Dollars Percent-

m of Total : of Total : of Total
;

%) 74 542 74 349 73 61
Alfalfa Seed 152 10.7 261 13.9 104 8.6
Chaff 8 b 15 o8 5 ol
Grain 20 1.4 8 e 3 26 2.1
Other Crops 14 1.0 1 ol 17 1.4

Total Crop Income 268

18.9 365 19.4 225 18.6

The erop imcomes from the various drainage distriects ara showm in
teble 9. The range is mu‘uj for farms outside the drainage district to
ny:«-muumnll In district 1, over 76 4 of the crop income
was from alfalfa seed, while the farms in district 4 with a total erop
incame of $313 receiwed an equal percentage of its crop inecome from Jay.
Districts 2 and 3 have the larger number of sources of erop income,

Numbers of Livestockl!

Dairy cows and sheep are the moet important kinds of livestock in

9/ The mumbers given are the average of the opening and elosing inventories.

G425
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west Millard County., Hogs and chickens seem to be inersaging in importance
The average numbers of dairy cows increased slightly in 1930 over 1929.
ﬁoawmpumﬁmnm-mpinsﬂulms.iun”u(
547 in 1930, There was an inerease in number of young dairy cattle frem 2.4 in

TABLE 9. CROP ¢ AVERAGE PER FARM BY DISTRICTS
| nnmgngmmm,m. 1930,

xﬂ.o of Ferms

Income from:

)
Seed (Alfelfa)
Chatf
Grain
Potatoes
Other Crops

Tctal Crop Income ees 13 3% 162 259 313

1929 with 70 % of the farms &aepi.ngto 346 por farm in 1930 with 80.4 4 of the
farms keeping., This may indicate an iucrease in numbers of milking cows a

year or two hence,

TABLE 10. uvﬁmoaxms: AVERAGE PER FARM ON THOSE
FARMS KEEPING, AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL FARMS KiEPING,
WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929=1930.

Average 1929-30 11 § 195
Avg. No. Percentage tAvg. No. Percentage:Avg. No. %
per Farm of Total Farms:;per Farm of Farms :per Farm Keep-

Eeeping ..t Eeoping ¢ ing .
Dairy Cows 5.5 95.5 5.2 95.0 5.7 957
Young Dairy Cattle 2.3 173 2.4 70,0 3.6 80.4
Beef Cattle 41.1 4.5 26.8 7.’ 55.4 ,0’
Hogs 2.8 5,-1 2.9 ‘2., 2.8 “o,
Horses ’o‘ ’80’ 3.4 100.0 ’08 97.8
Chiekens ’,oa B6.4 44,2 30.0 ‘5., 92.4

Turkeys 7.3 9.1 - - 7.3 16.3

.y e
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It is felt that the data presemts a pieture that 1s in a measuve
misleading in regards to sheep. The 1929 data shows an average of 274.2 sheep
per farm of those having sheep, and 22,5 | of the farms keeping sheep. In
1929, sheep prdeces were high and several of the farmers whose records were
ineluded in the 1729 averages purchased feeder sheep in the fall, fed them
through the winter and ulptl,nod of ewes end lambs in the spring. This
practice was not so provahlht in 1970, and it is felt that the 1930 figures
give a more accurate pieture of farm floeks.

Beef eattle show an increase but this is due to chance in the
samples obtained. Only )i)1. or three farms in 1930 had beef cattls. LiRe-
wise only three farms kopt beef in the 1929 sample.

Hogs end chiclkens though kept in amall numbers are being kept by
agronternmnberorramrt.‘. They are being used to provide a greater
portion of the family 111?:5 from the farm, The chickens also ﬂ?h_mnt
the farm imseme. In 1929, hogs were kept by 42.5 4 of the farmers, in 1930
g‘.) % of the farms had them. Chickens inereased im both numbers per farm
and per cent of farms keeping., In 1929 the average was 44,2 chickens with
80 4 of the farms keeping and in 1930 khe average number was 65.9 chickens and
92.4 4 of the fayms keeping.

Horses are kept omly in sufficient numbers to perform the farm
work. Turkeys were kept byatcwnrmsinl?jo, though in small numbers
and the number at the ¢lose of the year was not so large as the number at

the opening of the year.

* In order to maks a comparison of total livestock easier, the various

10 .
kinds of livestock have been echanged to animal unit oquinlcntl.—/ These are

presented in table 11. On this basis there was praetically no ehange in the

10/ The changes to animal unit equivelents wore made on the basis of the
= standard as given in Dr, Warren's "Farm Management®.



prodnot:lwl-y livestoeck from 1929 to 1930. There was an increase in total
animal units of .83 of an animal unit. This inerease occurred in the non-
productive units, i5e., in horses and young dairy cattle.

TABLE 11, ANIMAL UNITS: AVERAGE NUMBER PER FARM ON
FARMS IN WEST MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929 AND 1930.

Average Avg. of Average Avg. of Avg. of Avg., of
of all ©Productive of all Productive all L.S. Produs.
Livestock Livestock Livestoeck Livestock L. B.

Number of Animal Units 21.42 16.55 20/84 16.58 21.67 16.53

The distribution of livestock through the various districts in
1930 (Table 12) shows that the dairy cows ere quite uniformly distributed
with the exception of distrigt 4 where there was an average of 8.3 cows on
the farms keeping as compared with an average of 5.7 for all farms and 4.7
for distriet 2 vhnhmtho[h'ut of the groups. The larger number in
district 4 may be because of its proximity to Delta whefe there is a market
for a limited amount of whole milk, Young dairy cattle are distributed

TABLE 12. LIVESTOCK: AVERAGE NUMBER PER FARM ON
FARMS KEEPING IN WEST MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930.

! s Dr. B8T.2 U 21T 8%, DY, 8T,
tDrain ¢ No. 1l : No. 2 : No.3 : No. 4
i H : tH :
Dairy Cows 57 6.2 5.5 4,17 5.4 8.3
!m m Cattle ,c‘ 3.8 2.2 }.0 ;o, ’oz
M mot 145.2 23}.5 1“-‘ 11".. 1102
Beef Cattle 55.4 - - 49.2 67.5 -
Hogs 2.8 | 1.8 3.3 1.8 3.5 2.6
Horses ’o‘ | ,o' ‘., }.0 4.2 ,0‘
Chickens ‘s.’ 41.‘ 810’ “01 ,‘o' ’20'
Turkeys T3 11,8 245 2,5 ,o‘ 4.5

Ll¥roductive livestock is the total livestock minus horses and young cattle.
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almost in direct proportion to the mmber of dairy cows with the exception of
district 2 in which there were only 2.2 young cattle o 5.5 dairy cows., Young
ummmm;mnomwm

Sheep mumbers renge from 71.2 per farm, where sheep were kept, in
district 4 to t}).j per farm in district 1. Beef cattle are quite imimportant
qurumefhnldroeommd. Hogs were kept in amall numbers
thmmt,umahooni&m with the largest numbers in district 1,
mturmnuumni. Koruamplﬁn).ﬂhnlpcmnulmﬂ{
:h&.ymnmmul.

TABIE 13. mm: TOTAL LIVESTOCK AND TOTAL

PRODUCTIVE AVERAGE NUMEER PER FARM BY DISTRICTS
N { MILLARD COUNTY, UTAE, 1930.

gl i ol ogpret v vt mu tmal Units

No. of Farms 17 : 10 SO | BATe. 33 : 18
Total Livestock 18.71 20.91 22,01 23.817 19.47
Total Productive

Livestock 13.49 .‘ 16.26 17.85 18.15 13.70

In table 13 is given the number of animal units for the different
groups in 1930, Total animal wnits vary from 23.87 in district 3 to 18.7
units for the ferms not in th -m distriet. Productive animal units
vary from 18,15 wnits in distriot 3 to 13.49 units for the group outside the
drainage district., District 4 has the fewest productive units relative to
the totel number of animal wnits with 70 4 productive unite. Distriet 2 has
the most with 81 4 of the total units productive.

Livestock Income

The majority of the farm income was derived from 11nltopk. The

total livestock income in 1929 was $1464 which was 78.1 4 of the total farm




receipts, In the following year the total income from livestock was 3937
which was 77.3 4 of the total imcome ., In each of the two years livestock
- furnished about the same porportion of the total inscome, but the absolute
emount was much less in 1930. The smaller income was due mostly to the de-
creased prices of livestoek 'm livestock produets.

Livestoek Sales

Totel Livestook Inceame 1096  77.6 1464 8.1 937 1.3

L
-

The largest -m item of ineome is from the sale of livestoek.
In 1929 this emounted %o n#s which was 47.7 4 of the total farm incoms.
In 1930 the livestock sales }m 36.4 4 of the total farm income or $441,
The next most importent -ou‘m of livestock income was dairy products which
became of relatively mater importenee in 1930 with 25,0 4 of the total farm
income, This amounted to $303. In 1929 there was received from this source
$346 which smounted to only 18.5 % of the total farm income. Eggs decame
of relatively greater impartance in 19}0, while woel furnished the same per-
eentage of total nmimmmhm, mmmtmtmlarw in 1929.
The total livestosk income for the various didtricts in 1930
mamnosrermmmtﬁmmmmnumurorm
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TABIE 15. LIVESTOCK INCOME: AVERAGE PER FARM BY
DISTRICTS IN WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930.

No. Mm

Livestoek Inm :

Poultry Products T2 34 79 31 128 27
Wool 220 106 153 122 138 45
Livestock Sales 441 282 490 AT 560 199
Other Incoms (1.S.) 1 1 - - 3 5
Total Livestook Incoms 937 @~ 706 892 856 1121 %42

farms in district 3. Livestdek sales and poultry mrodusts sales were both
highest in district 3. Dairy produsts were by far the most impertent single
source of livestock income for the farmers in disirict 4. It was $666. |
Distriet 1 had the lowest ingome from this source with §170, Foultry producte
ranged from §27 in distriet 4 to §128 in distriet 3, while wool supplied

en income of §153 in distriet 1 end only M5 in distriet 4.

M tal Ferm Income

, PARM INCOME BY SOURGES: AMOUNT, AND

TRCENTAGES OF TOTAL FARM INCOME, WESTERN
mqan COUNTY, UPAH 1929-1930.

132 rgm 1929-30: 40 Farms in 1929: 92 Farms 150

~ Pereentage : Percentage :Amount Percentage
Amount of Total :Amount of Total of Total
: ‘ ars rs

Total Crop & L.S, Inc. 1364 96.5 1829 97.5 1162 95.9
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For the two years erops provided 18,9 1 of the total farm :l.noonn,
though all cnpl; except alfalfa seed, are grown primarily for consumption
on the farms, From livultoak was derived 17.‘ 4 of the total farm imcome,
The balance of 3.5 4 was !rmnimllmoullz-/ sources, The average total
Miuoum $1413 :'9‘-. ‘In1929 it was #1815:&111”0 it was mn.
There was no inerease in farm capital either year., The total farm income

averaged $20 per cultivated acre when gowbined with the animal umits in
SOURCES OF TOTAL FARM INCOME

Percentages
0 8 16 24 32 40 44
Total Crop
Livestock
Sales

Dairy
Products

Wool

Eggs

Other

|

Figure 4., lore tham 40 1 of the farm income was from the sale
of livestock., 5Sale of dairy proudets was next in importance and then
erops, Western Millard County, Utah, average 1929-1930.
the produstive process, 'ru;ﬂ-imm animal unit per aecre was .31.

The sources of the total farm ineome for 1930 is shown in table 17.
The range is from 1468 in district 3 to §847 for those farme mot in the
drainage distriects.

The incames from the farms in Westerm Millard County are very low.
The total is low as is also the per acre inecmme.

_13_/ Includes labor away from farm with farm equipment, receipts for live-
stock pastured, land or water rented, etc.
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TABIE 17. TOTAL FARM INCOME BY SOURCES: AViRAGE
AMDUNT PER FARM BY DISTRICTS, WESTERN
MILLARD COUNTY, UPAH, 1930.

lm: No,. t Nos2 : Nose 3 3 Nos 4
No. of Farms 2 3 4. .38 : 28 : R

B E._o- m. A8 . Se

Livestoek Incoms 1162 819 1248 1018 1360 1255
Misgellaneous Farm e ' '

Receipts 50 28 71 14 88 u
Total Cash Insoms 1212 847 1325 1032 uee . 1269
Ingreased Capital - - - - g b
Total Ferm Income 1212 847 1325 1032 1468 1269

Sagp Jams Brgenees

In comparison with tho low ineomes, the expenses of west Millard
County farms are extremely high.
TABLE 18, FARM CASH OPERATING EXPENSE: AVERAGE AMOUNT

AND PERCENTAGES OF THE TOTAL. WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY
UTAH, 1929-1930.

Pergentage :Amount Percentage: iAmount Percentage

Amount of Teotal : of Total : of Total
8

Hired lLabor 146 12.1 193 14.7 125 10,7
Feed 110 9.1 120 9.2 106 9.1
Seed & es 21 3.9 20 1.5 21 1.8
Interest X 168 13.9 175 13.4 165 u.2
Taxes 490 40.5 470 35.9 499 42.8
Rent 48 4,0 74 5.6 38 3.3
Insurance & Farm Fees 117 1.4 12 o9 19 1.6
Auto Expense 2/ 155 12,8 181 13.8 144 12,3
Cash Repatts 26 2,1 29 2.2 25 2.1
mcdhn.ouly 29 2.4 36 2.8 25 2.1
Total Cash Operating t

o Bxpense 1210 100,0 1310 100.0 1167  100.0

1/ On mortgages and notes only. Interest and penalty on umpaid taxes was
= not ineluded.

2/ Auto expense echargeeble to farm only

3/ Includes cost of shearing sheep.



22

The cash operating exvense for 1929 was $1310, In 1930 it was
$1167, Partieulerly in 1930 it was very evident that the farmers were
attenpting to keep operating expsnses to the very minimm, They were forced
by the very mature of conditions %o do so. M&dofhmclaw, farmers
cooperated together and helped each other wherever possible. Cash Repairs
hhuilﬂngsmdoqﬂmtw#onabmlyﬂnnthotm ecould not make them
himself, and eould utmqu;ﬂﬂwutthn. _

Texes were by far $he largest single item of expense, constituting
$#470, or 20 4 of total, in 1?29, and §499, or 26,5 4 of total in 193C.
mmmwmqssﬁummhﬂm

PABLE 19. TAXES: AVERAGE AMOUNT PER FARM OF EACH KIND
AND EACH IS OF THE TOTAL, WESTERN
COUNTY, UPAH, 1929-1930.

mt Muniul Amt Pn-mup Am\mt Pcmw

lof Total of Total of Totsl
Dollars’ " DOLIEYS Dollaws
State & County 128 : 26.12 129 27.02 128 25.65
Drainage 269 | 54.90 - 258 54.89 274 54.91
Water 93 | - 10.98 8s 18.09 97 19.44
|

Total Taxes 490 .m.a’ 470 100.0 499 100.0

rmommumhwmwiozthhhlmhm.
Interest costs were §175 in 1929 qm‘u;am 1930. Aauto expense decreasod
from $181 in 1929 to §144 in 1930. Hired labor™ decrcased fram {193 in 1929
%o §125 in 1930, Purchased feeds amounted to §120 in 1999 and $106 in 1930.
Rent paid for land and water, mostly water, amounted in 1929 %o an average

& Interest and penalty on unpaid taxes is not ineluded as an expense.
ILmnmmmormnmmrormmmm



of §74 and to §38 in 1930. The remainder of the cash expense items, seeds
and supplies, insurance, tﬁ- feeds, cash repairs, and miscellaneocus, amounted
to §93 for the averaze of 1929 and 19;0;- which 1s less than 8 4 of the total,
In 1929 for every doller regeived from the fm. seventy cents was paid out
for cash expenses. In 1,;5‘ for every dollar received, ninety-six ecents was
absorbed in cash expenses.

Livestoek purchases were much less in 1930 tham they were in 1929.
In 1929 the average amount paid out for livestock was $465 which was 19.8 %
of total cash expemses. In 1930 it was only $50 or 3.2 1 of total cash ex-
penses A/

TABLE 20, TOTAL Jnﬂﬂ EXPENSE: AVERAGE AMOUNT PER FARM

AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL EXPENSE, WESTERN
MILLARD GOUNTY, UTAH 1929-1930.

1] antu:a Amount Percentages Amount Percent.
of Total of Total of Total
poveTy . W
Total Cash Op. Exp. 1:3 5948 1§m 5546 1167 6240
Livestock Purchased 940 5 19.8 60 3.2
Total Cash Expense 1393 68.8 1775 75.4 1227 65.2

The total cash expense in 1929 was §1775 as compared to a total
farm income of §1876. This means that for every dbllar received from the
tun, 95 ecents is paii oni#nw. In 1930 for every dollar received
$1.01 was required to m‘tlt. The income was $1212, expenses §$1227.

The rangs of total cash expense in the five groups is from §838
for the group outside the drainsge system to $1402 for distriet 1. The
variation is greatest in the drainage tax, It varies from §12 fow the

farms outside the M""!tc §387 for distriet 4. Of the dsainage distriets,

E/mn:mnamanm distriet his farm was placed

in the group where most ar the land was loezted.
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TABIE 21. TOTAL FARM EXPENGE: AVERAGE AMOUNT PER FARM
AND PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL, WHSTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAF, I530'-177 .
i b ‘

m

1

13

13
Total Op. Expemse 1167 , 793 382 1051 1345 1259
Livestook Purchased 60 @ 45 20 s 52 54

Total Cash Expense 1227 @38 2402 1166 1397 1290

) ntory 314 233 400 288 351 280
Deprecfation 106 107 148 93 192 109
Unpaid Family Labor 235 162 352 182 285 187

Total Nom-oash Exp. 655 | 502 900 563 vy 576

Total Farm Expense 1882 @ 1340 2302 1729 2141 1866

Int. on Equity © 5% 205 242 264 196 17 194

1/ This group ineluded a case where sheep were run on the reserve.

. number 2 wes lowest with a $ax of §239.
Though the total cash expense on the average is almost equal %o
the farm incoms 1t 1s not the only ferm expemse. In 1929 1t was 75.4 4
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TABIE 22, NON-CASH EXPENSE: AVERAGE AMOUNT PER FARM,
AND PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FARM EXPENSE,
WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929-1930.

. DoLs Dols. e o
N ' 4
%ﬁn 286 14.1 220 9.3 4 16,7
Depreciation on Bldas., i . - | |
Equipment & Au 108 5.3 113 4.8 106 5.6
Unpeid Family Labor 238 11.8 247  10.5 235 12,5
Total Non-oash Expense  §32  31.2 580  24.6 655  34.8
Total Farm Expense 2025 100.0 2355 100.0 1882 100.0
Interest on Net Worthd/ 227 279 205

y n-prnuuuumumnu;uqumnm'“uumuu
2/ mnumtmsienutmnumnmhlbu.mm
farms had a minus net worth whizh was dedusted in arriving at the net
worth as shown thers, In arriving at this figure no deduction was made.
of the total farm expense. In 1930, cash expenses were only 65.2 4 of the
totdruuom. '
In 1929 .‘.lvntori_u decreased on an average of §220 per farm.
In 1930 they decreased $314, or 16,7 4 of the total farm expemse. In 1930
this decrease was largely due to price changes, and not to a physical de-
erease of imventories. The next most important item was unpaid family laber,
which in 1929 was valued at $247 and in 1930 at $235. Depreciation on
buikdings, equipment and that part of the auto chargeable to the farm, made
up the remainder.
In 1930 the non-cash expense in the five divisions varied from §502
for the farms not in the draimage districts, to $900 for distriet 1.
Finane of Business

The total farm expense for 1929 was §$2355 emd for 1930 it wes



DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL FARM EXPENSE %

Percentages
D 12 24 %6 48 60

Cash Op.
Expense

Livestock
Purchased

Non-cash
_ Expense

Figure 5. Taxes and interest made wp elmost a third of the
total farm expense, and were over half of the total eash operating expense.
Western Millerd County, Utah, aversge 1929-30.

TABLE 2). FINANCIAL SUMMARY OF THE FARM BUSINESS:
AVERAGE AMOUNT PER FARM AND PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL,
WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929-1930.

~ Dellerd Dollers
ital Invested
S 4025  53.3 4983 58,5 3608 50.6

Mach, & Equipment a7 6e2 506 5e9 457 6.4
Livestoek
Feeds & %Mu
Net Worth 4264: 5648 5356 62.8 3789 53.1
~Total Crop Income ut 18.9 365 19.5 225  18.6
Total of L.S. Income 17.6 1464 78.0 937 71.3

hlho. Roeo:lgtl i 47 P 4.1

!ohl Farm I:mm m.g 100.0 %‘g_ 100:0 12- _J.oo:e
46 1 :2 60 ‘}:z

Depreciation on Bldgs. ' :
& Equipment . 108 5.3 113 4.8 106 5.6
T R

Income from Capital &
Operatorts Labor - 612 - 479 -6

3

xnt;'mziuios‘j. -ﬁ} iﬁ RPN
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$1882. 1In 1929 the total expense was 126 4 of the total farm ineome, and
in 1930 the total expense uia 155 4 of the total farm ineome.
Total farm :l.nm minus total farm expense equals income for the
use of opmtm'u capital, t.nd the operator's labor, In 1929 this was a
minus $479, and in 1930 a minus #670. When interest on the operatarts equity
is dedueted at five per eent, the result is minus §757 in 1929 for the
TABLE 24, FINANCIAL SUMMARY OF THE FARM BUSDIESS:‘
AVERAGE AMOUNTS PER FARM, WESTERN MILLARD C
COUNTY, UTAH, 1930
m ﬁht..iﬁ?. Dist,:Drs DiBt.

:Drn:l‘.n Hos 3 2 Ho. 2 t No. 3 : No. 4

No. of Farms 92 7 &t 10 $ %z 10
mn. “DoLS. Bﬂ.l. 15, Tols.

c_aiih:l. Invested
3608 3845 3033 2889 3825 4650

Buildings 1463 1822 1352 1273 1357 1127

Maeh. & Equipment 457 393 oy 373 452 507

Livestock 1332 1P 15% 1272 1391 1300
DL 16 2

240 2117

T Eg il.{Eg

313

942

1259

1269
20 115 2 3

1202 1166 Ig ' 12§3
280

0%

Hedad. oe. daat

400 288
148 95
Tom hpcnu - 670 - 493 =971 - 691 - 673 - 591

s

mt.ugnfw -5% _242 3264 -gg -% 1




28

operatorts labor and managerisl wage. In 1930 this was minus $875. It is
quite evident that a condition where such returns exists can not long continue
as it is, Stme extensive changes or reorganizations must oceur, As it is
the operatorts capital is being gradually abesrbed by pxpenses, Capital
investment must also be r.l;:l..dupontc furnish in part the family living.
That She seniltien 46 Sot eonfined 1o Ay ons s6etien bub 19
general throughout the area is shown in table 23. The range of labor and
WMQMM ms for farms not im the drainage distriet
to minus $1241 for farms in distriet 1, What variation there is in the size
thwmuuMmenm.ortmmtm-, seems to
have had but little effeet ‘nn the profitablemess of the farm business.

of Total Femily Income
TABLE 25. OF TOTAL FAMILY INCOME: AMOUNT
FROM ALL SOURCES, AND VALUE OF FARM PRODUCE USED IN
PAMILY LIVING: AVERAGE PER FARM, VESIERN
MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1929-1930.

Dollars 3 nonn-& Dollars

labor & Mgt. Wege \-m - 757 - 875
Unpaid Family Labor . 238 247 235
Interest on Equity | 227 278 205
Income Other than Fam . 245 Y E) 189
Total Famlly Income - 129 BV AN = 245
Velue of Farm Products : :
Used by Family 132 227 235

Grand Total Income ‘ _19) 368 - 11

|

Lest the impression be given that the situation is worse than it
really is, a resunmary of the total family income is given (table 24).
Unpaid family labor that was subtracted as an expense is a part of the family
income, as is also interest on eguity. These two items amount to $525 in
1929, and to $439 in 1930. Then in additiom, there was in most cases ro'c
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mhmemrtmmm:m;‘mhumim,ammthot@
and other sources not on the farm, Adding these items to the labor and mane
apement wage gives am-nmrurzﬁs of §141 and for 1930 of minus
$246. |

In eddition to théo money incoms the family received a e¢onsiderable
part of their living from 'bPo farm. This item is growing in importance
as a part of the farm ine | + (Compare "Percentage of farms using” in 1929
with the same columm for 1930, table 2;). In 1929 the average total value

TABLE 26. PR FURNISHED BY THE FARM FOR FAMILY
USE: AVERAGE VAIUE FER FARM AND PERCENTAGE OF TOPAL
FARUS USING, WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UPAH, 1929-1930.

: - arm- 0
Avg. Vel. Percentage Avg. Val. Percent. Avg.Val.Percent
rwm ot!m :I.'wnn of Farms for all of Farms

@!_ Using Using !m- Uling__

Potatoes 3490 19.7 6400 15.0 3.00 21.7
Fruit +60 4.5 60 2,5 o
Dairy Products 108.80 96.2 127,60 95,0 100.60 9647
Zegs \ 34,00 856 340 Ths 3340 Bl
Poultry 720 74.2 9.60 5.0 9.00 183
Hogs 16490 53+0 16.80 42,5 17.00 57
Sheep 3;’@ ; 18,2 370 10.0 4.00 2
Beef 3,40 11.4 540 5.8 2,50 141
Flour 2,90 8.3 2,80 Te5 2,90 - 8.7
Tuel mm 42.4 1.;0 !., ow 5,-3
Total !Sﬂuﬂ : 227.00 234.79

*Data mm‘hb to this was not obtained for the year 1929.
It is """"_“ that the value would be about the same.
for farm produce used by the family was 42!7;1: 1930 it was $235. The
wmit priece of most ecommodities was considerably Rower in 1930 than in 1929
so that a comparison of value only is not a wholly adequate measure. In
every case the percentage of families using the various items of produce
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inereased in 1930 over 1929, Dairy products was by far the most important
Hgn. In order followed om, gardens, and hogs. The average value of‘tho
ot_hsr items was low and was {ma by relatively few fnﬂilu. The dependence
upon irrigation for the growing of gardens, and the nature of the irrigation
system makes the mgcrm gardens difficult and in msmy cases
impractical., Fuel though ndt paro;uead on the farm is obtained at no expense
except the lsbor of hauling it from the mountains, Fruit is produced in
very small quantities in the Delta area.

Yhon the valus of ths farm produse used by the famdly s added $e
the tahltuﬂymyiuﬂ it makes a grand total inecome for 1929 of
#368, and for 1930 of minus $11, or an average of §103 for the two years,

TABLE 27. SUMMARY OF TOTAL PAMILY INCOME: AMOUNT
FROM ALL SOURCES AND VALUE OF FARM PRODUGE USED IN

FAMILY LIVING, AVERAGE FER PARM,
N MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, 1930.

. ot D el

s Urs : .
‘sDradn ¢ Nos 1 : No. 2 : No. 4
L :

.

t Nos 3
No. of Farms g . 10 22 s ﬁi [ )
L8e P . m mlo 8. m‘-
Iabor & Mgh. Wage -875 =735 -l241 - 893 - 849 - 1M
Unpaid Femily Labor 235 162 353 183 285 187
Int, on Equity 205 - 242 264 196 176 194
Inecane Other than
Farm 189 29 351 146 204 17

Total Femily Income = 246 =202 =273 -}68 - 184 - 237

Value of Produce Used o ,
_ by Femily T TS S U SN -, S
Grand Total Income - 11 + 14 + B3 - 171 + 43 + 17

The total family momey income in 1930 ranged from minus 184 in
distriect 3 to minus §368 in umm 2. The average value of ﬁrﬁproduu
used by the family was largest in distriet 1 with an average of $356, the
smallest value was in distriet 2 with an average of $197. The grand total
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income ranged from a plus $83 in district 1 to a minus §171 in district 2.

Summary of Statistical éﬂa_&_l of Farm Factors

hhbhznilcﬁ'uamyorm'htuttm analysis of a

number of important factors in the farm business.
ovidence of the presence in the sample of some large farms.

In general each gives
This is evident

in the total investment mq is carried through indebtedness, net warth, total

income, total expense, net farm income, and labor and management wage. It

is also evident in acresge, and total animal umits.

TABIE 28. SUMMARY OF STATISTIGAL ANALYSIS OF FACTORS
OF THE FARM BUSINESS, WESTERN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH,

AVERAGE 1929-1930.

ot S DevEAMLS F Sehndss

H % sof Mean : Deviation am-ubm?:
' .« | . e 8, 8.
f e

of

Only in the ecase o'

Labor & Mgt. Wage - B” 0!
Alfalfa Hay «99 tons .07

Alfalfa Seed 36.8 1lbs. 2.4
Aeres Cultivated 69.8 @ 3.5

Total Animel Units 21.42 1.7

4540 280 60.1
2900 189 88.1
095 68 T1e5
1381 85 68.2
888 55 145.0
740 58 112,0

«83 tons 052 tons 83.8

ﬂ.s 1bl- !-1 1bs. 1‘01
39.6 2.4 5647

14,59 .90 6841

6320
2286
928
un
- ‘”
- 656

.82 tons

43.33 1lbs.
60.00

12,66

of ylelds per aere of elfalfa seed, is the median larger than the mean,

Apparently the farms with a small acreage of seed had a higher yield than

did the farms with a large acreage.

Summry and Conelusions.

An analysis of the records of 132 farm businesses for 1929-1930

shows that the average investment per farm in west Millard County is §7556;

that the average indebtedness per farm is $3292, and that the average net
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worth is $4264.

The average farm qmtu:l.n 192.3 acres, of whieh 6?.8 acres is
cultivated. 0f the mnnmc area 91.6 1 of 63.9 aeres was planted to alf-
alfa, of which, 28,7 acres was utilized for seed production. Grain accounted
:‘er.;.}.u:r]os. The per ufq yield of all crops was very low. The vield of
bay, where only hay was cut#ml&ltmmnm,u&an:mwm
seed was Mthnelapm;uom «81 tons, The yield of seed was 36,8
pounds of unclean seed per . Wheat ylelded 18.0 bushel and oats and
barley 29,9 and 29.2 bushel per acre respectively.

~ Dairy cows end sheep are the most important kinds of livestock in
the area, with hogs and chiuw inereasing in importance. 95.5 % ot- the
farms kept dairy cows. mm\nmmpc farm on those farms keeping
wae 5.5 head., Only 37.1 4 MBp% sheep and they kept am average of 156.7 head.

The average total farm income was §1415, of which 77.6 4 wae from
livestoek, 18.9 4 from erops end 3.5 % frem mimnmeun sourees. This
ineame is extremely low, | |

The farm expense was very high when compared to the income, The
expense per farm was m, ‘59;87;““ cash operating expenses, 9 4 livestock
purchased, and the balance Hon-cash items, Of the cash operating expense,
s4.4$u-mmortmnmd:mmm

The total farm ineome lavked ' ﬂlt to equal the expenses. Sub-
tracting from this the interest on investment leaves a labor and management
wage of minus $839 for the operator.

The total family income from all sources including the produce
furnished by the farm for tqlnily use, valued at $232, was $103. |

Many farmers have lost pert and some have lost all of théir original
investment in their ferms in west Millard County, The past two years their
equity has been gradually dwindling away. Part of the loss has been due %o
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a decline in values and part has gone into eurrent expenses, and for family
living. | |
mzmn.t-eﬁmanuumox the records of 132 farms
businesses in 1929-1930 in st Millard em;?ioulmu is reached that
with uc:m and pr:lm as of 1929-30 the ramn cannot possibly pay the Mal
tnzu, M‘nﬂm”, and aM farm umuﬁ !.a addition to mpaﬂng

tm families.
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