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SUMMARY 

T hi s report is concerned with the development of 
certain patterns among Missouri co mmercial farmers. 

T he number of "$10,000 plu s" inco me farms more 
than doub led in Missouri fro m 1949 to 1959. During this 
time, the "$9,999 minus" farms fell almos t half. By type 
of far m, the larges t change in absolu te number was the 
25,500 decl ine in lives tock farms. AJJ types declined with 
the exception of cash-g rain fa rming, which showed a 48 
percent in crease. By both groupings, the increase in 
".$10,000 plus" farms was we ll spread over the six types 
of fa rming. 

The sales of "$10,000 plus" farms increased 141 per
cent. The sales o f these farms increased for every type of 
farm except general fa rms. 

Fa rm real es tate values for the "$10,000 plus" farms 
more than tripled .in a decade. T he "$9,999 minus" farms 
re main ed constant in total va lu e, even tho ug h the per 
farm fig ures doubled . 

T here is a patte rn of "s hi ftin g t)'pes" of fa rms de
veloping in M issouri. Younger farmers are shifting most
ly into cash-grain farming fro m o th er types. The older 
farmers show a trend towa rd both cas h-grain and live
stock. On the bas is of th e "average number of fa rm ers 
fo r the peri od" about lout of 11 farmers shifted in both 
the o lder and ),ounger groups. 

The o ther di stinct pattern developing in Missouri 
agriculture is the increas ing importance of crop produc
tion. For the state as a whole, the value of crop prod uc
tion would be as g reat as the value of livestock sales, if 
the value of pas tu re were included. 

T he rela tive importance of the co mmerc ial farm 
grossing $10,000 or more in sa les is on the increase in 
Missouri . These "$10,000 plus" farms in Missouri do lag 
behind neig hboring states in their contributi on to total 
sales, but the Missouri fi g ures moved closer to the na
tional figures between 1949 and 1959. The percentage 
value of all farm products sold by "$10,000 plus" far ms in 
Missouri changed from 33.7 percen t in 1949 to 58.0 per
cent in 1959. The corresponding United Stares fig ures 
were 50.8 percent and 71.8 percent. 
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Times change' Look at thi s news item reprinted in 
the Missouri Red Book of 1911. 

PLENTY OF LAND AT $5 AND UP-THERE 
IS ROOM FOR 200,000 FARMS IN THE 
GRAND OLD STATE-43,000,000 ACRES OF 
LAND 

In keeping with the "good roads movement," 
which now has possession of Missouri, is a plan of 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics co wide! y advertise 
the wonderful resources, advantages and oppor
tunities offered, separately, by each of the one 
hundred fourteen counties of the State, to induce 
sturdy, thrifty and willing agricultural setders and 
others, with or without means, now living else
where, but not prospering, to emigrate to Mis
sonri. Commissioner Austin W. Biggs is working 
in conjunction with the federal authorities in the 
matter. 

A bulletin states that Deputy Commissioner 
W. D . Smith of the Labor Bureau has been espe
cially detailed to gather the facts and figures which 
are needed for this valuable pamphlet, and when 
the task has been finished he will furnish complete 
information, in advance, to the Bureau of Immi
gration and Naturalization of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, which federal subdivision 
will also publish the same, but in a general pam-

A half century ago , promoters could dream of add
ing "200,000 forty-acre farms" to the 276,000 farms in 
the sta te. Fortunately, their dreams never materialized or 
our adjustment problems would have been even more 
severe. Those 276,000 farms were down to 169,000 in 
1959 and the 34,516,000 acres in farms had been cue back 
to 33,157,000. A major part of this mammoth reorgani
zation of Missouri agriculture occured in the 1950's. 
There were still 230,000 farms in the state as late as 1949 
and the average size of farm was only 28 acres larger 
than the 125 acre size cited in 1911. 

The average Missouri farm in 1949, sold $3,129 of 
farm products from 153 acres and had land and buildings 
valued at $9,776; the comparable figures for 1959 were 
$5,984 sales from 197 acres with a valuation of $21,707. 
Although the differences in the averages for the two peri
ods are impressive much of the diversity of agriculture is 
hidden behind the averages. This report exa mines Mis
so uri agriculture and its changes in terms of the major 
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phlet, covering all tbe states, now in course of 
preparation in Washington, D. C, which is to be 
distributed among aliens and others in the over
crowded industrial centers of the United States, 
tbe intention being to widely further the "back to 
the farm" idea. 

Considerable valuable information is already 
at hand and available for publicity. In round num
bers there are abo ut 43,000,000 acres of land in 
Missouri suitable for cultivation and grazing pur
poses. Of this amount 34,516,000 acres make up 
the 276,081 farms of the State contained at the 
commencement of 1911, and of w hich 24,528,000 
acres were improved. T he present Missouri farm 
averages 125 acres. The average price of land alone 
is $41. 75 per acre, and of lands and bu ildings, 
$49.56. But these figures do not apply to lands not 
taken up; they simply mean that tracts now unoc
cu pied and purchasable for from $ 10 to $30 per 
acre will quickly reach that average value after im
provement, and the moment the new farm is ready 
for cultivation . 

Room for Two Hundred Thousand Small Farms. 

The pamphlet will go deeply into details, 
treating county by county in regular order. The 
above is merely advance inform;ltion from it, in 
brief. All will finally be embodied in the 1911 Red 
Book of the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

About 200,000 forty-acre farms eas il y could 
be cut out of the unimproved lands which are 
still availab le in Missouri and yet leave 500,000 
acres. If this was done there would be sti ll the 10,-
000,000 acres, now unimproved, but forming pares 
of Missouri's prettiest 276,09 1 fa rms, all of w hich 
is being used for grazing purposes. There are now 
in the State 66,147 farms, with less than 50 acres 
each, aU on a paying basis, yet with very few, if 
any, of this vast number being cond ucted either 
on an intense scale or by scientific methods. Then 
there are 76,000 farms ranging in size from 50 to 

99 acres; 79,871 farms, 100 to 174 acres; 5 1,629 
farms, 175 to 499 acres; 3,421 farms, 500 to 999 
acres, and 542 farms with 1,000 acres eac h and 
over. 

On July 1, 1898, there were 456,067 acres of 
public lands in Missouri subject to homestead or 
cash entry. On the same day in 1909, just cleven 
years later, this amount has dwindled down to 12,-
600 ac res, and in 1910 to 2,510 acres. At the pres
ent moment not many hundred acres are left. 

With the completi on in 1911 and next year 
of Missouri's general roads system and the wide
wodd advertising the federal authorities and Labor 
Commissioner Biggs ;Ire going to give this State 
all of the best of the unimproved lands still on the 
market will be quickly gobbled up. Settl ers are 
therefore advised to apply ea rl y. -News item. 

classifications of types of farming and economic classes 
to indicate the more important diversity. T hi s report re
lies on data and definitions from the Census of Agricul
ture. 

Type of Farm. 

of the analysis in this report is based o n two comb ined 
classes-the "$10,000 plus" and the "$9,999 minus" 
farms. The dollar figures refer to sales of all farm prod
uctS during the census year. The economic class divisions 
were : 

A farm was classified as a particular "type" if it had 
sales of on e "product" amounting to 50 percent or more 
of its total sales. Major types recognized in Missouri were 
cash-gra in , cotton, poultry, dairy, .livestock (other than 
poultry and dairy), and general (th ose farms in whidl 
sales of each of the above products were less than 50 per
cen t of total sales). 

Economic Classes. 

In 1949 and 1959 commercial farms were grouped in
to six classes according to the volume of sales of farm 
products . These classes did not have identical dollar 
boundaries for the two periods. For simplification, most 
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Economic Class 1949 1959 
1 $25,000 or more $40, 000 or more 
2 10,000 to 24,999 20,000 to 39,999 
3 5,000 to 9,999 10,000 to 19,999 
4 2,500 to 4,999 5 ,000 to 9,999 
5 1,200 to 2,499 2,500 to 4,999 
6 250 to 1,199 50 to 2,499 

Thus, the "$10,000 plus" group represents Economic 
Classes 1 and 2 of the 1949 Census and 1, 2, and 3 of 
the 19'59 Census. 



D efinitio n o f Commercial Farm. 

All fa rms with a minimum of $1,200 sales i.n 1949 
and $2,500 in 1959 were class ifi ed as co mmercial far ms. 
In 1949, Farms with sales of $250 to $1,199 were classed 
as commercial if: (1) the operator worked off the farm 
less than 100 days; and (2) income of farm fa mil y from 
no n-farm sources was less than that fro m fa rm sales. In 
1959, farms with sales of $50 to .$2,499 were classed as 
co mmercial i f the work and non-farm income prov isions 
of 1949 were met and if the farm operator was under 65 
yea rs of age. Therefore, some farm operato rs 65 or over 
w ho had low gross incomes were classified as parr-retire
ment, no n-co mmercial farmers in 1959, whereas they 
would have been class ified as commercial farmers in 1949. 

Changes in Number of Farms, 1949-1959 by 
Economic Class 

The number o f "$10,000 plus" Missouri farms more 
than doubled in a decade-from 11,981 in 1949 to 27,033 
in 1959. In the same peri od the number of "$9,999 mi
nus" commercial farms fell almos t in half- from 152,619 
in 1949 to 79,645 in 1959, while the number of non-com
mercial farms remained relatively constant-a small de
cline from 65,458 to 61,994. 

The increase in number of "$10,000 plus" fa rms was 
not due to price changes. Prices received by farm ers were 
generally quite similar for 1949 and 1959: the price index 
for all crops fell only three points fro m 224 in 1949; the 
price index fo r livestock and livestock products fell from 
272 to 256. P robably the grea tes t dro p was in the price 
index for poultry and eggs which fell by one- third-from 
97 to 63. Exceptions were beef catrl e pri ces and co tton 
prices which rose about three cents a pound . 

Map 1 
CLASS I, II, AND III FARMS 

(Gross Sales of $10,000 or More) 
1959 1 DOT = 200 FARMS 
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T hese "$10,000 plus" fa rms were well di stribu ted over 
the state with the excepti on of the south central area. 

In 1959 one out of three commercial farmers under 
35 years of age grossed $10,000 or more compared to one 
o ut of four of th ose over 35 years of age. In 1949 only 
one out of 12 commercial farmers in either age group 
grossed $10,000 o r more. 

Changes in Number of Farms, 1949-1959 by 
Type of Farm 

T he numbers of each of fi ve major types of farms de
clined. Larges t decline was tbe 25,533 fa ll in number of 
li ves tock fa rms. Botb general and poultry farms declined 
by two-thirds in a decade. A notable exception was a 50 
perce nt increase in the number o f cash-grain fa rms. 
(Tabl e 1) 

TABLE 1 - NUMBER OF COMMERCIAL FARMS 
BY TYPE, MISSOURI 

Pel'ce nLage 
Change 

Type of Farm 1949 1959 194.9-59 

Cash-Crain 13,100 19, 397 -1-L18 .1% 

Cotton 13 , 278 6 , 753 - 49 .1 

Poult l'Y 6 , 832 2,1 79 -68 .1 

Dairy 29 ,750 16,528 - L1Ll, 4 

Lives Lock 78 , 223 52 , 690 - 32 . 6 

General 21, 058 7,726 - 63 . 3 

TOTAL 162 , 241 105 , 273 -35 .1% 

The number of cash -grain farm s increased in all but 
two economic areas of the state -Area 7 (south central 
O zarks) and Area 9b ( the four southeas tern counties). 
H owever, about 5,000 o f the 6,300 increase was concen
trated in the areas north of the Missouri River plus the 
two wes tern tiers of counties south of the ri ver. The in
crease was entirely in owner-operato rs (including part
owners). The cash-grain farms are so scattered that there 
is hardl y a county that would be readily classified as pre
dominately cash-grain. 

T he declin es in li vestock, dairy and general farms 
were spread quite generally over the state in ro ugh pro
porti on to the number of such farms in 1949. (See ap
pendix). The decline in the number of co tton farms was 
relatively greater in Scott, Stoddard and Butler counties 
than in the four counties farther south. 

Mos t Missouri counties were predominately livestock 
with a few dairy and a few mixed or general in 1959. 

Cotto n farming was a "young man's game" in 1959 
while livestock farming was an "o lder man 's game;" at 
leas t the fi gures point that way. About 44 percent of all 



cotton farm ers in 1959 were under 45 years of age, con
trasted with on ly 29 percent of lives tock farm ers. About 
34 percent of dairy farmers and 42 percent of cash-g rain 
farmers were 11 nder 45 years of age. A II grou ps were con
siderabl y older than in the J 949 Census- then 58 percent 
of all cotton farm ers were under 45. 

Changes in Number of Farms, 1949-1959 by Class 
and Type of Farm 

All six types of farms had large increases in the 
number of "$10,000 plus" farms. These increases were 
more than 50 percent for cash-grain , poultry , dairy and 
general farms. (Table 2) 

TABLE 2 - NUMBER OF "$10,000 PLUS" FARMS 
BY TYPE, MISSOURI 

Increase 
(rom 

Type of Farm 1959 1949 

Cash-Grain 6,144 4,753 

Cotton 2,693 1,106 

Poultry 1,093 645 

Dairy 2,594 1,644 

Lives tock 12, 614 5,715 

General 1, 492 803 

One-half of all cotton farms had volumes of "$10,-
000 plus" in 1959 contrasted with onl y 6.4% of them a 
decade earlier (Chart 1). 
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Map 2 
DOMINANT TYPES OF FARMING, BASED ON NUMBER 

OF COMMERCIAL FARMS, 1959 
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Chart I 
"$10,000 PLUS" FARMS IN MISSOURI AS PERCENT 
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Changes in Number of Farms, 1949-1959 by Class 
and Size of Farm 

A "$10,000 plus" farm can be any size in acres but 
the majority were in the 180-499 acre class in both 1949 
and 1959 (Chan 2) . Moreover, that size class increased 
faster 1949-59 than any other class. Likewise, a "$9,999 
minus" farm ca n be any size but a majority were below 
180 acres in 1959. To look at it another way, 92% of the 
farms below 180 acres were in the "$9,999 minus" class 
while only 34% of those farms over 500 acres were ill 

chat class. (Table 3) 

Sales of All Farm Products 1 

By Economic Class. There has been a tremendous 
co ntrast be tween the "$10,000 plus" and the other com
mercial farms in their vo lume changes 1949-1959. The 
tOta l sales of all "$10,000 plus" farms more than doubled 
while sales per farm rose onl y slightl y. (Table 4). The total 
sales of "$9,999 minus" farm s fell Y5 while sales per farm 
rose 0 . In 1959, the "$10,000 plu s" far ms in MissolU'i 
sold about ¥5 of all farm products. In 1959 the average 
"$10,000 plus" farm sold almOst four times as much farm 
products as the average "$9,999 minus" farm. 

, For an an:Liysis of changes in sales and in gross and net farm income see Mo. 
Ag. Exp. Sm. Bul. 816, [Tlcomes oj MiSJoIIl'i Parlllm, 1949-62. 
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Chart 2 
NUMBERS AND SIZES OF THE" 1 0,000 PLUS" 

FARMS IN MISSOURI 
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TABLE 3 - NUMBER OF MISSOURI COMMERCIAL FARMS BY SIZE AND ECONOMIC CLASS, 1959 

Economic Class 

1 & 2 

3 

"$10, 000 plus" 
farms 

"$9,999111inus" 
farms 

Economic Class 

"$10,000 plus" 

"$ 9,999 111inus" 

TOTAL 

Under 180 

730 

3 , 285 

4,015 

43,356 

180-499 

4 ,005 

12,010 

16,015 

33 ,133 

Acre Size 
500-999 

2,993 

2,743 

5,736 

2,822 

TABLE 4 - SALES OF ALL PRODUCTS OF COMMERCIAL FARMS 

State Total ($000) 
1949 1959 1949 

$243,036 $585,005 $19,840 

454 ,254 365,109 2,982 

$697 ,290 $950 ,114 
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1,000 & More 

Per Far m 

940 

327 

1,267 

334 

1959 

$21 ,640 

4,584 



TABLE 5 - SALES OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS OF COMMERCIAL FARMS 

State Total (~OOO) 

Type of Farm 1949 

Cash-Grain $ 60,379 

Cotton 70,71 2 

Poultry 23,249 

Dairy 83 , 818 

Livestock 374 ,909 

General 71,127 

TOTAL $684,194 

By Type of Farm. Tota l sa les increased for every 

type of farm except genera l farms. (Table 5). Total sales 
o f cash-grain farms tripl ed and to tal sales of po ultry 
farms nearly doubled. These changes are associated with 
a maj or increase in the acreage and sales of soybeans, a 
major increase in the yields and the sales of feed-grains 
and some increase in the yields and sales of wheat in 
Mi ssouri , 1949-59 . ~ 

Sales per fctrm went up sharp ly for a ll types but most 
rapidl y for poultry and co tton farms. 

Farm Real Estate Values 

T he total value of Missouri farm real estate in 
"$10,000 plus" farms more than tripled fro m the $474,-
000,000 tota l in 1949 to the $1,620,000,000 in 1959. 
(Table 6). Two factors contributed to this increase: (1) 

TABLE 6 - TOTAL VALUE OF FARM REAL 
ESTATE, MISSOURI 

Economic 
Class 

"$10,000 plus 
[arms" 

"$9,999 minus 
farms" 

(Million $) 
1949 1959 

$ 474 $1,620 

1, 496 1,558 

the more than doubling in number of farms selling 
$10,000 plus of products and (2) the increase in value of 
their land by more than 50 percent. However, the average 
acreage per farm selling more than $10,000 worth of 
products has remained relatively constant. 

The doubling in value per farm of the "$9,999 mi
nus" farms was almost entirely offset by the 50 percent 
decline in number of such farms, so that total value has 
remained nearly constant. 

The value of land and buildings has risen slightly 
faster for "'$9,999 minus" farms than for "$10,000 plus" 
farms on a per acre basis (Charts 3 and 4) and has risen 
much faster on a per farm basis. 

, See Mo. Ag. Exp. Sea. Bu l. 787, / JgriC/lltll l'fll Prot/llctioll TrelldJ. 
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Note in Table 7 the relatio nship of class of farm to 

per acre va lues o f land and buildings . Poorer quali ry land 
is one of the reasons for lower gross income. 

TABLE 7 - FARM REAL ESTATE AVERAGE VALUES, 
MISSOURI, 1959 

Class Per Farm Per Acre 

1 $136,700 $177 

2 75,200 153 

3 45, 100 129 

4- 6 19,600 98 

Type of farm is as rel ated to rea l esta te values per 
acre as is class of farm. Class 1 cottOn farm s had the 
highest values per acre in 1959 and Class 4-6 dairy farms 
had the lowest values. (Table 8). 

TABLE 8 - AVERAGE VALUE PER ACRE OF LAND 
AND BUI LDINGS, BY ECONOMIC CLASSES , 1959 

Type of Farm Class 1 Cl ass '1-6 

Cash-Grain $177 $119 

Cotton 288 210 

Dairy 158 74 

Livestock 147 87 

Ge neral 207 107 

Value Chcmges by Type of FcwlIl. Th e total value 
of Missouri real estate classified as livestock farms tOse 
fr om $1 billio n in 1949 to $1.5 billion in 1959. During 
the same period the total value of cash-grain farms 
jumped 208 percent to $792 million. 

The rel ative changes in total value reflect both rel
ative changes in the acreage of farms by type and the rel
ative changes in values per acre. While cash-grain farms 
had the sm alles t gain in price per acre, the absolute in
crease in number and acreage of such farms, 1949 to 

1959, led to a tripling in total valu e. In 1959 the total 
value of Missouri's commercial farm real estate was di
vided roughly: 

1949 
Y2 Ii vesrock 
\.1i cash grain 
\1; c1ai ry 
\1; genera l 
[/ 12 CO([0 1l 

1959 
112 Ii vesroc k 
\.ii cash gra in 
1/10 dairy 
[/ 14 general 
1/ 14 Cot tOIl 

Increases in per fimn value ware relat ive ly g reater for 
cotton and poultry farms than for other types. (Table 9). 
Cash-grain farms had the hig hes t per farm value in bod1 
1949 and 1959. 

Characteristics of "$10,000 plus" Farms 

The large percentage of sales rela tive to the percent
age of farm land and cro pland harvested by "$10,000 
plus" farms sugges ts , at first glance, that these fa rms use 
their resources very efficiently (Charts 5 a nd 6) . H ow
ever, further ev id ence indicates th at these are farmed 
m ore intensively and have better quality land. The evi
dence is insufficient to say an ything about efficiency . As 
an exa mple o f m o re intensive use, the "$10,000 plus" 
li vestock farms purchased 32.2 cents of livestock for every 
$1 of livestOck sales while the "$9,999 minus" livestock 
farms purchased o nly 13.2 cents. Class 1 livestock farms 
harvested 55 bushel co rn yields in 1959 compared to 44 
bushel corn yields for "$9,999 minus" farms. As another 
example, here is a comparison of 1959 yields per acre for 
"$9,999 minus" and "$lO,OOO plus" cash-gra in farms: 

,$10,000 Plus $9,999 Minus 
FCI1'I7JJ FarmJ 

Bu. Corn 60.1 49.0 
Bu. Wh ea t 27.4 239 
Bu. Soybeans 23.2 20.5 

The percentages of state total crops harvested by 
"$10,000 plus" farms has rise n rap idly fo r corn, wheat, 
and cotton. (Table 10). 

TABLE 9 - LAND VALUE CHANGES ON lVllSSOURI COMMERCIAL FARMS 

1959 Value Increase 1959 Value Increase 
Per Acre 1949-59 Per Farm. 1949-59 

Cotton $262 91. 7 34,000 192. 9 

General 118 86 .4 29 ,000 142 .1 

Poultry 115 83 .1 17,000 166 . 9 

Dairy 88 67 .6 18 ,000 126.9 

Livestock 102 72_8 29,000 122 . 8 

Cash-Grain 138 65.1 41,000 10 8. '1 
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Chart 5 
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42.7 

33.9 
42 3 

60.3 

f-----------I 49.3 

88.6 

o 20 40 60 80 o 1 0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 

Percent Percent 

The percentages in Tabl e 11 show drastically differ
ent rates of adjustment in different enterprises. Poultry 
farms made tbe greates t adju stment because of the tech-

nological and economi c factors which led to the shifts 
from farm Oocks to .large broiler, egg, and turkey opera
ti ons. 

1959 

1949 

1959 

1954 
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TABLE 10 - PERCENTAGES OF STATE CROP HARVEST ED BY "$10,000 PLUS" FARMS 

Corn Wheal ]-lay 
(Bus hels ) (Bus hcls ) (Acres Cut) 

54 . 6(lt, 5:3 . 6(Yr! :32 .0% 

21. 9% 27.7(H· 1:3 . 6% 

TABLE 11 - PER CENTAGE OF VARIOUS FARM PRODUCTS SQLD IN MISSO URI BY 
F ARMS GROSSING OVER $10,000 

Field 
All Farm Crops Dai ry 
P roduct s Sold Produc ts Livestoc k 

58 .0% 64 . 9% 38 .5% 55 . 5(MJ 

40. 4 44.'1 19.4 42 .1 

33 .7 37.2 15. 8 37.9 

11 

Cotton 
(Bales ) 

76 .0% 

41. 'FYt 

P oultry 

67.7% 

43 . 2 

20 . 7 



TABLE 12 - PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL SALES OF FARM PRODUCTS AND TOTAL FARM 
EXPENDITURES ATTRIBUTED TO "$10,000 PLUS" FARMS 

Farm EXj2enditures 
Fe ed [or Sales of 

Machine Livestock & Gasoline & All Farm 
Hire Poultry 

1959 48.7% 52.6% 

1954 27 . 6 41.6 

1949 21. 7 27.9 

Of interest to agribusiness is the growing proportion 
of the market for farm inputs and for marketing services 
represented by farms gross ing more than $10,000 (Table 
12) . 

Farm Characteristics by Type 
Numbers of farms, percentages of farm land , and 

percentages of sales were surprisi ngly well-related by type 
of farm (Table 13) . T he exception was the easi ly ex
plained case of cotton farms which have a high propor
ti on of cropland to farm land and high gross sales per 
acre. 

TABLE 13 - THE RELATIVE SHARES VARIOUS 
TYPES OF FARMS COMPRISE OF 

COMMERCIAL FARMS IN 
MISSOURI, 1959 

%o[ Val ue 
of Farm 
Products 

%0£ %of Land Sold by 
Com'l in Com'l Com'l 

Type Farms Farms Farms 

Livestock 49.4 54 . 2 48.9 

Cash-Grain 18 . 2 21 .0 19.2 

Dairy 15. 5 12.5 10.6 

Cotton 6.3 3 .6 9.3 

General 7.2 7.0 6.0 

Poultry 2.0 1.1 4 .1 

Other 1. L1 0.6 1. 9 

All Com'l 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Changes in Number. Missouri had relatively more 
cash-grain (18.2% vs. 8.0% in 1949) and livestock farms 
(49.4% vs. 47.5%) in 1959 and relatively less of the other 
types than in 1949. Cash-grain farms were the only type 
that gained as a percentage of all Missouri land in farms 
-a large gai n from 9.8 to 21.0 percent in a decade. Ob
vi ousl y th e change in cash-grain farms was a result of 
changes in enterprises which transferred farms into the 
cash-grain classification from some other previous classi-
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Petroleum Products 

47.2% 58 .0% 

30.1 40.4 

21. 9 33.7 

fication. The relative gain of 12 percentage points in farm 
Jand classed as cash-grain was associated with a net de
cline of 6 percentage points for general farms , 2 for dairy, 
and about 1 each for poultry and livestock. This does nor 
necessar il y mean that many farms that were general f.'lrlllS 

in 1949 became cash-grain farms in 1959, but the evi
dence implies it. 

Changes in Types of Farming by Younger Com
mercial Farmers. "You nger farmers" are here defined as 
those commercial farmers who were under 35 in 1950 and 
under 45 a decade later. T hese numbered abo ut 35,000 
in 1959. A m ajority were in commercial far ming the en
tire decade, but there was a net entry of about 7,600 such 
"you nger fa rmers" in the decade. Net in creases of 4,400 
younger fanners in cash-grain , 4,100 in livestock, and 685 
in dairy occurred, while there were net decreases of 845 
in cotton and 760 in other (general , poultry, etc.) fa rms 
(Table 14). 

In other words, younger farmers shifted out of some 
types of farming and in to other types. The estimated 
shifts are computed in Table 14. The "estimated entry" 
is computed on the basis of the proportion of yo ung 
farmers in 1959 in each type of farming and the net gain 
in the decade of 7,600 yo unger farmers. The "shift" is 
the difference between the change in number of farmers 
in the type and the estimated entry. 

This technique probably overestimates the expected 
entry into coCton farming and consequently overes timates 
the shift out, since there was a considerable consolidation 
and reduction of rental units. The technique also may 
underestimate the entry into cash-grain farming and con
sequen tly overestimates the shift into grain farming by 
established farmers. 

Changes in Type of Farmi1zg by Older Com
mercial Farmers. "Older commercial farmers" are here 

defined as those who were 35 or over in 1950 and 45 or 
over a decade later. These included about 137,000 farmers 
in 1950 and 71,000 in 1959, or a net loss of about 66,000. 
This loss was disproportionately high in dairy, co tton, 
and o rher (general and poultry) types of farms. There 



TABLE 14 - CHANGING NUMBERS OF YOUNGER COMMERCIAL FARMERS 

Cash-Grain Cotton Dairy Livestock Other 

Younger 
Farmers 
1950 3,660 3,799 4,976 11,050 4,396 

younger 
Farmers 
1959 8,074 2,954 5,661 15, 152 3,636 

Change +4,41'1 845 + 685 + 4, 102 760 

Estimated 
E ntry +1,732 + G30 +1,215 + 3,24'1 + 775 

Shift (rom 
or to 
Other Type +2,682 -1, '175 - 530 + 858 -1,535 

TABLE 15 - CHANGES BY OLDER COMMERCIAL FARMERS 

Cash-Grain Cotton 

Older 
Farmers 
1950 9,273 9,571 

Older 
Farmers 
1959 11,322 3,797 

Change +2,049 -5,77'1 

Estimated 
Withdrawal. -4,457 -4,588 

Shift from 
or to 
Other Type +6,506 -1,186 

was an actual increase of 2,049 in the number of these 
older farmers with cash-grain operations. (Table 15). 
Since a number of the 9,273 cash-grain farmers in 1950 
left farming by 1959 through illness, death or other rea
sons, there must have been a sizeable entry into cash
grain fanning from outside farming or from other types. 
Since entry into farming is unusual at this age, most of 
the entry was by shifts from other types of fanning. The 
shifts into or out of each type for the decade are estimated 
in Table 15. 

While the estimated expected withdrawals could 
easily be in error a small percent either way-with off-set
ting changes in the net shifts, they indicate the general 
magnitudes. Because of the large number of consolida
tions of ex-rental units raising cotton, the number of 
withdrawals from fanning was probably larger than shown 
in Table' 15, while the number shifting\ to other types 
was smaller. However, there were shifts from cotton to 
cash-grain-the three-county area of Scott, Stoddard, and 
Butler showed a decline of 1,802 cotton farms and an in-
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Dairy Livestock Other 

24,767 67,049 26,064 

10,864 37,538 7,650 

-13 ,903 -29,511 -18, '105 

-11,863 -32,117 -12,519 

- 2,0'10 + 2,606 - 5,886 

crease of 436 cash-grain farms . It also seems likely that 
many general farms shifted into the cash-grain category. 
Other general farms and dairy farms shifted into the live
stock category. 

About 9,100 older farmers and 3,500 younger farmers 
shifted type of farms. Surprisingly, these numbers repre
sent about lout of 8 older farmers and lout of 10 
younger farmers in 1959. One might have expected pro
portionately more shifts in the younger gtoup. Since the 
number of older farmers declined while the number of 
younger farmers increased during the decade, the "aver
age numbers for the period" is understated for older farm
ers and overstated for younger farmers . On the basis of 
the "average number of farmers for the pel'iod" (including' 
both young and old groups) about 1 out of 11 farmers 
shifted. 

The shifts among types of farms were in the same 
directions and in much the same general proportions for 
both young and olcler farmers . However, younger farm-



crs mo re frequencly shifted in ro cash-grain than did the 
o lder farmers. 

Cbanges in Expenditures. Livesrock farms made 
three-fourths of all livesrock and poultry purchases. (Ta
bl e 16) They purc hased only half of the fecd, however. 
Dairy and pou ltry farms each purchased relat ively large 
amounrs of feed in 1959. 

Cash-grain farms expanded the ir sales of both crops 
and livesrock and th eir purchases of feed for l ivestock 
with equal rapidity . It might be thought that cash-grain 
farmers wou ld ha ve substanti al feed surp l uses and would 
purchase relat ive.!y litcle fecd. Actuall)" the feed purchascs 
of cash-grain fa rmers we re about 24 percent of their li ve
srock sales in 1959 which was a hig her percentage th;U1 
for livesrock farms. 

The feed purchases of poultry farms wcre 62.6 per
cent of their livesrock and poultr), sales. At the o ther end 
of tbe range, the feed purchases of li vesrock farms were 
20.7 percent of their l ivesrock sales. 

The n SlI1 g importance of cas h-grain fa rms is re
flected in large relative increases in their payments for 
hi red labor and petroleum products. (Table 17). While 
the labor payments by cotro n farms declined both rela
tivel), and abso lutely, thi s type of farm sti ll hired a g rea t 
deal of labo r in 1959 re lative to its valu e of products 
sold. In contrast, livestock farms hired a smal l amount of 
labor relative to their sales. 

Crop Production 

Crop production is of increas ing importance to Mis
souri farm in co mes. Its importance is di(lI cul t [0 apprc
ciate becau se a large parr of it never d irec tl), enters the 
market place . One me thod of making a more comparable 
a pprai sa l of thc g ross cont ributi o ns o f crops and live
s tock is to co mpute the gross va lu e of prod uctio n of 
crops. Th is g ross value for crops may bc co mpared with 
the gross sa les of li vestock. Wh il e ne t figures wou ld be 
even more interes t ing than gross , thcy are no t ava il able. 

TABLE 16 - SHARES OF LIVESTOCK AND FEED PURC HASES 

Feed [or LivesLock LivesLock ancl PouHry 
a nd PoulLry Purchased 

Cash-Grain 

CoLLon 

Dairy 

Poultry 

Livestock 

Ge neral 

Total 
Expenditures ($000) 

1949 1959 

2. 50/u 5 . 8% 

1.2 0 . 4 

18 . 3 15 . 2 

9 . 3 1'1.3 

51.1 49 . 2 

2. 9 4 . 9 

85 . 3* 89 . 8 

$107,784 $150,985 

*Percentages clo not total 100 because of purchases by non-commercia l farms . 

Cash-Grain 

Cotton 

Dairy 

Poultry 

Livestock 

General 

T otal 
Expenditures ($000) 

TABLE 17 - SHARES OF EXPENDITURES 

lTire d Labor 
1949 1959 

8 . 0% 15 . 0(J'0 

24 . 7 20.4 

9 . 9 8.0 

2 . 3 2 . 8 

37 . 7 34 . 5 

2.6 4 . 7 

85.2* 85.4 

$45 ,948 $43,301 

*Percentages clo not total 100 becaus e of expenditu res by non- commercial farms. 
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19'19 1959 

3 . 0% 6. ;3 f;: 

0.7 O. '1 

6.3 5.1 

2.9 '1. 8 

76.1 7'1. 8 

1.9 3 . 0 

90 . 9 94 . 4 

$108,929 $124.,313 

Petroleum Products 
1949 1959 

14 . 6% 24 .2% 

8 .7 7 . 8 

10.7 9. 3 

1.7 1. 2 

46 .2 40 . 5 

4 . 4 7 . 0 

86.3 90 . 0 

$31,399 $49,072 



Al th oug h there are no ma jor revelations in this 
value of production data, such as finding that livestOck 
farms produce more crops than livestOck, the difference 
in emphas is is considerable (Tab le 18). Crop prod uction 
held almost half the importance of .li vestock production 
on livestock farms when the gross value of crop produc
ti on was consid ered, whereas crojJ sales were less th:U1 
one-sixth of the livestock sales. 

For general farms , crop production was a consider
ab ly more important co ntribu ror of gross in co me than 
li ves tock production, although li vestock sales exceeded 
crop sales. 

For th e sta te as a whole, the va lue of crop prod uc
ti on was about egu al to the va lu e of li vestock sa les, if 
the va lue of pasture was included. 

Sp ecictlizcttion in iHajor CI'OPS by Typ e of Farm. 
Cash g rai n farms harvested abou t 37.8 percent of all 
corn harves ted on Mi ssouri co mm ercial fa rm s in 1959, 

41.4 percent of the wheat and 49.8 percent of the soy
beans, alth oug h they sold only 19.2 percent of all farm 
products. (Table 19). These percentages for corn and 
wheat were very large increases over 1949; data is not 
avail able to measure the increase fo r soybeans . Genera l 
farms showed th e grea tes t decl ine in their relat ive out
putS of corn and wheat, but mos t other types also experi
enced declines. 

Vctlue of Products by Type and Class of Farm. In 
those three types of farms with mos t dependence upon 
cropping-cotton, cash-grain, and genera l- the percent
age of land cropped was related to the value of farm 
products so ld per acre. (Tables 20 and 21). However, the 
va lues of sa les per acre were so low in Classes 4-6 
($9,999 minus) farms as to suggest so mewhat inferior 
land c]uali ry. 

The 1 i vestock farms showed no di frerence between 
Class 1 and combined Classes 2 and 3 as to percent crop-

TABLE 18 - GROSS VALUES , MISSOUm, 1959 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 

Gross Value All Live- All Crops All Farm 
Type Produced Crops stock Salcs Solei Proelucts Sold 

Cash - Grain $173 , 486 ,971 $ '11,618,686 $140 , 817, 818 $182 , '136 , 559 

Cotton 87,0 84 , 588 2, '167, 219 85 , 892, '119 88 , 359,638 

Poultry 2 , 376 ,306 38,293 , 8'17 1,026,665 39,320, 512 

Liveslock 189, 06 8,565 398 , 50:3,060 65,63'1, 2'19 464,13 7, 309 

Dairy 28,876, 090 91,342,468 8,952, '132 100,29'1,900 

General '10, 688,588 29,639,720 27, 100 ,633 56, 7L10, 353 

TOTAL 521,581, 108 601, 864,600 392, '12'1,271 931,289,271 

Note : The gross values of produced crops were computed by using cens us production and llnit prices [or crop anel 
hay . PaSll.lre was not included. 

TABLE 19 - PERCENTAGES OF HARVEST COMPlUSED OF CORN , WJ-TEAT, AND SOYBEANS 

Cash- Grain 

Cotton 

Dairy 

Poultry 

Livestock 

Ge ne ral 

Total Production 
(000 bus hels) 
of 6 major types 
of commercial 
farms 

1949 

18.5% 

2.7 

6 . 9 

1. 3 

55 . 8 

14 . 8 

100.0 

124,020 

Corn 
1959 

37 . 8% 

1.7 

5 . 6 

0 . 5 

'17 .0 

7 . 4 

100 .0 

192,685 
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Wheat 
19'19 1959 

28 . 9% '11. 4% 

0 .'1 5. 7 

6 . 3 6. 1 

1 .1 0. 5 

44 .1 37. 0 

19 . 2 9. 3 

100.0 100.0 

25 , 300 3'1, 289 

Soybeans 
1959 

49 . 8% 

18.0 

1.7 

0.1 

22 . 2 

8 . 2 

100 . 0 

46 , 77 2 



TABLE 20 - ACRES CROPLAND HARVESTED AS 
PERCENT OF LAND IN FARMS, 1959 

Economic Class of Farm 
Type of Farm 1 2 3 L1-6 

General G9 . 0 6Ll .1 57.5 21 .7 

Cash-Grain 74,. 0 71. 6 67.5 55 . 9 

Cotton 83 . 5 89 . 2 85 .6 75 . 7 

Livestock 40.1 '11.8 40.3 29 . 4 

Dairy 31.6 41.0 38 . 3 24.9 

TABLE 21 - FARM PRODUCTS SOLD PER ACRE 
OF LAND IN FARMS , 1959 

Economic Classes 
Type of Farm 1 2&3 4-6 

Cash-Grain $54 $38 $23 

Cotton 95 91 84 

Dairy 65 47 23 

Livestock 84 45 22 

General 79 38 21 

Janel but had a tremendous differential in value of farm 
products sold per acre. Likewise, the dairy farms' sales per 
acre seemed quite unrelated to percent of cropland. 

With the notable exceptio n of cotton, estimates of 
crop prod uction per acre of cropland showed a decl ine 
in value from Class 1 to Class 6 farms. (Tab le 22). The 

TABLE 22 - ESTIMATED VALUE OF CROP 
PRODUCTION PER ACRE OF CROPLAND 

HARVESTED IN IVIISSOURI, 1959 

Economic Class 
Type of Farm 1 2 3 

General farms $75 $52 $43 

Cash-Grain farms 66 55 48 

Cotton farms 110 103 103 

Dairy farms 39 39 35 

Poultry farms 37 39 34 

Livestock farms 46 58 41 

4-6 

$35 

42 

109 

26 

28 

34 

decline in va lue of production per acre of cropland was 
not as marked as for average sales per acre of farmland. 
(Table 21). Note that the values produced were much 
different among types of farm in the Class 1 category. 

Farming Practices by Type and Class of Farm. The 
corn land percentages were lower for "$9,999 minus" 
farms (Classes 4-6) than for "$10,000 plus" farms except 
on co tton farms (Table 23). Cash-grain farms had the 
highest percentage of land in corn. 
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TABLE 23 - PERCENTAGE OF IVIISSOURI FARM 
LAND IN CORN, 1959 

Class of Farm 
Type of Farm 1 3 4-6 

General 18 . 5% 17.1% 14.9% 

Cash-Grain 29 .4 24 .9 20 .0 

Cotton 5 . 7 ,.'l..3 8. 6 

Livestock 19.1 15.9 10.5 

Dairy 10.4 1l.4 6. 7 

Total Com'l Farms 18.4 17.4 1l.6 

All types of farms except dairy put less land in hay 
than in corn in 1959. Class 1 farms, except for dairy, cut 
relatively less hay than did farms of lower gross income. 

Almost 94 percent of the corn acreage on Class 1 
general farms was fertilized in 1959 (Chart 7). Percentage 
of acreage fertilized was lower on every type of farm 
among "$9,999 minus" farms it was among Class 1 farms 
(ChartS 7 and 8). 

The percentage fertilized had a rather striking rela
tion to per acre yield within any type of farm and even 
to some ex tent between types (Chart 9). Presumably, this 
relationship was amplified by the liklihood that the less 
frequently fertili zed land was also poorer quality land, on 
the average. 

With the exception of dairy farms , the corn yields of 
Class 1 farms were quite similar at a "high" level of 55 
to 69 bushels , wh ile those of "$9,999 minus" farms were 
also quite similar at a " low" level of 35 to 49 bushels . 

Chart 7 
PERCENTAGE CORN ACREAGE FERTILIZED ON 

MISSOURI CLASS I FARMS BY TYPE 
OF FARM, 1959 

General 

Cotton 

Cash-Grain 

Dairy 

93.8 

89.3 

o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 

Percent 



Chart 8 
PERCENT AGE CORN ACREAGE FERTILIZED 

ON MISSOURI CLASS 4 TO 6 FARMS 
BY TYPE OF FARM 

Type 
of Farm 

General 

Cotton 

Cash-Grain 

Dairy 

64.7 

66.9 

o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 
Percent 

It was noted previously that ".$9,999 minus" cotton 
farmers had virrua1Jy as good cotton yiclds as "$10,000 
plus" cotton farmers. Thereforc, it is quite curiou s that 
corn yields should average 25 bushels per acre higher on 
Class 1 cotton farms than on "$9,999 minus" cotron 
farlTIs. 

The "$10,000 plus" farms are far less important in 
Missouri agriculrure than in the nation's agricu lture (Ta
ble 24). N ote, however, that the Missouri figures moved 
closer to the national figures between 1949 and 1959. 

TABLE 24 - CHANGES IN "$10,000 PLUS" FARM 
CHARACTERISTICS IN MISSOURI AND U.S. 

1949 1959 

% Land in Farms Missouri 14.9% 34.5% 
U.S. 40 . 2 56 . 3 

% Cropland Missouri 20 .1 48 . 1 
Harvested U.S. 34 .0 56.7 

% Value All Farm Missouri 33 .7 58.0 
Products Sold U.S. 50.8 71. 8 

Chart 9 
CORN YIELDS ON VARIOUS TYPES OF FARMS 

COMPARED WITH THE PERCENTAGE OF 
CORN ACREAGE FERTILIZED ON THESE 

FARMS (MISSOURI, 1959) 

Bu. per 
Acre 

70 

63 

56 

49 

42 

35 

50 

• • 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• • 

60 70 80 90 

% of Corn Acreage Ferti I ized 

Some Comparisons With Other States 

100 

Missouri lags behind neighboring states in contribu
tion to total sales by farms grossing over $10,000 (Table 
25). Missouri lags rehtively further behind in lives tock 
and dairy than in fie ld crops. 

Note, however, that the Missouri percentages for all 
products have gained relatively, 1949 to 1959, on all of 
these states except Nebraska (Table 26) . 

Spedalization. Many Missouri farmers specialize 
in either cash-ctops or livestock. We can show this spe
ciali zation by computi ng the dollars sold of crops per 
dollar sold of livestock. For example, Class 1 cash-grain 
farms in Missouri sold $5.60 of crops for every $1 of live
stock sales (Table 27). On the other hand , Class 1 dairy 
farms in Missouri sold only $0.07 of crops for every $1 
of livestock sales. Table 27 indicates how these crop-live-

TABLE 25 - PERCENTAGE OF VALUE OF VARIOUS FARM PRODUCTS SOLD 
BY "$10,000 PLUS" FARMS, 1959 

Mo. la. Neb . Colo. Minn. Ill. 

All farm products 58.0 78.9 77.0 87 . 2 61. 7 78.6 

All field crops sold 64.9 72.2 68.8 83.2 61. 5 74 .5 

Dairy products 38 .5 65.0 Not Computed 45 . 8 75.1 

Livestock products 55.5 80 .7 81.0 90.2 50.8 85 . S 
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TABLE 26 - PERCENTAGE OF VALUE OF ALL FARM PRODUCTS SOLD 
BY "$10,000 PLUS" FARMS 1949-1959 

MO . Ia. Neb. Colo. Minn. Ill. 

1959 58.0 78.9 77 .0 87.2 61.7 78.6 

1954 40.4 66.5 59 . 6 74.2 45.2 69.6 

1949 33.7 56.9 52.2 73.1 38.0 60.6 

TABLE 27 - CROP SALES PER DOLLAR OF LIVESTOCK SALES, 1959 

Type 

Cash-Grain 

General 

Dairy 

Livestock 

Class of Farm 

1 
2 

4-6 
All Cash- Grain 

1 
2 

4-6 
All General 

1 
2 

4-6 
All Dairy 

1 
2 

4-6 
All Livestock 

scock sales ratios varied by type and class of farm in Mis
souri, Indiana, and Iowa. 

The ratio of crop to livescock sales by type of farm 
is higher for Missouri than for Iowa for 3 or 4 types of 
farms (Table 27). While .Iowa has a popular image as a 
cash-grain state because of its large sales of corn, it is 
even more of a livestock purchasing and feeding state. 

Note that for Missouri the ratios of crop to livestock 
sales in cash-grain and general farms fall as gross income 
(class of farm) falls. However, this relationship is not 
found for Iowa or Indiana except for Indiana general 
farms. 

Note that the ratios of crop to livestock sales tend 
to rise in dairy and livestock farms as gross income falls, 
although there are exceptions. Evidently high gross in
comes were associated with the heaviest emphasis upon 
milking or upon livestock feeding. 

These same relationships were noted between the 
computed value of crop production (not shown on table) 
and livestock sales for Missouri and were more pro
nounced in the case of the dairy and lives cock farms than 
were the sales ratios. 

Land Vatues and Gross Sales. Farm land values have 
risen greatly in the postwar period and have increased rel
ative to gross and net farm incomes. There is presumed 
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Mo. Ind . Ia. 

$5.60 $3 . 30 $2 . 20 
3. 80 3. 30 2. 30 
3.00 3.10 2.50 
3. 40 3.30 2.40 

1.70 1. 00 0.40 
1. 20 0.59 0.58 
0.74 0.58 0.53 
0.92 0.60 0.53 

0.07 0.16 0.05 
0.11 0.25 0.13 
0.08 0.20 0.10 
0.10 0.21 0.10 

0.11 0.17 0.07 
0.18 0.24 0.13 
0.16 0.24 0.16 
0.16 0.23 0.12 

to be some relation between the value of a farm and its 
capacity for prod ucing net far m income but this relatiori 
is not static. The relation between a farm's value and its 
gross sales is not at all fixed over time because gross sales 
can be influenced greatly by the volume of variable in
putS purchased as well as by product price changes. 

It is interesting to compare the ratio of land value to 
gross sales by class and type of farm and for various 
states. For example, the land value of all land in Class 1 

farms in Missouri was only 1.9 times their gross sales in 
1959 (Table 28). In contrast, the land value of all land in 
Class 4 farms in Missouri was 3.7 times their gross sales 
in 1959. Much of the difference in the two ratios proba
bly lies in the higher proportions of variable inputs pur
chased by Class 1 farms, which increased sales relative to 

the land base. Whether there may also tend to be a high
er capitalization of income production in to land values at 
the Class 4 than at the Class 1 level is an interesting 
question which cannot be answered by these data. 

There are several other cautions in the use of these 
ratios. Land value estjmates given to census enumerators 
are not expected to be models of accuracy. The sales ill 
any single year may be somewhat unrepresentative of the 
average over several years. Nevertheless, there are mean
ingful regularities in these ratios, and relationships to 



TABLE 28 - LAND VALUE PER DOLLAR OF SALES OF ALL PRODUCTS BY ECONOMIC CLASS 

1959 1!)49 
Cl ass Mo. Incl. Ia. Class Mo. Incl. Ia. 

1 $1 . 90 $2 . 50 $1. 70 1 $1 . 50 $1. 80 $1 .60 

2 2.90 4 .10 3 .10 

3 3 .20 5.00 '1.40 2 2. 30 3 .00 3 .10 

4 3 .70 5.80 5.40 3 2. 80 3 . 60 3 .90 

5 4.50 6.70 6 . 80 4 3.20 4.20 4.80 

5 '1. 00 5.00 6 . 40 

6 6 . 20 11.20 9.80 6 6.20 8 . 30 10.50 

Part-time 9.30 13.90 12.10 Part-time 7.50 9.90 10.40 

Part-retiree! 9.10 12.90 10.10 Part-retired 

All Com'l 3.30 4 .90 3.70 All Com'l 2. 80 3 . 50 3 . 40 

All (arms 3 .60 5 . 40 3.90 All farms 3.00 3.50 3. '10 

TABLE 29 - LAND VALUE PEn. DOLLAR OF SALES OF ALL PRODUCTS BY TYPE OF FARM 

1959 
Mo. Incl . 

Cash-Grain $4.30 $6.70 

Poultry 0.90 1. 70 

Dairy 2.00 4 .60 

Livestock 3 . 30 4.50 

General 3.20 5.50 

Cotton 2.60 

class and type of farl11 arc so striking that they cannot be 
ignored. 

The ratios of land va lue to sa les of all products in
creased greatly as the vo lum e of sales (economic class) 
declinecl(Tablc 29) . For farms of low output and value it 
may logically be assumed rhat the value of the farm resi
dence is a fairly large share of the farm value. Thus, it 
appears logical that the ratios of Class 6 farms might ap
proach the ratios of part-time or parr-retirement farms, as 
they, in facr, do. However, the doubling of the ratio be
tween Class 1 ;l11d Class 4 farms cannot be explained by 
the farm residence. 

Note that Missouri ratios wers below Iowa and Indi
ana ratios for every economic class and type of farm for 

1949 
Ia. Mo. Incl. Ia. 

$6.20 $4.20 $4.60 $5.30 

1. 80 1. 90 1. 90 2. :30 

4 .00 2. 80 3.50 3 . 70 

3.20 2.70 3.10 3 .00 

5.10 3.50 3.70 4.30 

1~ 

2.20 

both 1949 and 1959, with onl y two exceptions (Tables 28 
and 29). While alm ost all ratios for all three states by 
economic class increased 1949 to 1959, the ratios in Indi
ana increased much more than those in Iowa or Missouri. 

Every type of farm value-sales ratio in Iowa and In
diana increased from 1949 to 1959 except the poultry 
farm ratio (Table 29). In contrast, the ratios for dairy and 
general farms, as well as poultry, declined in Missouri. 
The general poultry decline in value-sales ratio can be ex
p.lained as a structural shifr ro specialized production 
units of much higher sales and generall y on a minimum 
size of farm. The other changes are not easily explained. 



APPENDIX 

NUMBER OF lVlISSOURI COMMERCIAL FARMERS BY REGIONAL ECONOMIC AREAS AND TYPE OF FARM 

Re gion 

1 
2a 
2b 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Sa 
9b 

State* 

1 
2a 
2b 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9a 
9b 

State* 

1 
2a 
2b 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9a 
9b 

State* 

1 
2a 
2b 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9a 
9b 

1950 

2, 223 
2,876 
2,985 
3, 93 7 
1,381 
1,030 
3,166 
1,66·1 

472 
904 
452 

State* 21, 090 

General 

1959 

767 
1,554 
1,131 
1,287 

393 
315 
852 
261 

97 
592· 
270 

7,519 

1950 

2, 371 
1,929 
2, 857 
1,561 

387 
97 

1,382 
167 

92 
976 

1,117 

12,936 

13,856 
16 ,459 
13,032 

9,204 
1, 574 
5,623 
8,11 8 
4 ,710 
4,013 
1 ,322 

188 

78,099 

1, 551 
1, 860 
1,369 
3,398 
4 ,928 
2,105 
1,849 

11,691 
722 
230 
40 

29,743 

1950- 59 
Change 

-1 , 456 
- 1, 322 
-1, 854 
- 2,650 

988 
715 

-2,314 
-1,403 

375 
- 312 
- 182 

-13,571 

Cash - Grain 

Livestock 

1959 

3,183 
3,211 
4,481 
3,050 

681 
211 

1, 421 
111 
106 

1,412 
964 

18,831 

8,381 
10 , 126 

8,798 
6,297 
1,551 
3,621 
5,679 
3,720 
2,764 

793 
101 

51,831 

906 
1,349 

544 
2, 219 
2,342 
1,265 
1,057 
6,239 

351 
55 
15 

16,342 

2a 
2b 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9a 
9b 

1950 

15 
15 

290 
3, 207 
9, 846 

State* 13, 373 

Cotton 

1959 

65 
1, 405 
5, 282 

6,752 

1950-59 
Change 

+ 812 
+1,282 
+1, 62'! 
+1, '189 
+ 294 
+ 114 
+ 39 

56 
+ 14 
+ 436 
- 153 

+5,895 

- 5, 475 
-6,333 
~4 , 234 

- 2,907 
23 

-2,002 
-2,439 
- 990 
-1,249 
- 529 

87 

-26,268 

- 645 
- 511 
- 825 
-1,17 9 
- 2,586 
- 840 
- 792 
-5, 452 
- 371 
- 175 

25 

-13, 401 

1950-59 
Change 

15 
15 

225 
-1,802 
-4,564 

-6,621 

*Note: All state totals exclude the counties of St. Charles, St . Louis, and Jackson (because of their desig
nation as metropolitan economic areas) . 
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