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•Icuitural Conserve t*. .tl-

tural Adjustment /; jnts

approxiaat - Willi liars to Kansas farm operators

and landlords v. ree ran years In t -

gram has boon la oi "
— , , is money

was pale I :^o«e \. rallied with certain regulations

est ^ram* Shcse farmers who did not neet

ttlt v. lents did not receive payments.

was I amine some of t

effects of the LQ? re payraonts en the .ilsa-

tlon of farnis in selected areas of Kansas* Cons Id-: &f

all possible effects on izsticn war broad a

I
It was necessar reel

en the uee of crop land au-iberc of liver

far .

• usoc > land refer to the kinds and quant

of dlffe crops grown c: , to a leaser extort^

the tillage aethods usee. o effect is bee

an ss the changes In the acreages of I crops

.. . os In the total acres of cr 1 .nd per farm end

the tillage a», also are indi . ct on



I nuabc m been shown as tcreace

;ro&st

Eeview of Literature

-y a saall iahed literature was

available she* otual effects anisa-

tica of ft: . la was n since was

.ice until 1... . Best -c tea:

with desirable p s anc - -

• *

So. Lers (D) shewed the effoct of the

on Goil-coawr uses 1 >ehir© farsas.

serving uses : ^rectlces as the appllcatl

fertilisers ta ewedirig of pasture ero.s. Thw effect

•a was act shDv.... irkad w3

eanpl© ferae arranged in two — i . _o f arras enroll

in rograa in 1 atf all sasjple fa: . A Measure of

th» change in -conserving uses was obtained by eorips:

son with uses. The rreater part -case

awl servinc usea war, oi-srolled fa

inal results were expressed as absolute afewajai

s a acres, etc., for the sample farm groups*



Lag ft Bttnplc

records for the pe: :4atteson ( ,

compared 1991 acreage allot

-ho acreage rn isrow-. ftRM v -. :.us

yearr.. icy fs to B who

MM 6.0 .-.
. v: to Bfti:c Lix .'-uutcot reduction in the nnrinijl

>wn in pi 3 year . waft cost apparent srl •

base perio. oosapared to a IS.: - a*

. cesser;/ to stakft adjustments i: -37

base I & ofrect of the . ..
; 1996*99« 911

reference . 7 base period, farners In

is were required to reduce rive acres per I

acres of crop land and received a pays*: .

: pov acre re-

duced, eoapared to a redact'.

complying farmers, with a payment of ;i5 per acr .

I 1921 -. , it wfts shown soil-conservi

Increased a -xres of crop

land on cor.., mossed about ei^ht acres

on - m>( there was t. reace of about two

- of the 1 iCP In Iowa w«a studied by

icox e -*sjan < ).

, wit oronce to 1 - - oe



periods, was cojnpar-- -co:;:plyin£ far;ss#

In, ~e farmers • ly wore asked to

the greatest rediu .:..".- Is were earned by

seeding th< i»eages of I

Source, Davis, i 3) :~ave a getc

of fron to

... , 1 , for the Unite tea ea a el.

isnts occorape.; lost a' data

cit tat AA . "i© study

civ ,

...;, , Lc recovery, o rain In

farmers' incomes for the - oar pe #as estimated at

, less 10

products

effect :'

os war iVi* ( ; . lit

discus so-. 3 with re - -

per.* . elude. in wo;-

was the greatest i . eeusii

in procucti .;. Ho oeaperlsen wee asde between signere and

nun-signers except by way of estiiatcc n



le effect of the AAA on

..

'

.

tes» In geswral, al accor, jenta

n was given to feocl and 11

. , . al

acreage, and effects upon wbaat acreage and

.

". .. altcri;

between r< :^bvA pdvaaants for

ce and the nudber con

cted a detailed i a effc

i and operation of far-r^s

' -...'., v . .*;..(..

ratio*

a base period* ~>aee
,

was usee, it vaa i.

year- - . ccuri'< all faros as

itly# I \i*y of s<.

caused by o ctors as prie*a or weather I from

AAA procrr. .

Hethod -'-dure

arose In >:anaaa ac

. . i. -of- Area 1,



&



Labette, end C3 les« er area was local

in east north central honsas an< of Waal ,

ay, E:l . letter area was

area In which Ft.:

•/arm ^ana^MMmt Association lie* 1 was asest active.

Seventy-five -s war- ;rviowed in Area I

during Eoveaber, . fanas va« cater

by first It £ snail areas to be representative

of the whole area. The small areas ve It-

icuitural erents, jers faailior

wit } iaps. ::&11

areas were chosen for Area — .tered at

Seoeho County, one west c

Labette y, and one between Altaiaont wego I

eastern Labette y.

Aft a snail areas were selectee, m saraplo

wit ee© areas were located by cal orators

who c m found at boa* until a sufficient nuraber

schedules had been obtai i . r od to

far»~zaenageaent dai :rop year.

They also were aeke tate average use of

their land and nuaber of livestock kept for t

•



A aaropl-. nm also sc '«1

Eansas. The ezs&ll MBfsple area* i n the lsuve area «v

.

B tho ttni tarn -

Clay County « 00 farae west of r wore a

, 19 f la

oy Cov. .

'- ,

la , ared arc und «as' i.

; sfuoolc we: v/ing all f -s

I be reached v. i a auf-

n>. ..-:- .r»s

, 5 s for

year ai> oase - .

.le far: is In r. saa were visit

-•*
, , t

yea:-.

•••

* , two had quit fami ,

and one refused I fentti '

-

.

;

underste, e operal

wa« necesa c ts

of I *3gr«Bu ,;? le a . 'Icultua



I

arts that were in direct

operei \ a Xansas a were the wheat parity progra ,

wheat loan , -remce program, corn parity

^rasa, 'tm§ suga: i, range pi -

The AAA had ita beginning in Hay,; , ae sat f >y

culturt ant . . a the

v.'. o.:;t •?.-.:..:'• '..:., c :vi-' - r r , euc! cfittl'.-buyirif; ^rorrea

in Kansas until Janusr ,

o wheat profrasi nade payanet; Kansas femora in

, provide tfaa signed s r the 1034 par -

grc . wo-year contracts were signoc. ir. , a© farmers

it acreage 15 per 4

from a historical base co^iposed of years I to

UMtt« orcent of the

base. Thrc racta were signedt beginning

wit oat crop year were invalidated by e

fiuoreoe Court decision earl . -cor, .'.ve-percent

base was r.

act redo these eontracts valid and payirjonts were made

signers saoetlng the r

<-' -'. :-• raca was In fall peretieo la KajMNM

for the crop years 1934 sad 1 . . o emergency slaughter

s and sows was com -',



-mere » reoj.h

uc© their c

PisuK 2:. percent. .....-<.• Wwluctli ..-;;.;

- jgrsei called

for a reduc' . acreage end hog 1 -

year of I , waa a rullar

- less llywa S&

iiurijor of Logs raised In the base

was ftttt '.;•

a and Docse.

;ourt de<: .
. , .

The 1.- htm

acreage .

basee used were not strictly hletoj \am ad*v:

E»nta In bases were al r abn Mlons

and -ilreiaonts f rnj-aanageiaent

1 1c© 6 « Appro.\ -jaytaBnt a

liable i were I o oar the

acres: soil-dopl

•oil- Lees, jont avails) r

far .. .
over, the r ©jit for the m ' - Lid! i$

practlees wi :©xes*
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as crops classified as ecil-

depleting were wbx ,
, arlej,

, > an eaergj©-.

figc .
- » were i

k

a»

sweet clover, red clovor, iespedear;. rennlsl grasses

. A few coaraoa aoil-bi practices f

which payments wore nade la : aeeding elfalfe, sweat

clover, and pa] caecj eussasr ur

fr ; terraoa construct m fur aaturesi

oador green nmnxn j and f super*

aphate and grou; an eee<

was siallar t &n<L I raae

t greater eaphaela was alaal .f

i-der. . f I tal pi e awe

eaa fj . ,
..-•.• mt was

seeding soll*4epletln£ acjx

afiint -bull: .... i . angaa

wore aada in th© rates b- -- llow&nce

exaraplo, the payaint for seeding a

alfa was reduced frora v <. er acre and see*:

clovor fttinngas froca it I . ;>©r acre. ©cial corn

acreage s «« were Issued for farris in lapel

^unties in eastern Xanset: . o allotted



acrea Qeedod on al fsraa

aywents were . 3 in paycients

odiug sheet ac a wore not »a<

• 1939 «3 1 -am arr 3* effect I » .

. general, the

were f • pur;.- f roc.-. » acreage of e

lata the soil and for etlcsu-

lal he uee ©•]
i vaanage in

ssa.i ;. . iraaalMM include

vent ion of soil er :. .

Because of < stratlve

..'lenities, it we.-, alway: le to adjust the acro-

jnts would he

jeen zaade v t the pa; -

cases, no actual e resulted f -.lm

, at a were in excess cf

amount needed t .a farsaar Take t fcUHflM

necessary I . riJMMila

actually —wing c I a in the manager? ha fa:

were coaali rect grants separate . . se pay**

nests ox* parts of 3 1 its actuall; ta«



aracl eristics of the selected, areas studied were

cf .'. ce in .

lwm allowed for v s in

lance regulations, which emu

operators to nd s,

ditlons.

Characteristics - -f a I

-of-f: tod the greatest ri

area in Kansas, the _I at Osweg,

-year peri -
) was . . , ore t?ere

I variations fpoa Use ave froea year t r« The

highest annual rainfall was 1 , when ! . tea was

rec lowest was la , whej: . ss fell,

cater part o rainfall occur-: • ,-rowlng

seaso; . .e average rainfall £r ril tc oTber, i m

elusive, 47-year period was 2: . ••«

Type-of-fi -c& I also I rest Rowing

see oa in ilanst. . fbm averone growing aeasc:
,

inr j several counties directly west* war* •sys #
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Tttaperatures subject to wl- were charac-

teristic of >r parts ,sas« Maxitaum auxsser te ;pora«

turea fr were sore than 1 ....&. Thcet

tetaperaturc£ often were accompanied I winde fs *

south, which resulted In a rate of cv; Lion and

age to growing crops.

The topography la level to gently rollin;, with siaall

•actions of hilly sandstone formations. Tba large anaount of

rainfall and the level topography resulted in drainage and

lee problems, and erosion t lace on sloping I

Is of Area I are old soils, acid in reaction,

and naturally low in phosphate content* .or Um purpoae of

Is study, the nolle were divided in s A aid .

Oroup A included aoila doveloped froa llmsstone or

alluvial format i ,. . oir age and the abundant

rainfall. Beet of these soils tend to be acid, rcgardleea

of their . They are the s»re fertile soils and, e -

cept for the alluvial .., usually hav o slope than

soils in Grcu . haa I m* on ma:

\ aoila*

eluded residual soils usual from

shale or sandstone ai on with claypan aubooils developed

at a depth of 6 to 13 inches. It would have been possible



to subdivide t eel, lir- t-coloroci soils

jed frcn shale and 1*\ =cc: from

as o. Compared wit , soils were sore

acic, ;;K;r© deficl ite* and less subject

ere;

Characteristic; of north '.xntrsl fimwn

The area studio central Kansas differed from

jxj-of-fsu oa I in several respects. The average an-

nual raiufall at Clay -Tear peri oc" (

7.7 i. . The average fo Septeniber.

iusivc, V3&S 20. inches.

The avera. season of the area studied was 1

days. The growing season in Kansas vr.. &&y* in

oastern Kansas to 1 sstern Kansas*

Maximum susaaer temperatures were a f iCtor i

versely ofi'eoted crop cond: . aoias years—1913 and

-, ' M

—

iperature wee s»re then 100 degress

40 to 50 daye during the Suiasver. For r years , such as

, there were no daye with temperatures of 100

degrees or oor- .

.is area is coaposed of residual soils forsaad froa

i ie# with limestone

ating. Claypan subsoils are unco;aaon* the area included a



11

survey work for the ps >11 types was I -

cted in art o .*oa, w! ic o it .". ie

to cl - -

In go: ., r'ephy la rolling, wit:

slsti«£ of level or Lilly I . thi slop:

soils, particui&rl./ .• »d fr iota sandstone, fire

badly erode .

Maple proved to b

-

to learn to a

-ve of the whole ares.

Table 1 is a cosapar". mm as

census I - -. e& I wit of

farass in the ta -ainec til

a of the largo J
' satall Parai (loss titm 100

acres) exist o arte. Is, in part, was

caused bj oraisslon o suburban sect: f towns in

tak: a b&ev U . «any of tho operators of the small farms

were laborers who bad seasonal eraployraent :

other Industries,
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The seispic a ea& .tage of owners and

the whola area*

Tfa© percentage .f teae- ~Ie # with 41,

. sa-apie and 45*4 p< -

The low par ore in the eeaiple was directly re-

lated I fact o sanple contained a low percent

of email fame. • great o assail farma

were owned by tlie ope:

k co;-;parii. s in the sample wi;

all farms In the gs in aaa

able 5] - olatively few enall ferrae In the ssnplc

but not ao ereat a difference as that which existed in

. Thie If was caused by the oiaission of sub-

urban sections el ':& sain, le, as in Area I*

The sataple !• ansae oc 7 percent

less owned farras &n& 7 per far.as than the

- -itj area. There wee little ,he pc

centago .jle 4),

o data in Tables 1 to 4 ahow that the sauplee do n

^respond o; o entire areas* However, these

forences were onougi I in any irsportsnt

luenco on the final results*
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Table 4. o tenure the aantple c -

pared wit!:: the tenure rm operators as riven
b: sua for Clay, , Hiley#

a .^1

"
of forma

:

Fere.

:

i
C(

*

•

:

• ar^lo or
•
•

•
•

:

»
•

Ml -o

Mil : ,

•
•

t 27.

•

.7

Fart-ownera i 1*'
1

14 .

•

•
»

n

.'.:•! ..... A
1

:

:

; , : . .

:

.

To I ,J90
:

:

:

: 100.0 100.
: :

/! Sample faraa ware locate .:. , , ,

Wuild l .: count icfi .

I ASRIC
-

QftAl

FW icr' ' ' <j ct: ...it:

Any effect v.se of crc

^aueed t. ? ware t:

operators or la;

nd ibers of live*

- of

• i oper r.ually

were orscna who made the chances necessary to cosxpl

wit ra .. This fact necessitated an invest m
of the reac of farmers to .xs^ulationa and payments*



j aft farmers participat d aosac not

particlpati «rer© < o two

.

neasured reed. „ i@oe were t b aa

enter lot a calculation of

. iffor c«

tor expressed in dollar

a

, they wore always est

nates o expected returns as ..>ed by the farzaers

-..LLTi ..,:'.!.,.. c:_.ic-..;. farlatlooi 1;. ejpaeted c- .. yield!

and ea vera coroaon oauaes s In eat. ia«

' o .: ;vt or cLq
, ... got - be ebtain.eC fnm 11 c .'. ...

for foil

aated at- ;naore in the areas studied

:.j had little ^rad r

liable for bat.' jtlaates >aysaents for l and

19& ram years, ur-jers i

viewed In itral £anaat; year a

.3 an eatiauxte of tl ite ejaount

cient to be obtal lr faraa .

aft changes in the use bars

livestock affect incorafte ever a I

exaaji.Ic, it *e Incowe obtained I r^w



alfalfa ca tor the al:

a 80i.

Fwnaers were :,c 1 • at the h us

''-.» 'acteristics and

ra audi ae

lilar - oiaont practices

ferencos in coots between feptao because of differences 1

> anagara©:: . and varied cs to

fertility, topoisrc w to at
,

iber

aeree. cere la

quantity r
,

, . t iivesL

'» op- to aalea chan.

.

'••": .''- ' i
.

• *-n c; .I:-cc and natur* 1 al 1111 lai .

Tl» feetor causi • Kost vari in laanaget —
aaexjet: , labor, and

ferenc led^e of facto,

of Uie factors
. . (

reliablli' <.ae eatlssates aac .em de-

pended principal! exte; ^ of the

facte

f farmers' reactions

lias dealt with factora «J Id be readily expressed in



M

del .•© wore other factors were let] in

tical

aibie Tor adiainistra-

xasnti as a desire 1 ependcat from m

verrunental regul< r ass' . o wee sos* I

cem -case . obt; scsa t t their

taxes eventually s& cause .

In c ., the c in fax reactions to

rasi r

osa of these valuations be expressed

in Ccllari ; ore wore oas-

urable valises place the factors or I decision

reached wore dependent upon (1) the difference la the wants

of tlte individual , to differ-

ences in e - lewj

reliability and extent < forstt. . • farmer's

diaper ., a as to we. -

ferent 3j an icea 1 oecause

variat - , . '..til, 1

Tferences in the L3.-aeasura.lc values were depc on all

three t», with greater variation in tad mX wants for

iteras whl uld not bo valued in dollars.



Tb» wor\. Ucox ant L'attcsoix (6,7) In Iowa

faraers usually be r deeisi a values

readily iseasurable 11 . . - ^plying fensers In

.avc received re of reduction of their

jury acreage of c ra com. or

acre of re. or weaplylng farmers In 1 . ihe writer

feu at farmers not complying In northwestern donees

id have received *0 per acre 1 ?or

reductions In 6oil-d©plotin~ c. , compare jayments of

or acre in and 4-17 I for fame cowplyl .

In the seas area the percentace of fai not coiaply Ifii

the AAA reduction programs for the period 1034 to 1 , -

elusive, increased or decreased i : oct relationship with

the price of wheat. Hba principal up od in this

sec of Kansas was wheat.

Robinson (4), working with Kansas farmers, found

Tic lent of corrolal . between the percentage of

the largest annual county wheat acreage fror.i 1011 to 1C54

itained in the cc rc< t the

wheat land eigne I 1GS2.-55 wlieat adjust^©,

Thie tended to show that the Ipol i ig

ipllance with the prograa was the else of the .ion

asked in the potential or possible acreage of wheal.



:rop Lend

The use of ere farms In

farainf: Area I for and f; base pe.

eh . ate coul - be obtained

f the 75 operators .'viewed because they c

net farra In the area i
- . total »f 01 opera-

leva furnished ueable base-period dai . comparison of the

use of crop land In (IM and

the 61 f arsis remaining, after those without base per ;ta

had been reraoved showed no iaportant c s. The greatest

lute difference was In c create j 1 . percent of the

> land was devoted to corn on the 7 » reared with

Important chsn;ea in the acreage of crops were made be*

twe - U Com decrease . ..to.

13.4 percent and wheel .'eased fr

percent. i >s were not so great. ?hero was lit

change In sor$iuwi ottt r :
-• tse« II L

xsed wit: f lespedesa, which lnereas

acres per 100 acres of crop land. Idle and fallow In-

creased freei .1 percent . ercor



I

itto&i : . c ipariaon of the use f erop land for 1C?7 .
.<:

ell Area I aaatp' , -

on €1 of i
.

*

at leal opera-
tors for the base

. : avr.ii
',' / 1 „, \i t \ a i j.irar:.. i.t 1,'i.ixzas,a : mr« as r ji't.yrr-.'i .^'a'.'j.B.i.grB

11

:: i —
Percentage of c. land

La farras
Cropa 'eaoa;lo of 'bavin.; I< . Leal opcra-

;
asc parted

19 i w

Corn 1 • • . : 13.4
< •^ 1 50.0

t« e :

SOI • i : 4.
SB3 : : •

.'-_ L i.. i 1.7 : i 1.
Cowpeas or soybeans : . .

& clovor or sweet clover

;

1. : 1. :

i • i a
or fallow \ . : .1 •

It would not bo correct to aseurac that t In

i acreages from 1 - 7 waa a reault of the A, .

There war variable factors w! Ij caused c -

. rable change In crops, lacl: of norraal rainfall i

high ewaaaar temperatures probably vara responsible for a
of I t fro- wheat, weather co ditions and

severe grasshopper Infest s wero Issportant in the

changes In le.^irao orepa* Other factors were Improvements in

cropa and awehinery and changes in price relationships.



effect o >oa ... effect*

1 fame In Type-

I with baec data wero In ccr»npllanee

wit r«

By o

and referring to aoil ataos, it was

fame ace tail t; . .be two ape of a

types (A an

Area I,

I far

uo ii

:

j :r; given In the cleeeriptloa of the soila f

iraa were ed in rec groups

VjxC crop lead

traa bad only soil type

a

# and

& had +p A and 3 aoil types. The

m averaged SUU4 acres L Isaac -er fara»

ared I . r: for Group I feme and . acres

for "arae. The larger alae of l faraa

waa not caused by the soile but by the fact that

the larger the area , i more chance ritain-

lag several different aoil typ

Group I faraa hasl a larger percent m and a

aaaller percent of sor^iuaa. The aweat clover and rod clo-

ver were growing on a, Practically all the

alfalfa waa on Group A aollr; alj ,

'

cent of the c:

land waa growing alfalfa on p II faraa. Inate



• Group II farms were cowpeae and soybeans, 1c-

guaec . rate aci< rwadlA; .

crc lee to

1stlea of l ferae. is was a 1c

cal situation si f soil. .

Table 6» f the use of crop li >n

Area I sample faras Hftral soil

Pe. '." c: land

Crops

.'«_..".

a

ra, : 1 • » 10.
: •0 : 51. : 46«

bs : :
*
• .

: . •
,

-lc -unses | : .7 : .0
alfa : .1 : .1 : ..

Ccwpeas or soybeans : i 1. : .

clover or s«eot clover: .1 : 1*1
Lesp«4»a« : 1,1 : 1. : ,1

Idle or fail : : •
*
«

J

.

/2 All crop 1: isted of Group A coll types. A
* soil typos ?/ere usually devoi. • wore
alluvial soils. They were gener o ferti}. „

/p All crop land consisted of Grou s«
pes were residual soils usually derived frees shale

:« and of'.

A ag of
rp—m



so

) land fo» 1939 «T'abl . A co tparlt ..;." c

Identical operators i as© pari

itace of e Land

;o ... . ^ U

Crops . 0£L.ipXO OX ,

i -.

. s/\.
'~'

•

o7 1 QO'^ i

, X
•a .7 i * -.

* 1. •

.

*

.1 1 .1 2 • '-

.1 •

-

i-legumes .7 : 1. •
.

alfa 10,
Sweet tXc : .1 .

© or . r.'.-i..i.-^ | t 1. :

*
•

:

.

.

a!2
laud for I n.

itral Kansas sample faros, and f
the saraple feras hav

Identical oper r the base

Parc< ianc 1

Entire Lfty
le of . opera-

," ".: jacc

[

-
:

X
iv'V'J

a ..

•
I 11.

at . .
I

.4
Cats 7. :

. *
•
•

• 3,0 1. •
• •4

Alfalfa • : .

Sweet elc\ : 1.4 - . : 1.
Idle or allow : . t .1



• crop lane .'arsae la

al Kanac 7 wai In Area I

acres of crop la.-*.'., the

central Konaaa farras . seaie acreage

i
©orghtuas, and sweet clover as Area , * acres more

wheat, . acre* acre alfal , . acres less cat a, ej

acres less j#

ta ware aval o north

central Kansas so -.pie far; as In . ft eon

'.

farms after c aae-perl tta

.ttle . m aaa^pio (MM

percent land In whet I .iras and

.

a Important changes in use from

.slated of a decrease I .3

acres per 100 acres r»op land, an increase . acres

.'heat, a decrease . f alfalfa* end an * -

, acres , re was 1

i^e In oats, e clov: .

were not • ly a result c.

Twei. - ma* were cor.

;.r • -. .::.• .: . mmNHmv •on£ltJ :;i vc. c layportact In the



decrease 1 . .
. . . j? infea~

robably were acre severo t2 ^. ther

factors aucb as prices and iiaprovo;ae- s end aach!

ery als - would e

As previously eat , ,al 70 soapl©

farae were visited agaii. r later .ata f

1S33 crop year. Co::par ,r tbA

ea30d vheet .. chance wee saad© in

Beee-pe ;e were aval | C0 fame

vialtod for 1938. Terence was ^sad© in the

*»«© Mat by re sample to 57 Tanas

in 1837, it efci an^e was a

decrease I .. ,. v. G per xqq acres of I

M MHMN tc i.c perio i... -; : t ,..\-j fum ae ... r fcha

basis , a

roast . seres of com end a like increase

acres in efceet, Ifalfa decrease . teree and idle or

fallow increased 3.1 acres. Changes : were

leee raarked. Ifce factors apparently eauaing theeo changes

were the setae ee discussed oer# film
and yields for wheat were •speeiall he area



L9S7; this ox, .^ease oat acreage*

9tt of tJie 57 farms war

aages in Busfet ck

o zraafeers , o

farise en prase. r as

p Ian: numbers we:

.'. l ausabcr per I

cverc e any

reo because orences In :*

farms, -.pari:

r saay be >p

principal livestock on sa-iple fame in Area I for

7 wore cattle an , were the hkk ortant

JLtry (Table 9) # I toano f handling cattle was

to isalntain a uual-purp. ft cows,

iLves were .onmnt tt i :>e

beef at one or two
, part were al-

lowed to suckle the cows or ve.

after wMeh tlas the cows were rJ .he remainder of

the lactation per



a of the aver&,;o nusaoer of livestock
and aero a cf on ail Area I

•ample farias, ai

the sample fr ical operators for
a base peric .

..iveet

or uee

_u.

:

| ...t. V A . - opor -

MM K.rl:.i.";

_
:

..- .

:
•
•

Lk COWS : 7.0 .7 * .S
. cows •

. .1 : 1.1
jrchesed : - • ! 4.7 : .0

:.8 : 1. i t : 1.2
raised : . 38.7 : 9.4

i . 1 4.2
. : . .. J»X< •

'.V.L:.'- i • •
-

steel:
:

i .1
1

1

:

:

.7
• -

: • 1 1 : .-
:-/;. t 11.7 5.

•
I

11.

1

1

:

: 141.1
I

1 147

.

:

: is:.
re :

:

1

Mft.
: 71.
i

:

:

74.
. L fe- .

X
•
*

m change . aay have '...ccurred in fcba sg ipie :.

jaovlt* ae fanas *11 base-period data was not t^pwartl

livestock, with the pos exception of stacker or

feeder cattle purchased. They averaged S.4 head per farm



for the 75 feras b . . head for the remaining 61

fareas. The averr t was 103.9 f 75

farms and 113.G f all diffe was not of

great importance because of the relatively large numbers

l t as compared r livestock mrarbers. The oaiasl

of 14 of the farma resulted in an increase of the averaga

siae froa ; 4i . acres to 265,5 acres

A, coaparit in^es in 13

ed a lar^e decrease in hog numbers. There were

sows ;or far.i v. Lk cow

nurabere ro:n&' . The number ens dc-

. . lie t . .

to 11. ".. '/.or
1* stock decreased tt . . : per for .

slae of the feras Inert—d froa an average of B64«

acres to 2t .

hive: sample farms for 1 tral

Kansas were s as in Area . >w-

ever, ^al Kansas froza Area I in that t

calves were seldoa sold as veal and that * were MM

beef cowr . m nuabers of sows and work stock pt a war*

nearly equal for the two area.* . were 31 More hens

farm in north contral Kansas but fewer fcur .

sice of the far^as differc . 3 (Table 10).



Tabic 10. : co-ip&ric o average nunbcr of live U
and aerti of 1

central Kansas sarnie far .3, arid I ~ anc

?a hav
operators for the base per

———W "
' I'

:
*

xty-two sc fi r m

-

or use of 1

sa:::plc -

*

:

X

denIleal ra-

[

*

-
•

•
*

l 91

Aver nujaher of ]

Milk cows 1 ..

X

: .

t . :

-

1

ors purcliar • . : g

1.4 7.1 X 1.
s raised . • .7

,'S 1*3 X •

: . • .1

Bmm x 1. 1. X .

L&i3bs : 1. t •

. xfk ttoeli x • . : •
"

X . : ..

rkere : . :

:

o.l

« nuaber of acres

p land
<".anent

~.l
;ura

The reduction in t &er of farsis because

lacked bsse-perl At little change in the ave:

nuasber „f Uwrt i or far.~u ,

greatest absolute difference was onl; . eed in the



average number of etock hoge purchaser : er fara« Tbt ebr

avera^e size of far.is was : . .

ic tically ell

liveetock b -ased In

. ,4 head; so-

here corre m acreage per farm..

There were . i aire !* fame

decrease . cres Table 10}.

• number of i:

;.

..» eosie decrease -. -share .2 cattle, work steel:,

. ::c. .. :

which had a cirect

bear.. the livestock data was an :;© in the avei

siae or the ferae fr ,-', aero: , lea 10

• 11).

was aa< ik data ba-

iting the ferae without bar - e changee

:-.eed

::.37 live; lata for Berth central Kaneae

Jle 11).



M

Table 11. a average n livestock
r fen n all north

itical
base

....

•

:

*
•

1 1 re
•

Q 81

-:.::
.

.- -.

mple
Kind of livestock r:.

•
• - .- V* n >*• vi *

sal opera-

or use of land *
*

•

•
•

'..."
:.

•
•

..*. _

•

•
»

i

. orage r of livestock per farm

: cows

«
*

: .

•
*

: .

•
«

ft

• .? •

ckors porch*** J . : |

: .. : 7. : 1.
:ed : .: . J .5 ! •

X . 1 .1 t

.8 : i::. . ; .. l 133.7
as : , : 1.1

.,.-.. .,;. : • : 1.1 i 1

ork stock : .
1 .

Colta : »

.

«
-

3 .2
:

:

. :

:

)

1

e nfew of .'icree per ft

: : 1

i land : 181 . : .4 i

Permanent pasture t .4 1 : 7L.
.al fara Ian : . : ).G j 250.

: :
|

Affrleultural Conservation jProsram Bfffeet on am

ita discussed ;. a rmturo that t

f the Id not be distinguished t&om changes

nod by other factors. of may of the fact



'
,

-Give pe^ ,

so we at

*wer # thore w* tors * .Id

be eliminated by this rr- of

od sfc a understood before atte

f

wes 3 to t would per-

mit the c - omply-

'•. «rers so mr

ill ties for t betwe r-r-.a t* « «-

was inaposslble

end the fsrm ope r

for tbis type of e:

\

w*s in

;re w*.

'ins saw

ring < s« pci . This was not a aeH alt

t for the foil 15ties #

or differences of the complying

•e caused soia® of the change considered sn



effoct of '
, -

f* | >"* -
|

-

'

Idc t of t

. fault snetVod, not closely tod

fv
}

«am o^y>^T^^

v •:"'? sly -;t. exa: ,

9

" affc ii-. SK O

ot se took enterpri

slblc 'ased

:cressed t

:~ A J

'

S8

• esane exte;- '-ners b . -a-

ovieus year .

'

extent thet it was Is tc -

ate 1 ! y I

=sslfy'
'

8- witfc the y one year regardless of the state
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of parti ion for previa . ^e

wou o been to r.e farms

cos; ously out anee for t iro

period sl:*ce t .

In this st

J*&KI i: . If

Maples wore 1.1 '

'

am sod out ., the results obtt;

apply to special types of faraae which were but a pert

see c for a . y of the 1998

I ct on .tinuc

ce u - - llanct.

.

Is was accomplished by taking the dif;' ;>s ae a

1c rather than separati '
,

uaJ oopcr

-

pXjlng were I ill to make it elu-

sions t
':© effect of I" ? in such

oas, « |

only »2 different t\ ^oct

in£ la l .

50 sample farnere c. tha 1 in

all. their crop 1« . ., acres -:er farm



to 1 #4 In I. . ror of tha

change In acreace was i . , .

.'.
. . . .-

.-'
|

.obable error war $6«i M . -ence between

.anges in c. was 56.4 M , lo

er; ..' ill,2 i id that, J n

wit ; - I inners* farmers c

vera increasing; t crop lone, I i case tha ratio of

Iffercnce in c:

results t

sa-iple f P -

ers deci*eased tholr . a but

. farsasrs increae.- . ...:..

cu: r.;l farriers "• acreo for

acres for 1 . The effect f the AC? vas an

reasa up land of . ;a in 193? md

(fa ).

• 4 on the use of crop land f

•ssaple fareas in Area I i; m in T«i . acreage

reased c. , con; - faros but tha

rease vas greatest o cork a, leaving a t
-

croaae ;f 7,0 acres per 100 acres of c 3 as t

'feet . c effect of on wheat

was an increase of 5»0 acre , only part
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oi" the greater proportional aeoreaae in corn. The acre*

of alfalfa, co*peas, and soybeans decreased on the complying

farms more than on the ncn- ying farms* 4 large de-

crease In the acreage of these crops on non-callying farms

was not possible because they had very email acreages during

the base period. Lespedeaa increased 4.2 acres on complying

farms, compared t; an increase of only •! aero on other

farms. Considering all legumes together, the effect of the

was an increase of .7 acre per 100 acres of crop Ian .

Adverse weather conditions made It more difficult for com-

plying farms to Increase lsgu/uea, Mi non-complying farms

tlnuea their practice of growing few legusea. The most

significant effect of the program was an increase c

acres in iule or fallow*

In north central Kansas In 1337 the aCf caused a de-

crease in corn, wheat, oats, Ma4 all other non-legume crop**

Ihe decrease in non-legumes on the sample farms was 12.5

acres per 100 acres or crop land coaipared to an increaae of

I9«l acres in legumes and idle or fallow. The acreage of

alfalfa and sweet clover on complying farms increased only

2.0 acres but decreased 6 #2 acres on the other farms. The

ACP caused an increase of 4.1 acres in idle or fallow. The

moat significant changes were the increases in alfalfa and

ie or fallow (Table 14).
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A comparison of the change in the acreage cf crops

own on 1933 oomplylng farms showed some variation from the

results obtained for atS?« Cor; used lejs from tlie

base period on complying farms than on other farms, this

resulted in an increase of 4.Q acres as the Indies ted effect

of th© ACP. dome adjustments in the AC? total soil-deplet-

ing allotments were made in 1933, which permitted some farms

having large acreages of legumes during the base period to

comply without making large increases in non-depleting uses

as compared to the base period, consequently, the measured

effect of the ACP was an increase of only 1.3 acres of alf-

ll£*« If a ifa Lecreaati §«f MMNM M cc •.
i :'l; i tmtWB Htf

5.1 acres on other farms. The only statistically signifi-

cant effect of the ACP was an Increase of 7.2 acres in idle

or fallow (Table IE}.

Besides payments made for not exec acreage allot-

ments t the AGP had an influence on the use of crop land

through payments made for performing soil-builci'ig practices.

Reliable base-period data were not available for these prac-

tices. Consequently, the only possible comparison to

indicate the effect of the ACP was between complying anc

non-complying farms for the years 1937 and 1938.
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The complying sample farmers In Area I contour-farmed

1.7 percent of the crop lana, coopered to .2 percent by

other farmers for . ;c;, me crops of the kind

for which payment* were being made was performed on 7.6 per-

cent of the crop land o-aplying fame and on only 1.2

percent of the crop land c. mm, However , little of

this difference could he considered the effect of the AC?

because the complying farms were found to be growing consid-

erably mere legraaea during the period before AAA program*.

The SO complying farms performed the following practices,

none of which was performed on the ether farsis: Construc-

tion of terraces, 22,440 f«*t| logustes for green manure, 64

acres; rese*din,
: . -crop pasture, 340 acres j and applica-

tion of ground limestone, < « (Table 16).

In 1937, the complying sample farmers in north central

Kansas contour-fame,: 3.0 percent of t.-,e crop land and

seeded legumes or grasses on 4.0 percent, compared with 1,3

percent ar-farmed wjtf i.i percent seedeu to legumes or

grasses on ether sample fame. There was little difference

in the aaount of terracing on the two group* of farms (Table
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In 1098 contour farming was performed on 3.1 -it of

the crop land of faros but t;as exceeded by I

other farus with 4.2 percent contov:r-i a rosed. Also, the n-n-

cewplylng faros had the »oat terrace construction, 5,200

feet, | pared to none on the complying faros. r« -tones or

grasses were seeded on 4.3 the crop lane" of ^oib-

plying faros but on only 1.0 per nt of the oth/r eroo land.

Agricultural observation Program J ffset
on Honkers of Livestock

The Indicated effect of the on number of sows r>er

fans In Area T was a decrease of 1.: head. This correspond-

ed with previous data showing a decrease In corn acreage of

" acres of crop laBd as the effect of the

. The complying faros decreased work stock 2.7 head rer

faro compared with a decreaae of 1.7 head §*

The ACP ha 11* effect on cattle; decreased ho- n, work

stock, and hens; and increased sheep and turkeys (Table .

s of livestock decreased in 1957 on sample

faros In n<- -ntral Kansas except st' rk hogs purchase ,

sheep, aiK"; turkeys on corplylnp fanes, and sheep and /s

csn arm 9t»npljlm% faros. The differences In the changes on

the two fpuuf of faros showed the rrobo 1 effect of *he

f to be an Increase In milk cows, stock cows, stock hogs
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purchased, sheep, work stock, and hens, ant! a decrease in

and turkeys. The ssost significant nn^es were in hens

and work stock (Table IS).

The results obtained In north central Kanras for 1

differed co slderably from 19ff results. The effeet of the

was an Increaae in stock cows, stcker or feeder cattle

purchased, he, s, and sheep, and a deeresse In ynllk eows,

hens, colls raised, and turkeys. There was no change in

work sto.
•'

-. in »ilk eows was the Boat statis-

tically si: nlf leant of any eg the results, to* Increase in

hogs corresponded with an Increase in corn r a^res per

100 acres of U WQYm

In general, the conparlscn on > oirsplylng and non-coiaply-

farms c £ less sirniflcar J

i I from the i I '»n

was the case for the use of crop land. There were two

reasons why the /• T would be expected to show less effec'

Mh a comparison. I Irst, the AC!' iwgulatlone pertained to

crops anc! lnnd and would ehanre livestock nusfeers enly tl

rectly. MsNsVif Itfull—1 enterprises often extended over s

period longer than a year while asost crops were annuals.

>ip a statistical standpoint, his caused greater dlffl-

it;- from the - farma that eetspHed In sore years

and not la others.
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The purpose of the study wee to determine the effects

of thr crop land enr; ncrk r of llvestc

>t on farra In Kansas Typ<-- -fai tg Area I an*5 ncrth

central Kansas.

loua work of thta kind, known to the writ —,

bear In Kansas* ia Eost tar work was In Iowa

y ileal ;<-" ettcpr- (j ,.;} tad ll»— aadl ptatBtfa ' 7 ..

r»ect comparison with results In Kansas was not possible

btMMl of fund'srental differences In the areas.

j was based on sample form data obtained fran

fara operat rs Intarviawad by the writer, Seventy-fiva

operators ware Interviewed In Area I and 75 in north central

Kansas f ' 1237 crop year* Slid - ' na of the orl lnal

75 operators In north central Kansae ware visited a year

later for l'PSS data.

• e purrose of tha a€F sac o AAA waa to reduce

the acreage of i ertaln surpl\is crops that corwonly deplete

soil aru" tc encourage tha use of farswaanarecent orae-

tlees t'at aid In maintaining soil fertility.

Kansas Type*»of-farreing Area I, located in tha eoutlu

aneas. had an avera? e annual rai fall of



iraxisately *-chea and »n av growing; season of

days. Kany of the soils have dr pad claypan subsoils.

The area studied In north central Kansas had an av

animal rain' all of approxissat I nohes mtv^ an average

wing see t 170 days, '"opt for slopln cultivated

fielr s where erosion has occurrr , e soils are fev**~iv.

lsypan sub sells have not been <

reparlsons of the samples with the entire areas Indi-

cated that the samples had a swalle portion of fanse

under 100 acres than actually existed for the entire areas*

The sarrple In Area I had core part-owners and ffswer owners.

In north central Kansas the sataple 'ned a larger per-

centage of owners and a smaller percentage wf tenan -

Sena farmers pr -at ad in the *€» and sore did I ,

because of differences in valuations placed upon the fac'

Invelvet". differences in values were dependant upon

the difference in the wants of the ml forrers, (I

the reliability and extent I
' or\ available, and

J differences In costs because of variations in Ten",

capital* lo' 8*i aw* management on the various fsnrs. &ork

lleox and Vatteson (8*6) in lows mmi bf the

writer in other parts of Kansas tended to show that most of

the values determining participation with the Anp aaali be

expressed directly in dollars.



•"pared to the 1?28~32 base period, farmers In bnth

areas studied rade large decrees©? in ccm ecr-

a

creases In wheat acreare. There was team decrease In the

acreage of legumes. The inal factr^s thourht to be re»

sponsible for these han^es were low summer rainfall,

temperature n, graer r lafastatic s, price chanres, I

imaroweaient in crops and machinery,

Mt exception eep and *•• live

the fawns in both areas studied decreased from the base

period, Thasa changes In livestock were caused by the sane

factors that caused changes In Mm acreage and yields of

crops,

effect of the , It was impossible

to eot?pare each complying farm with a like non»corply'ng

farm bene f rany variations in Xanr", c©~ '

, and opera-

tors. Thie res' 1ted in the y that some of the

cbanjras measured as the A' r effect: may hare been Influenced

partly b;/ Inal differences In the fame* '"here was also

difficulty in ellrlnatlnf? all the ? lnfluencee fron the

non- lag farms,

Farmera complying with the 1 •' f expanded

land 36.4 acmr In Area I end 4,3 acres in north central

Kansas as compared to non-eomplytng farms, Tn north central

Kansas for 1C38 the comparative expansion of teaplylng fanes



was 2,%2 nores. "he increase oi . acres In Area I vat

the only result found to be statistically sipnlficsnt.

leated effect of the. 3 te use of crop

land in Area I was a decreaae of C»G acres of no^-le -am

crope per 100 acres of crop land and an increase of .7 acre

of legumes I »9 acres of Idle or fallow, ?he Tncreaeea

in leenedesa and idle or fallow were the only remits found

to be slgnl

The ef ect of the ACT in north central Kansas for 1037

was found to be a decrease of 12.3 acres ot nr itnes -ser

100 acres of crop lend, and an increase of 8,2 acres of

legumes and 4*1 acres of idle or fallow. The changes in

acreages cf alfalfa and idle or fallow were found to be t

The effect In north central Kansas in 1958 was a de-

crease . ;res of nm-leguwee em! an increase of l.Q

acres of legumes and 7.2 acres of Idle or fallow.

chanre In Idle or fallow was significant.

e coaiplying fanes in both areas were seeding asore

lc < - | gi ' e .
t'v« fur?? M% I M Ml* Wfttt itf p MM

lefklnjr, conclusion* as to the act effect were not possible.

The effect of the AC? on the average number of live-

stock per farm waa not found to be statistically significant

in either of the areas studied except for a decrease in milk



cows for 1 38 in north central an^ae. However, th*>re was

eora doubt af 5e reliability c: this result since the

effect In the same ere* for 1PS7 was found to be a

alight Increase In wilk cows.

aba le reasons for the lass significant results

r eaaa of livestock ware that the regulations dealt

directly wH use of crop land, affecting the llvest

only uctly through the crops, and that the li«M

'•nterprisas often attended ov«>r a l^n;Ter Period than a year,

w';

i? ssed the effect of the A t on livestock to aa in
rled over free a year when the far» wa "> © year

whc fam was not roi5plyln£.
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