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Highlights

Significant changes in land use have taken place on America's non-
federal jands between 1967 and 1975. Abolit 17 million acres have been
converted to urban and buiit-up areas, and about 7 million acres have
been inundated by water. During the 8-year period, nearly 2.1 million
acres each year were converted to urban and built-up areas. About 30
percent of the land converted to urban and buiit-up areas each year
comas from cropland.

Cropiand declined from 431 million to 400 million acres. This decline
occurred in B of the 10 farm production regions. The exceptions were the
Delta states region, where there was a slight increase in cropland
acreage, and the Mountain region, where the acreage remained about the
same, Forest land declined from 445 million to 375 million acres. The ma-
jor decline occurred in the Mountain region. Pastureland and rangelanct
increased significantly, from 507 million to 571 million acres, Gains ocour-
red in every region. Land in other uses also increased from 57 to 70
million acras.

About 111 million acres now in pasture and range, forest, or other land
uses have high or medium potential for conversion to cropland. Of this
land, 35 million acres have no deveiopment prcbiems and can be con-
verted to cropland simply by beginning tiliage. The remaining 76 million
acres have problems that will require additional expense and effort to con-
vert them: to cropland. Examples of these probiems are high density forest,
seascnal high water table, or high erosion hazarg.

Introduction
Land use changes and trends
National
Wetlands
farm production regicns
Potential for new cropland and development problems
National
Farm production regicns
What does the study show?. . ............ ... ... o L
Appendix |. Basic data
National tables
Farm production region tables
Appendix Il Reliability of the dala
Appendix lll. Definitions
Land use
Land capability classification system
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introduction

Increasing national and world needs for agriculturat
products indicate that cropland will be used more in-
tensively and that other land, some of it marginal, will
be converted to cropland. But energy and environ-
mental requirements may limit the use of the margiral
land for cropping. Urban development is taking place
on some of the Nation's best cropland. These factors
may determine our future ¢cropland hase and potential
for growing food and fiber.

The Scii Conservation Service {SC5) has recently
completed a study of nonfederal fand that provides
up-to-date statistical data at national and regional
levels on {1) the patential for converting land in other
use to cropland, (2) the extent of land that can be
readily converted, (3) the problems related to
developing this land for crop producticn, and {4} land
use changes and trends, The Economic Research
Service and lowa State University Statistical Laborato-
ry assisted in designing this study.

Some of the sample plots from the 1967 Conserva-
tion Needs Inventory! were used in this study. In
designing the study, 506 counties were randomly
selected and stratified for the 50 states and the Carib-
bean area. A random selection of nine of the 1967
plots per county was made, and an average of 9 points
per plot was selected. This gave a total of 41,000
points for the study. Typicaily, plots were 160 acres,
but they varied in size. A computer printout for the
selected points provided the soil, slope, erosion, and
capabitity subctass. SCS field offices entered data on
land use, problems that must be considered, develop-
ment necessary, and potential for conversion to crop-
jand on the printout.

SCS field personnel visited the selected points and
determined land use and the problems that must be
considered and the development necessary before
land in pasture and range, forest, and other uses
could be converted to cropland. After the field data
were collected, SCS specialists met with those from
other agricultural agencies to determine the potential

'WLS. Depanment of Agricuiture, Basic stalistics—nalional inven-
tory of soil and water conservation needs. Stat. Bull. 461. 217 p.
14974

T

for conversion of all points not now in cropland. Com-
pleted data forms were returned to the Statistical
Laboratory for expansion to the total nontederal land
base in each state and the Caribbean area and sum-
marized by farm production region (fig. 1)} and by na-
tional area. These farm production regions have been
used for many years to group agricultural data? The
study does not provide state data at usable levels of
reliability. Detailed tabular data are given in appendix
I and information on data reliability for national esti-
mates in appendix |,

Land use changes and trends

National

Changes in land use at the national level are shown
in figure 2. The net changes are of major interest, but
shifts between land uses are aiso important. About
79.2 million acres have gone owt of cropland since
1967, but 48.7 million acres have Leen converted 1o
cropland during the same pericd. The net foss to crop-
land has been 30.5 million acres, leaving a total of
400.4 million acres in cropland.

Of the nearly 17 million acres converted to urban
and built-up areas during the 8-year period, about 60
percent was land in capability classes kIl {appendix
table 1a), Capability classes are shown in Arabic in-
stead of Roman numerals in the tables, Of the nearly 7
million acres converted to water during the same
period, about 40 percent was land in capability
ciasses Mii. {See appendix IlI for a definition of
capability classes.)

Nearly 30 percent of the land converted to urban
and built-up areas each year comes from cropland, in-
dicating a cropland loss of about 0.6 million acres
each year (appendix table 2a). About 10 percent of the
land converted to water areas each year comes from
cropiand, Most comes from land in other uses. The
conversion to urban and built-up areas and water is
occurring at a greater rate than previously estimated.?

2US Departmment of Agriculture Soil and water conservation
needs—a national inventory, 1958, Misc Pub. 971, 94 p. 1965,

Jeconomic Research Service, U5, Deparment of Agricuiture.
Our land and water resources—current and prospective supplies
ard uses Misc, Pub, 1290, 1974,
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Figure 1.—Farm production regions In the-United States,

Ancther 24 million acres are currently being held for
urban use (appendix table 3a). However, some of
these acres were held before 1967,

Pastureland and rangetand increased by 64 million
acres during the 1967 to 1975 period to a total of
about 570.9 million acres. Forest land deciined by
about 70 million acres to a total of about 375 mitlion
acres (appendix table 2a}. Acreage of land in other
uses increased by 13 million acres to a total of about
70 million acres.

The quality of cropland has been improved by shifts
in land use, In 1975, 86 percent (344 million acres) of
America's cropland {400 million acres) was in
capability classes I-il, compared with 83 percent in
1867 and 1958.4 in 1975 only 10 percent of the crop-
land was in capability class IV, compared with 11 per-
cent in 1967 and 1958, Cropland in capability classes
V-VIll also declined — in 1975 it was 4 percent, com-
pared with 5 percent in 1987 and 6 percent in 1958,
Although the proportion of better land in crops was
higher in 1975 than in 1867, farmers and ranchers lost

“See jootnotes 1 and 2o0n p. 1.

nearly 14 million acres of cropiand in classes Il to
other uses during this period.

Wetlands

Although the study was not designed to inventory
wetlands, their potential for conversion to cropland
was examined, Over 13.5 million acres of nonfederal
forest, pasture, range, and other land were classed as
wetland types 3 to 20. Of this amcunt, only a little
more than 1 percent had a high or medium potential
for conversion. In addition, this conversion could be
done onfarm, which suggests that these wetlands are
small, within a single ownership unit, and associated
with cropland.

Wet soils have been converted to cropland in the
past, but few wet soils that qualify as wetlands were
nonverted between 1967 and 1375 While this
slowdown was taking place, many new acres of wet-
lands were created. About 7 mitlion acres of iand were
covered by water. Associated with this water are many
miles of shoreline and extensive back-swamp acres
that, for the most part, were not present or 50 well
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TaaLe 1.—Land use by farm preduction region——~1958, 1967, and 1975
{thousand acres ]

Cropiand Pasture and range Forest {xher land

1658 1967 1975 1958 1867 1975 187 g 1967 1958 1967 1875

Northeast. ... .. 7.991 6,334
Lake states ... .. 881t 7,914
Corn Beit 21,935 23492
Northern Plains 83902 81,653
Appatachian .. . 15,657 18412
Southeast. ... .. . 13,930 13558 18810
Detta states 8331 12,168 12,475
Souwthern Flawns. . 108,447 119,487 139,227
Mountain . ... . 182,583 188,539 208,658
Pacilic . . 31130 33308 37,998
AK, HI PR, VI 648 1,983 2,220

7,345
7,989
29,262
85,043
21,874

65,813
46,474
28,078

3,872
64,014

5,318 9,065
7.443 11,876
5,212 7,602
3,929 4132
4,060 3,410
70,382 5,325 5006
48,558 4115 4,565
3,737 2651 1,782
42,185 9,548 9345
48,647 7.002 10,815

3,079 1,667 2232

defined belore the water impoundments. Fulure con-
version of land having a high or medium potential for
croptand should not affect the Nation's wetland base,
In faci, there is strong evidence that the {otal acreage
of water and associated wetlands witl increase rather
than decrease in the future.

Farm production regions

The current estimate of cropland in each of the farm
production regions is shown in table 1. The statistical
data jor the 10 farm production regions and an ar
lficial region that includes Alaska, Hawali, and the
Caribbean area are in appendix |,

From 1967 to 1975, cropiand acres declined in all
but wo regions (fable 1). In the Mounlain region the
acreage remained about the same, In the Delia states
region the acreage increased by about 1.1 milton
acres.

Regional data indicate that there have been im-
provements in the guality of land used for cropiang.
Teble 2 shows the amocunt of 1975 cropland in
capability classes k-lil (suited for cultivation and other
uses), class IV (suited for only limited production), and
in classes V-VIIl {should be in grass or trees or other
permanent vegetation).

For example, in the Southeas! region (Alabama,
Gazorgia, South Carolina, and Florida) the amount of
cropland in capability classes V-VIIl has declined from
896,000 acres in 1967 1o 645,000 acres in 1675,

Significant conversion 1o urban and built-up areas
and water has taken place from 1967 to 1975, Tabie 3
shows these data by farm production region. The
greatest shift to urban and built-up areas (2.8 miliion
acras) occurred in the Northeast region, followed by

M
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the Southeast region with 2.8 miliion acres. The
greatest conversion to water {3.3 million acres) occur-
red in the Southeast region. Most of the land con-
verted to water was in capability classes Vil and VI,

Potential for new cropiand and
development problems

How much land has the potential for conversion to
cropland and with what degree of effort and invest-
ment? This study points ocut some of the problems
associated with converting pastureland and range-
land, forest land, and land in other use to cropland.

National

Of a total of nearly 1 billion acres of noncropland in
the United States, only about 111 million acres have
high and medium potential for conversion to cropland.
The production by farm production region is shown in

TasiLe 2 —Land capabilily class of the 1975 cropland acreage by
farm production region
| mittion acres |

Ciasses {lass  Classes

Farm production:
region 3ll} v V-V

Nartheast. L 14 2.0
Lake stales . . . 39 3.7
Con Belt. . . . . ) BG

MNorthemn Plains. . . . . . . 78
Appailachian . S 18

Southeast. . o A i3

Oelia siates. . 18

Southern Plains 3B

Mountain . o 30

Pacific S L 7

AK_HL PR VI . . . 0.4

PR N,

3 e
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Pt
PACIFIC
High 2.7
Medium 0.0
tLow or
Zsro

Total

831.0
85.7

MOUNTAIN
High B.6
Medium 5.3
Low or

Zero 2190

Towal 2329

NORTHERN!
PLAINS
Hiph 12.0
Medium 5.5
| Low or
Zero

Total

3.0
80.5

SOUTHERN
PLAINS

High 95
Mediom 1.3
Low or

Zero 1470

Total 1579

ALASKA, PUERTO RICO,
VIRGIN ISLANDS & HAWAII
High 0.2
Medium 0.2
Low or
Zero 6.6
Total 1.0

LAKE
STATES

High 4.2

Medium 1.8

Low or :b'
‘i Zaro  56.0

Total 620

NORTHEAST
High 2.1
Mediuvm 1.4
Low or

Zaro

Total

76.0
795
CORN BELT
High 11.0
Madiuvm 3.5

Low or
Zero

Tatal

APPALACHIAN
High 94
Medium 2.1
Low ar

Zero

Tat_al

\ AY
SOUTHEAST
High 10.0
Medium 84 {
tow or
' Zera

Total

7740
88.5

STATES
High 74
Medium 3.3

Low or
Zero

Total

51.0
61.7
LD

Figure 3.—Land in other uses with high, madium, and low or zero potential for conversion to cropland
by farm production region (million acres).

figure 3. In 1967 there were 266 million acres of non-
croptand in classes I-Ill which have been called poten-
tial cropland. Much of this land may have the physical
capabillity, but location, ownership, or other factors
make it unavailable for crop production.

Current land use of the 111 million acres of land
with high and medium potential for conversion to
cropland is shown in appendix table 4a If new crop-
land is needed, most can be gained from land in
pasture and range. For all practical purposes, the
present forest land and land in other use would yield
insignificant amounts of new land for cropping.

Of the 78.3 millicn acres of land with high potential
for conversion to cropland, 34.9 million acres have no
problems and conversion can be accomplished by
simply beginning tillage. The remaining 43.4 miilion
acres have cne or more problems that must be con-

SEconomic Research Service, U.S. Depariment of Agriculture,
Cropland for today and tomorrow. Agric. Econ Rep. 281, 1975,

(€) uPDATA 1981

sidered befare conversion to cropland. For example,
14.1 million acres have a wind and water ergsion
hazard that will require installation of conservation
practices. Such practices dre, however, relatively in-
expensive and can be installed by individua! land-
owners,

TapLe 3.—Conversion ta urban and built-up areas and water
between 1967 and 1975, by farm production region
fthousand acres ]

Region Urban Water

Nonheast
Lake states
Corn Belt

1,318 110
1.231 140
2,149 575
867 289
2,183 269
2615 3.275
800 144
1170 1,321
1,242
1318

Appalachian
Southeast

Southerm Plains
Mountain
Facific




Miliion acres

All v to VI
classes

Million acres

High to zero High & med. Low or zero
potential potential potential

Figure 4.—Totat nonfederat land in uses other than cropland in 1967 by capability class and
by potential for conversion in 1975,

e
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Nearly 33 million acres have medium potentiai for
conversion to cropland. Most of this land will require
significant investments if converted to cropland.

About 905 million acres have low or zero potential
for conversion to cropland. Seme of this land is com-
mitted to noncropland use (220 million acres), has a
high erosion hazard (224 million acres), or supports a
high density forest {179 million acres). About 20 per-
cent of the low and zero potential land is in capability
classes |-, but problems with conversion are such
that il is uniikely that this high-quality land will be
used for cropland.

Farm production regions

The acreage with high and medium potential for
conversion to cropland in each farm production region
and the tolal 1975 cropland acreage are shown in
figure 4. In most regions, land with high and medium
potential for conversion to cropland is now in pasture
or range (fig. 5). The exception is the Lake states
region where the high-potential acreage is mostly in
forest, Figures 6 and 7 show the type of development
needed and the major limitations of the land with high
potential for conversion to cropland in each of the
farm producticn regions.

Mast of the land with high potential for conversion
to cropland is in capability classes I-lL.

What does the study show ?

The cropland base was 400 million acres in 1975, In
addition there were 111 million acres with high and
medium potential for conversion to cropland, but only
34.9 millien acres can be converted without the ap-
plication of significant conservation practices.

Although the total cropland in the United States re-
mains about the same as it was in 1967, there is a
continuing shift of land going in and out of production.
When riew land with a potential for conversion to crop-
land is brought into production, nearly two-thirds of it
will have conservation problems that must be ad-
dressed. Shifts of 1967 cropland to urban and buitt-up
by 1975 suggest that the investment in conservation
has been lost on much of the 17 million acres con-
verted to that use. This may also be true for another 24
million acres being held for future urban use.

The opportunities to gain new cropland without
commitments to conservation are aiready limited in
nearly all the farm production regions. The Corn Belt
and Southeast regions have more options for convert-

o it

]

ing land to cropland. Farmers and others in the Delta
states region recognized the cropland potential dur-
ing the 8-year period and significantly increased their
cropiand base. Much of this lang was shifted from
forest to cropland.

The availability of land that can be converted to
cropland ang the rate of land lost to irreversible uses
suggest that the scarcity of land and the pressures on
existing cropland will be greatest in the Northeast,
Appalachian, Pacific, and Lake states regions.

Production of food and fiber continues to remain
high, even though farmers and ranchers lost nearly 14
million acres of the better cropland to other uses by
1975. Yet, the study indicates that better land makes
up a higher proportion of the remaining cropland. [f
this is correct, soil degradation by cropping marginal
lands will decline, and investments in conservation on
existing cropland will be more permanent. Even so,
there are still about 5 million acres of marginat or
warse land that should be retired from cropping.

Few studies have examined the land areas inun-
dated by water, This study shows that about 7 million
acres of land in 1967 are classed as water in 1975
More than haif of the land area inundated was
marginal cropland or land net suitabie for cropland, so
water development in the United States does not have
a serious impact on good cropland. The Southeast
region had the greatest amount of land covered by
water, and much of this was a result of returning
former wetlands to that use. This study suggests that
the sites selected for reservoirs, ponds, and manmade
water retention structures have not had a serious im-
pact on food and fiber production. The need for stored
water will increase, but™f sites are carefully selected,
this should not present a serious problem in the
future.

Why hasn't all the suitable land been converted to
crepland in the 150 to 200 years of cropland develop-
ment? There are many reasons, and this study iden-
tifies some of them.

Ownership, size and location of an area, and com-
mitment to cther uses set the pace of conversion, For
instance, more than 24 million acres of land are now
held for urban and built-up use. At least one-half of
this acreage is of good quality, hut because it is iso-
lated by urban development, zoned for deveiopment,
or not economically feasible to crop, it remains under-
used,

The results of this study suggest that there are op-
portunities for changing urban development in the
United States. Instead of outward development, there
is plenty of land for inward development of cities and




1.4
Northeast 1.3 s
075 :”

: [ — ] Pastureland and rangeland
. Forest land
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0.84
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B.2
Southeast 10,0
0.39
58
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Figure 5.—Present use of land with high and medium potential for conversion to cropland
by farm production region.
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Figure 6.—Land with high and medium potential for conversion to cropland and kind of development needed
by farm production region.
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Figure 7.—Major limitations of land with high and medium potential for conversion to cropland
by farm production region.
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towns {o take care of projected population growth for
the next few years. Increasing costs of land for urban
development,the concerns for retaining prime farm-
land, and public awareness of the visual qualities of
home sites may direct part of urban growth 1o private
land now in forest,

As new land was brought into production between
1867 and 1975, the impact was primarily on privately
owned tand in forest and other uses. This shift is par-
ticularly noticeable in the Delta states region. Pasture
and rangeland increased, indicating that there is ade-
quate iand for red meat production. However, this
could change if the high- and medium-potential land

SRR,

©

AT

UPDATA -1981 L

-d

in the Northern and Southern Plains and Mountain
regions is converted to cropland.

Is the potential croptand base adequate for future
tood and fiber needs? It is it existing high-quality
cropland is retained and the high- and medium-poten-
tial reserve cropiand is not committed to irreversibie
uses. Even so, bringing the potential cropland into
production will not be without conservation costs.

This study provides current data on the Nation's
nonfederai land resources. It is a starting point in an
effort to measure the potential for growing food and
fiber and to identily alternative agricuitural actions
that are in harmony with environmental goals.

11







Appendix |. Basic Data

Each of the five tables in appendix ! is in 12 parts,
one for the national summary, one each for the 10
farm production regicns, and one for an artificial
region that includes Hawaii, Alaska, and the Carib-
hean area. A brief expianation of the material in each
of the five tables and the terms used follows.

Table t shows 1975 land use by capability class
and subclass for the acreage that was in the 1967
Conservation Needs inventory {CNILT Columns
headed urban and water represent land converted to
these uses since the 1967 CNL Columns headed
cropland, pasture and range, forest, and other land,
respectively, show the remaining acreage by use and
capability class and subclass.

Table 2 shows changes in land use between 1967
and 1975, The totals for the vertical columns for crop-
land, pasture and range, forest, and other land repre-
sent the acres in each land use in 1975. The stub {ex-
treme left column} indicates the land use in 1867. The
acreage given in the extreme right column is the total
acreage in that use in 1975. The entries on each
horizontal line in each of the other vertical columns
represent changes in land use. For example, in the na-
tional tables, of the 431 million acres classed as crop-
land in 1967, nearly 352 million acres are still crop-
tand, about 53 milfion acres have been converted o
pasture and range, more than 8 miilion acres have
heen converted to forest, nearly 13 million acres have
keen converted to other uses, aimost S million acres
are now urban and built-up areas, and about 0.6
million acres are now under water. Similas evaivations
of land that was in pasture and range, forest, or in
other use in 1967 are shown on the cther horizontal
lines. Il is impertant 1o reemphasize that the acreage
shown as urban and water represents conversion to
these uses since the 1967 CNI and is not the total
acreage in these uses.

Table 3 shows 1975 data on the potential for con-
version of land that is currently in pasture and range,
forest, and other land use to cropland. Th.. atings are
high, mediurn, low, and zera.

High.—High potential for conversion to cropiand
under 1874 commodity prices, development costs,

U S. Depantment of Agnculture. Basic statistics—national inven-
lory of soil and water conservation needs. U,S. Dept, Agric., Stat
Bull 461 211 p. 1971

(©) uroATA 1981 }

and production costs. Similar tand has been recently
convertea in the locality.

Medium.—Medium potential for conversion to
croptand under 1974 commedity prices, development
costs, and production costs.

Low—Conversion untikely in foreseeable future
because of existing development problems.

Zero—Virtually no potential for conversion to crop-
fand.

The acreage with high, medium, or low potential
was evaluated according to kind of development
necessary.The categories used are:

None—Can be converted by beginning tillage.

Onfarm.—Can be converted through actions by in-
cividual farmer.

Multifarm.—Can be converted through informal or
formal cooperation between neighbors to install
systems.

Project action—Required for conversion such as
AC&D, watershed, Corps of Engineers, Bureau of
Reclamation, etc.

The entire acreage of pasture and range, forest, and
other land was evaluated according to kind of problem
that must be considered before conversion to crop-
land. The problems considered in the study, along
with definitions and examples foliow:

None.—No apparent reason why the land could not
be used for crops.

Small tract.—A tract of land {this could be a tract
with a combination of land in subclasses of | through
IV} too small for the efficient use of modern machinery
and surrounded by or incorporated with poorer land,
Example: in Appalachia, an irregularly shaped 8-acre
tract of land in classes | and liw is bordered by a
stream and class Vle fand.

Isclated tract.—A tract of land large enough for effi-
cient use of modern machinery but too far from other
farmland to be incorporated in an efficient farm unit.
Example: In areas where grazing or forestry is the ma-
jor enterprise, a 100-acre tract of class Hlle land is lo-
cated several miles from other cultivated land.

Small ownership unit.—An area where smail owner-
ship units predominate and farming is a secondary en-
terprise for rural residents. Example: (n the Northeast
where rural land ownership units are small, the
acreage of land in classes | through IV per ownership
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unit is small and the owner's major source of income
is nonfarm.

Held for urban use—Lland very near other land
already in urban use and known tc be held by a per-
son or corporation for development. This judgment
was based on knowledge of the local situation. Cur-
rent zoning for an urban use is the basis for such
categorization. Example: Area is in a tract that has a
sign "Owner will build to suit tenant—Zoned |-3."

Committed to noncropland uses—A tract in a rural
use, possibly not as intensive as crapping, but likely
to remain in that use. Examples: Land held by iumber
and pulp companies and tied to operations that re-
quire a continued supply of timber, land in large
ranches where the entire enterprise wouid probably
have to change before land would be cropped, land in
private wildlife preserve, land in farms dedicated to
farmsteads, and night pastures.

Short growing season.—Choice of crops limited to
those of low value by short growing season. Example:
A growing scason of 60 days limits crops to grass,
hay, and cats.

Lacking dependable water—irrigation supply not
dependabie for crop production in most years.

High density forest.—-High cost for clearing trees
andfar stumps.

Environmental impact.—Conversicn would have
serious impact. Example: Area is within watershed of
city water supply and sediment yieids from cultivated
areas cannot be maintained below the permissibie
leviz s established by the water control board.

Erosion control costs—High costs for erasion con-
irol and water disposal systems. Example: Gully heads
are advancing, several grade control structures will be
needed to prevent dissection of field.

Drainage outlet problem—Cost of establishing
drainage outlet excessive in relation to amount of fand
that could be brought into production.

Seepage.—Example: Hillside seeps occur for
several months each year, interceptor tile will be
needed to make field dry enough to cultivate.

Seasonal high water table.—High water table dur-
ing spring or fall. Tile, open ditch, or other drainage is
needed to make field dry enough to cultivate.

Wetland Types 3-20.—As defined in Circular 39,
Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Department of the In-
terior.

Comman fleoding.—Flooding likely to occur at in-
tervals of 5 years or less.

High erosion hazard—Very high wind or water ero-
ston hazard. Very careful management is required to
avoid excessive erosion.

Thick undesirable overburden—Thick averburden
of sand or other undesirable material over more
desirable materials. Example: A 20-inch layer of flood-
deposited sand and gravel covers a slit loam with high
organic matter content. Deep plowing will make a
desirable seedbed.

Very low fertility —Example: Soil has very low base
exchange capacity.

Stones or rock outcrop.—Removal of stones on sur
face is required.

Accumulation of salts—1ieaching is required.

Table 4 shows 1975 data an potential for conver-
sion of land now in pasture and range, forest, and
other uses to cropland and the kind of development
necessary.

Table 5 shows 1975 data on the potential for con-
version of land now in pasture and range, forest, and
other uses to cropland by capability class and
subclass. The 1875 cropland acreage is aiso given.

The acreage shown for urban and water represents
conversion to these uses since the 1967 CNI. The
acreage in the extreme right coiumn represents tha
1967 inventory acreage for each capability class and
subclass listed.




Table la.--National summary of land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass

[Estimated acres]

CLLASS ¢
SUBCLASS

CROPLAND

PASTLURE
AND. RANGE

FOREST

|
I
i
1

CTHER
LAND

SUBTOTAL

33388980

87594192

60116021
20450742
19708624
70350772
31376759
11454939
9661823
29693256
3668105
5904076
334266
1497320
31844
8794249
562472
3501723
362024

1664560

400416747

6150€19
32011225
12280904
2714560
9772758
64141567
13605130
6971638
3257392
52829€04
7194259
9144931
1548504
7503453
1125464
123060745
3750228
40740779
10678892

162353894

570880743

2162593
19085897
14973878

2932839

587811
27591006
26459233

6969719

o
26639428
20871338
10242864
0
16839590

890656
37244441

6097612
31694042

o

124165115

375448062

2011521

6319184

4022246

600735

581592

7130100

5685439

1412403

125249

3688795

2653411

2121564

[}

2222596

o}

2239091

1181867

2027682

108202

25698649

69830326

43713713

145010498

913930496

26698876

30650782

16921 3445

77130561

26808699

13044464

112851283

34687113

27413435

1882770

28062959

2047964

171338526

11592179

77964226

11149118

313922218

1416575878

1142967
3024380
1262321
576740
55235
1883717
1322953
320311
49608
1531727
581111
728050
0
221779
27781
1250788€
53193
414710
70874

2117368

16635613

158331
126821
526807
48720
o
151792
1589632
[+]

o
262886
194810
0

0
670436
0
260154
49225
29401
0

2639723

6708738

45015011
148161699
93182177
27324336
30706017
171248954
80043146
27129010
13094072
114645896
35463034
28141485
1882770
28955174
2075745
172649468
11694597
78408337
11219992

318679309

1439920229




Téb]e 2a.--National summary of changes in Tand use between 1967 and 1975

[Estimated acres]

LAND

USE IN 1975

CROPLAND

PASTURE
AND. RANGE

FOREST

OTHER
LAND

|
{
l
i

SUBTOTAL

CROPLAND
PASTURE
AND RANGE

FOREST

QTHER LAND

351651353

31907204

11026751

5831439

400416747

52883790

442351639

62465077

13176237

570880743

8265402

14095521

343681283

4405856

375448062

12976896

14178060

15801145

26874228

69830326

425777441

502532424

437978256

50287757

1416575878

4846473

3210542

4422411

4156187

16635613

617636

1111535

2152205

2827362

6708738

431241550

S$06854501

444552872

57271306

1439920229
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Table 3a.--National summary of potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

s e ot e e e s o

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

P ——— e e o

i e o e e o o

PROSLEM

ISOLATED
TRACT

SMALL
OWNERSHIP
UNIT

HELD
FOR URBAN
USE

{ (
| coMMITTED. |
{To NONCROP-|
| LAND USES |

1

1

SHORT
GROWING
SEASON

MEDIUM:

NONE

ON—FARM
MUL. T I—FARM
PROJECT ACT ION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULT I-F ARM
PROJECT. ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

23187815
11715919
[}
o

34903734

70998
139250
0

0

210248

641811
1943713
26090
12153

2623767

523310
1587891
102758
43646

2257605

4362586
22156364
750428
2003013

29272391

11589117

345235

473727

€]

765729

1614691

81548

1587311

]

134490

1803349

2007146

34884990

993965

17759110

55645211

44084504

645717

1139753

93529

[}

1878999

976260

631101

0

28271

1635632

1611650

17220870

1057104

1289609

21179233

11069421

[o]

1]

o

13257

221435

383947

33244

0o

638626

1554793

7927841

742576

706103

10931313

12539349

1718
610224
]

[}

611942

853114
4908968
90344
167988

6020414

7651981
88503269
2769947
24313197

123238394

96089072

1209799
87831

[}
1130758

2428388

848748
10416736
296213
7689864

19251555

31392621




Table 3a.--National summary of potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem--continued

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

b s i e — . i

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

PROBLEM

LACKING
DEPENDABLE
WATER

HIGH
DENSITY
FOREST

ENV IRON~
MENTAL
IMPACT

I
|
1

EROSION
CONTROL
COSTS

DRA INAGE
OUTLET
PROBLEM

SEEPAGE

SEASONAL |

HIGH WATER |

TABLE i

MED IUM:

NONE

ON-FARM

MULTI-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

‘NONE

ON-F ARM
MULT I-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

844891
2871537
434143
1172292

5322863

48768
910622
345088
612919

1917397

1406431
29540074
1817577
28822943

61587025

59897863

110224
8272582
355712
589515

9328033

46138
6066315
248605
675256

7036314

524066
75000911
6390967
11566968

93482912

84908494

787185
731138
0o
35182

1553505

o
923214
0
1175784

2098998

161543
7272656
305570
4211062

11950831

32876191

624769
5365539
369355
408296

6767959

272766

6882890

93882

19727s

7446813

2013363

51388745

1437687

4162759

59002554

92998202

122572
1148486
372140
552954

2196152

390S
6397%9
278707
1517129

2439540

121637
11139372
6877870
5396998

23835877

19276554

27917

1092720

70835

0o

1191472

8465

428725

115669

18010

$70869

76551

5119096

495984

462885

6154516

2825539

895056
8131850
845788
1103123

10975817

29671
2819879

836396
1879601

5565547

669080
36564187
8158319
10655823

56047409

29714885
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Table 3a.--National summary of potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem--continued

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

DEVEL OPMENT

NECESSARY

PRCBLEM

WETLAND
TYPES
3-20

COMMON

FLOODING

HIGH
EROSION
HAZARD

THICK

UNDESIRABLE |
OVERBURDEN |

VERY
LOw

FERTILITY |

| STONES OR

ROCK
QUTCROP

ACCUM-~
ULATION
OF SALTS

MEDIUM:

NONE

ON=-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM

MULT I-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—-F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

0

15712

109044

[}

2439003

1865533

1559433

5913969

TA47874

1104665

2187201

358962

1140068

4790896

0

2155905

621431

1374015

4151351

642439

17254766

3358067

12474993

33730265

‘24827931

4088773
9694204
ni
352114

14146202

1887784
8762408
115236
(]

10765428

5217293
71357192
1281668
7328502

85184655

139135138

0

135239

o]

[}

135239

203626

2740645

95956

105699

3145926

3159849

1601539

286933S

365979

4]

4836853

267206

2739197

106831

1130758

4243992

1255399

34186428

857800

59567026

41866653

67335076

73266

1098130

335709

o

1507108

4828

1921250

o

o

1926078

687572

18872030

947676

2581095

23088373

66957730

58376
425367
1.1998
[}

495741

175421
39708
o
131748

346877

33020
1241363
476388
3402187

5152958

4797568




Table 4a.--National summary of potential cropland and developnient necessary by land use

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

DEVELOPMENT
NECESSARY

PASTURE
AND RANGE

|
|
| FOREST
1

MED IUM:

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM

MUL TI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

30794671
28301705
1091440
1869187

62057003

4894499
13846315
734150
617256

20092220

15471065
120926162
4207341
36428443

177033011

311698509

570880743

260010
12006266
355712
719583

13341591

46138
8481315
656751
1683521

10867725

657623
92665653
8845548
15079338

117248162
233990584

375448062

919341
1866897
5125%
30856

2868349

225817
1038001
84909
495857

1844584

1642222
11084933
1798410
1724178

16249743
48867650

69830326

31974022
‘2176888
1498407
2619626

78266943

5166454
23365631
1475810
2796634

3280452S

17770910
224676748
14851299
53231959

31053091¢€
594556743

1016159131
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Table 5a.--National summary of status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass

[Estimated acres]

el ]
e —— o — —

:: POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975 ‘ : URBAN ::

1 PASTUREs RANGEs FOREST, AND OTHER LAND | | i

cLAssS &} | CrROP- | AND K]

il | | | | ! It TOTAL

suBCLASS || HIGH | MEDIUM | LOwW i ZERO | LAND i WATER il

11 | 1 i 1 1 11
1- 5090909 343449 3001706 1888669 33388980 1301298 45015011
2E 19987205 3745759 25486208 8193134 87594192 3151201 148161699
2w 9545173 2068993 13420026 6242836 60116021 1789128 93182177
2s 2117360 268079 2651460 1211235 20450742 €25460 27324336
2¢ 1914185 729433 7378155 920385 19708624 55235 30706017
3€ 17238672 8605336 56455016 16563649 70350772 2035509 171248956
3w 6022414 2573566 26962842 10194580 31376759 2612585 80043146
3s 2357201 1257014 9033330 2706215 11454939 320311 27129010
3C 1215413 267633 1787513 112082 9651823 49608 13094072
aE 5866362 4384860 52242711 20664094 29693256 1794613 114645896
aw 1674991 156 5€55 16281760 11192602 3968105 775921 35463038
as 842188 767062 12718778 7181331 5904076 728050 28141485
4C o 337659 1062356 148489 334266 0 1882770
=1 476139 1991435 14319064 9779001 1497320 892215 28955174
5SS 4329 o] 1927356 84335 31844 27781 2075745
6E 3202289 2394285 33312554 123635149 87T4249 1510942 172849468
6w 39906 152503 3609797 7227101 562472 102418 11694597
6S 441611 1084192 21086904 51849796 3501723 444111 78408337
6C 230496 25€816 7793380 2504402 362024 70874 11219992
7 -8 o 0 0 312257658 1664560 4757091 318679309
TOTAL 78266943 32804529 310530916 5934556743 400416747 23344351 1439920229




Table 1b.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Northeast region

[Estimated acres]

| i

CLASS €& | PASTURE OTHER 1l
SUBCLASS CROPLAND | AND RANGE FORESY LAND || suBTOoTAL

— k| 1l

980860 40160 261825 102093 1384938 68496 1453437
5294459 1025489 3264407 1013469 10597824 582915 11230580
2085166 651029 1688931 $93809 501893S 159013 S194042
347572 16SE€31 285590 93059 896052 190872 1086%24
2€62534 1062115 3821645 1555220 9001514 398899 9400413
23869€6 1047239 3562745 1388802 8385772 264430 8945002
409387 108450 1650727 163372 2331936 107523 2439464
1024956 768608 3256992 744645 5795201 115767 5916116
785884 556303 1411331 395153 3148671 40074 3188745
215741 60578 490233 27844 794396 676S% [ 801161
11571 79C73 867384 72536 1030564 9316 1059591
8280 106356 20354 [} 145000 0 145000
437404 260097 1157907 234484 2089892 2127049
61339 48041 ' 800438 69922 $79740 53i93 1081962

567885 805626 18881552 554870 20813933 19883S 21022286

164149 552087 21532779 2055589 24304604 575860 24938047

17344183 7345082 62964840 9064867 96718972 2795761 477086 99991819




185t vivaan (3)

Table 2b.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Northeast region

[Estimated acres]

€c

i {

I LAND USE IN 1975 |

Il : |

LAND § | { | il il | N (

USE IN IR | PASTLRE | | GTHER ) R | i |

1967 |1 CROPLAND | AND RANGE | FOREST | LAND {{ sustOoTAL || URBAN 1 WATER B TOTAL |

11 | i 1 14 1l ] 1l 1
CRGPLAND 13634103 2882350 1654619 2332588 20503660 658659 Ti48 21169467

PASTURE

AND RANGE 1475782 2818024 $22558 935929 6152293 171208 10558 6334059
FOREST 1397289 1274400 59508714 3562043 65742446 1026275 401132 67169853
OTHER LAND 837009 370308 878949 2234307 4320573 939619 58248 531.8440
TOTAL 17344183 7345082 62964840 9064867 26718672 2795761 477086 99991819




Table 3b.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northeast region

[Estimated acres]

| Il
| Il PRUOBLEM
I I
i A | | | | | 1
} DEVELOPMENT i1 | | { SMALL | HELD | COMMITTED | SHORT
] K] | SMALL | ISOLATED | OWNERSHIP | FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-| GROWING
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY tl NONE [ TRACT | TRACT [ UNIT | USE | LAND USES | SEASON
] 1l ! | 1 | { b
HIGH:S NONE 396600 7189 o 18524 13257 1718 o
ON-F ARM 118405 79492 15900 41021 ] 0 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 0 0 1] 0 o
PROJECT ACTION , o 0 0 0 o o 0
TOTAL 515005 86681 15900 59545 13257 1718 0
MEDIUM: NONE o 787 0 7915 25848 19511 0
ON-FARM o 112194 0 130555 125501 171827 o
MULTI-FARM 0 (V] ] 0 0 19926 o
PROJECT ACTION 0 : 0 ) [} o 0 0
TOTAL o 112981 o 138470 151349 211264 o
LOw = NONE 0 63290 4649 62497 142107 112904 °
ON~FARM o 1167525 6618705 1230963 721295 4960427 o
MULTI-FARM 0 22386 313173 138257 78204 238660 0
PROJECT ACTIGN (1] 51361 4SE266 21015 32663 1180245 (V]
TOTAL 0o 1304562 7354823 1452732 974269 6492236 , 0

ZERG: - - ] 1910832 4743108 2042203 1747824 8986655 23333




Table 3b.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northeast region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

DEVELOPMENT LACKING HIGH

CEPENDABLE DENSITY

ENVIRON- EROSION ORAINAGE SEASCNAL

. MENTAL CONTROL OUTLET HIGH WATER
POTENTIAL NECESSARY

o oo e s e o i
o o e s e e i e

|
|
|
WATER FOREST |  IMPACT COSTS PROBL EM SEEPAGE TABLE
i .

NONE (] 51743 ’ 0 s3381
ON-FARM | 566788 123241 189804 576706
MULT I-FARM o o 0 991
PROJECT ACTIGN o 0 0 o

TOTAL 566788 174584 189804 631078

MEDIUM: NbNE ] 3505 8465 4821
ON-FARM 540013 36564 100972 295879
MULT I-FARM 100080 16587 0 32747
PROJECT ACTION A734 0 9468 ) 9468

TOTAL 644827 146912 66524 109437 342915

NONE ] 30356 0 52321 47€34 (o} 56807
ON-=-FARM 290465 13172328 496359 2505905 701450 2934414 5737713
MULT I-FARM 206088 737916 57808 290031 529541 71221 1079886
PROJECT ACTION ) 14976 1558749 57069 73206 115659 175871 427401

TOTAL 326126 15459345 61123€ 2921463 1394244 3161506 7301807

461325 21410474 3561122 8074879 2623554 1424274 ST75796




Table 3b.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northeast region=-continued

[Estimated acres]

PRCBLEM

DEVELOFMENT WETLAND HIGH | THICK ) VERY | STONES OR ACCUM-
TYPES COMMON EROSION |UNDESIRABLE | LOw | ROCK ULAT ION
NECESSARY 3-20 FLOODING HAZARD | OVERBURDEN{| FERTILITY | OUTCROP OF SALTS
1. 1 1

POTENTIAL

NONE 50515 23694
ON~FARM 170883 ’ 201026
MUL TI~-FARM 0 [0}
PROJECT ACTION 0 0

TOTAL 221798 224720

MEDIUM: NONE 4828
ON-FARM 308240
MULT I-FARM ' 0 0o
PROJECT ACTION o} [+] o

TAOTAL 47750 160286 313068

NONE 0 32491 106435 92793
ON-FARM 468355 911893 3127728 $380930
MULT I-FARM (2] 143921 10736 350202 104419
PROJECT ACTION 8001 11i061 111685 677486 640962

TOTAL 100801 723337 1067105 4261848 10219104

562988 1504376 4660664 4955180 11312186




Table 4b.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Northeast region-

[Estimated acres]

) : DEVELOPMENT == FASTURE : : OTHER :i :
- POTENTIAL | NECESSARY || ANO RANGE | FOREST | LAND 1l TOTAL |
| 11 1 | Ll i
HIGHZ NONE 449257 15140 120907 585314
ON—FARM 570246 643806 336728 155078&C
MULT I-FARM 991 0 0 991
PROJECT ACTICN o o o C
TOTAL 1020504 658946 457635 213708%
MEDIUM: NONE 48797 o 18550 67347
ON-FARM 299921 6099023 250706 1160530
MULTI-FARM = 72385 41422 25696 13950«
PROJECT ACTION 4734 473 0 - 946€
TOTAL 425838 656059 294652 1376846
LOw 3 NONE 279594 33398 116538 429530
ON—-FARM 3126552 14548704 2076021 19751277
MULTI-FARM S44933 930003 353872 1828808
PROJECT ACTION 127633 1633635 17012 177828¢C
TOTAL 4078712 17145740 2563443 2378789S
2ERd: - == 1820028 44504095 S748€37 5207296C

e

TOTAL - - - — = 7345082 62964840 9064867 7937478%




Table 5b.-<Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Northeast region

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975
PASTURE, RANGE, FOREST, AND OTHER LANO

| | !
SUBCLASS HIGH MEDILM | Low | ZERO
1 1 1

CLASS €&

899346 €EO03 217266 | 90063 980860 68499 1453437
377485 197458 2492€50 2235772 5294459 €32756 11230580
361763 14726 1375964 1047316 2085166 175107 5194042

91826 24208 192004 240442 347572 160872 1086924
429848 2€1356 2448209 3269567 2562534 358899 9400413
282285 171199 3016924 2528378 2386986 €55230 8945002

24604 5C189 1055154 792602 409387 107528 2439464
114745 67733 1648355 2939412 1024956 1229195 5918116
175781 54264 1142982 989760 785884 40074 3188745

7421 34€12 237412 299310 215741 6765 801161
70103 450361 498529 11571 29027 1059591
4429 117216 15055 8280 0 145000
0 418148 1231676 ; 437404 37157 2127049
8998% 803806 61336 62222 1041962

314222 8885264 10950807 567885 £08353 21022286

] ] 24140455 164145 €33443 24938047

2137085 - '1376E49 23787895 2072960 17344183 3272847 99991819




Table 1c.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Lake states region

[Estimated acres]

CLASS & PASTURE

|
|

SUBCLASS CRCPLAND: | AND RANGE FOREST SUBTOTAL
L

2119457 29507 39204 118525 2306653 28194 2334887
11830944 693373 3421556 1215300 17161173 303071 17464244
13178021 1191282 2131428 9C2296 17403027 107635 17510662

1972464 102441 392171 152772 2619848 (o} 2619848

b (4] 264188 ] 264188 0 264188

4590530 1053831 3974608 784538 10403507 211465 10614972
4221626 S66342 3007144 1568973 9764085 151632 10007679

1069358 391197 1441702 394549 3296806 547237 3351543

1655831 746810 2128973 §20312 5051926 125822 S177748

756974 163732 6803026 1533682 9257414 45811 9303225
1268759 331844 4045478 561010 6207091 110043 6317134

22449 101707 1585455 1138573 2848184 [} 2848184
503847 610848 1215049 180021 2509765 2536561
239509 223802 1844964 368955 2677230 2677230
526389 273431 3445044 424558 4673422 6673422

237363 1108937 6774692 2012398 10133390 10247673

44193521 7989084 42518682 11876462 106&77749 1231412 140439 107949600




Table 2c.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Lake states region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 1975

| | |
| PASTURE | |

CROPLAND | AND RANGE FOREST | |  susTOoTAL
1 1 1

CROPLAND 39709347 2950669 £65691 2457665 45983372 584528 46567900
PASTURE
AND. RANGE 2235654 3446681 783010 1401161 7866806 7914396

FOREST 1163352 1240610 40193134 3165025 45762121 191960 456924216

OTHER LAND 1085168 350824 676847 4852611 6965450 407334 7443088

44193521 7989084 42518682 11876462 106577749 1231412 140439 107649600




Table 3c.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Lake states region

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

| | ] |

| | SMALL HELD | COMMITTED | SHORT
SMALL | ISOLATED | OWNERSHIP FOR URBAN | TO NONCROP-| GROWING
TRACT | TRACT i UNIT USE { LAND USES | SEASON

1 1 1 . 1

DEVELGPMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY

o S e . S s —
fr o e e . .
bt et o o o s e

HIGH?S NCONE 748045
ON=F ARM . 335942
MUL T1=F ARM o] o
PROJECT ACTION [*] 0

TOTAL 1083987 116625

MEDTUMI NONE
ON=F ARM
MULT [-FARM
PROJECT ACTION 1130758

TOTAL 1130758

NCNE 328229 54839 356206 213656 207901 0
ON=F ARM 576809 3093363 1227764 424001 7460760 1895995
MULTI-F ARM 55663 36842 65663 60361 595318 (4}
PROJECT ACTION 30716 91066 75138 0 2155639 1134555

TOTAL ‘ 991417 3276110 1725101 6398018 10419618 3030550

1296822 7214775 883483 9841432 6077350,




Table 3c.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Lake states region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEWM

| |
LACKING HIGH | ENVIRCN- | ERGSICN ORAINAGE SEASONAL |
DEPENDABLE DENSITY | MENTAL | CONTROL OUTLET HIGH WATER|
WATER FOREST | IMPACY | PROBLEM SEEPAGE TABLE i
1 1 )

DEVELOPMENT

POTENTI AL NCZCESSARY

S
o s S e —

NCNE 733032 0 1047S4 0 103256
ON=F ARM 116451 556658 106040 138501 868097
MULTI-FARM o} 4] 33€4¢€ 317214 317314
PROJECT ACTION o] 3asiez (o} o [»} [+]

TOTAL 845483 561840 2484440 455815 110847 1288667

MEDIUMZ NCNE 0 0 0 [}
ON~-F ARM 351420 0 [0} 267704
MULT [-FARM o] 0 38661 38661

PROJECT ACTION ¢} 113075¢ 1130758 1130758

TOTAL 351420 1130758 1169419 ‘ 1437123

NCNE 0 0o 117020 21931 ¢} 0o 114573
ON=F ARM ‘ 324732 11031831 702868 2416343 1789162 25389 5159251
MULT I -FARM 63087 1095304 [+] SES40E 13944a75 192092 1089525
PROJECT ACTION -0 153739¢€ 585362 B4 64€ 1172721 0 210680

TOTAL 387819 13664533 1405247 307822¢ 4356358 217481 7214029

232757 13361690 2300588 3021020 6214466 27352 5580527




Table 3c.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Lake states region--continued

[Estimated acres] -

PROBLEM

|
HIGH THICK i VERY STONES CR ACCUM=

| | |

DEVEL CPMENT | | |
CUMMON. | ERGSION JUNDESIRABLE] LOw ROCK | ULATION

| | |

1 1 i

WETLAND
TYPES
3-20 FLOGCDING HAZARD OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY OUTCROP OF SALTS

1

POTENTIAL | NECE SSARY

— o S o e ——
I S

l
|
|
|
1

———— S

FIGH? NCNE 402624 893133
ON—~F ARM 176420 53127
MULT [ -FARM 0 o
PROJECT ACTIUN 35182 (4]

TOTAL { 614226 94€260

MED UM HNCNE
ON-F ARM o
MULTI-F ARM ]
PROJECT ACTIUN 1130758

TOTAL : 1179526

NONE (4 o] 416420 54839 0
ON=FARM 788085 575679 3073505 2989226 480496
MUWLTI-FARM 9685249 sas218 57389 162472 [}
PROJECT ACTION 479714 484995 29767 - 599256 792598

TOTAL 2236323 1585892 3577481 3€05793 1273094

3614710 1659499 3489234 14179S 5483229 2575834




Table 4c.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Lake states region

[Estimated acres]

| i
| =~ DEVELCPMENT PASTURE |

POTENTI AL | NECESSARY AND RANGE |} FOREST
1

SRR S, —

HIGH? NCNE 1564191 0 372420 183€€11
ON=-F ARM 7€1466 1067325 66712 1895503
MW TI-FARM 350960 0 0 3509€0
PROJECT ACTION 0 35182 4] 35182

TOTAL 2676617 1102507 439132 42182€6

MED IUM: NONE 0 $5215
ON-F ARM 351420 461150
MULTI-FARM 0 0 70045
PROJECT ACTION (+] 794467 380274 1178741

TOTAL 236049 1145887 419215 18011851

NONE 503339 0 420912 924221
AN=F ARM 18399160 12469263 2640167 1700E€S0
MU TI-FARM 373895 1587236 586830 2517561
"PROJECT ACTION 115227 1700595 722829 2538€51

TOTAL 2891621 15727094 4370738 229EB94E3
2184797 24543194 6647377 333753¢8

7989084 42518682 11876462 62384228




Table 5c.-=Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Lake states region

[Estimated acres]

——

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND- CF 1975
PASTURE s RANGEs FORESTs AND OTHER LAND

|
MEDIUM | i
J 1

0 78337 75843 2119457 28194 2334887

637205 70219 3237528 1385277 11830944 303071 17464244
1020865 258384 2099985 845772 13178021 107635 17510662
203360 0 134774 309250 1972464 0 2619848
o 0 264188 0 . 0 0o 264188
702241 2668116 2396173 4590530 211465 10614972
739151 3107070 1616833 4221626 243594 10007679
3£7626 ..1104393 655658 1069358 54737 3351543
85950 1566676 1710262 165€831 125822 S177748
137710 (o} 3221203 5141527 756974 45811 9303225
248844 48768 2525089 2115631 1268759 110043 6317134
0 - 1153566 141884 1530285 22449 (o} 2848184

0 31384 $36506 1038028 503847 2536961

0 0 868226 1569495 239509 C 2677230

o 1035478 3089307 52€389 o 4673422

o} o] 0 9896027 237363 114283 10247673

4218256 1801151 22989453 33375368 44193521 1371851 107949600




[Estimated acres]

Table 1d.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Corn Belt region

CLASS €
SUBCLASS

PASTURE

CROPLAND | AND RANGE
|

FOREST

CTHER
LAND

SUBTOTAL

1046317
19342296
27554370
1121504
12880538
8055046
846528
3812627
284442
706357
185555
1062867
0

83776

290160

86729241

132€5$50

4113€99

2357729

40€€1S

6631225

1044243

692013

366E743

22€&61

1686511

422101

3056664

0

762223

3062€E14

29261591

568646

1106774

2002105

240717

1881373

1329420

229228

2917062

67119

914157

212789

3313998

(o}

1458928

9173857

25516173

477963

1579437

1297732

34540

1200847

642603

104893

579606

18785

193596

122395

501211

79326

49576

619818

7502334

12836734

26142206

33251936

1803376

22693983

11071312

1873668

10978038

393207

3504021

943840

7936940

79326

2354503

13146649

149009739

205373

49226S
349435
43368
255356
174273
34810
16607S
26276
18444
85196
115777
0
24456

1576894

2149003

155141
17301
70582
17922

(-]

0
136519
(]
4]

[¢]

)
19887

79047

574752

13197248

26651776

33671653

1864667

| 22949339

11292131
1908478
11280632
419483
3522465
1029036
8084524
79326
2398846

13383590

151733494




Table 2d.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Corn Belt region
[Estimated acres]

LAND USE 1IN 1975

o i e . i —

LAND { | | H N | ]
USE ' IN |- PASTURE | ‘ ( CTHER 1) i | i
1567 CROPLAND | AND RANGE | ~ FOREST | LAND || susToTAL |} uRBAN |  wATER || TOTAL
| i 1 11 11 1 11
CROPLAND 79318424 8445508 1031516 2708971 91504419 822240 160824 92427483
FPASTURE
AND RANGE 4929645 14927669 1669198 1503577 23030089 288382 173208 23491679
FOREST 1299861 4508759 22220911 1141156 29170687 279890 .. 151910 29602487
OTHER LAND 1181311 1380055 . £94548 2148630 5304544 758491 148810 6211845
TOTAL 86729241 29261991 25516173 7502334 149009739 2149003 574752 151733494

A




Table 3d.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Corn Belt region

[Estimated acres]

PRUBLEM

| 1
~ SMALL HELD | COMMITTED | SHORT
SHMALL 1SOLATED OWNERSHIP | FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-| GROWING
TRACT TRACT UNIT USE | .LAND USES | SEASON
. 1 1

DEVELOPMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY

i pp—
Y Ty,

MED TUM:S

NONE

ON-FARM

MULTI-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM

MULTI-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON~-FARM

MULTI-~-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

2241847

2363667

0o

0

4605514

160784

747145

26090

0

934023

92891

470792

43371

17100

624154

683987

2538984

174182

38673

3435826

‘1378650

(]

127881

183001

0

562518

80719

46162

689399

614635

16155
208786
[+]

0

224941

66526
30276
o
[+}

96802

117198
386759
384568
102317

990842

1503050

0

20073

75743
511365
280044
102317

969469

1393899

[+
129282
[
4]

129282

23993
144530
»]
S2405

220928

261691
2438878
234240
314146

3248955

4535412




Table 3d.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Corn Belt region--continued ‘

[Estimated acres]

186« vavaan (Q)f

PROELEM

ORAINAGE SEASCNAL  {
OQUTLET HIGH WATER|
FROBLEM SEEPAGE TABLE |

|
DEVELOPMENT LACKING | HIGH ENV IRON- EROSION
CEPENDABLE| DENSITY MENTAL CONTROL
{
|

POTENTIAL NECESSARY WATER FOREST IMPACT COSTS

e i e o i i i
T
s i e e

NONE [} 0 169301 97541 ) (] 127315
ON-FARM 648502 310420 2228030 184901 484602 867708
MULTI-FARM 0 [+] 0 o 4] ‘ 72094
PROJECY ACTION 33704¢S 0 0 1798€94 0 520756

TOTAL 985547 ’310420 2397331 462336 484602 1587873

MED TUM: NONE 0 o 0 o 24850
ON-FARM 539613 204646 1i05002 204489 469621
MULTI-FARM 67386 o 0 0 67386
PROJECT ACTION ‘ 17100 ] 0 0 69505

TOTAL 624099 204646 1105002 204489 631362

NONE ’ 0 90280 o} 489792 [} )] 145264
ON-F ARM 318731 3243266 942333 5902086 219217 155571 869691
MUL T I-FARM o 378818 (¢} 33183 356862 34756 , 588722
PROJECT ACTION [+] 231156 73948 157014 130429 129228 100215

TOTAL 318731 3943517 1016281 6582075 706508 319555 1703892

2170397 8041239 1938222 6145446 292894 236644 £00826




Table 3d.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Corn Belt region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

1 | | l
WETLAND | HIGH | THICK i VERY | STONES OR ACCUM-
TYPES COMMON | - EROSION {|UNDESIRABLE | LOW i ROCK ULATION
|
i

CEVELOPMENT

3-20 FLOODING HAZARO. | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY | OUTCROP OF SALTS
' 1 j | |

s e e e > s i winn
i oo s o c— —

POTENTIAL NECESSARY
1

NONE ) 97541 230188 0
ON—F ARM 293413 - 1813913 288321
MULTI-FARM 175260 ] Q
PROJECT ACTION 800914 0 : 6

“TOTAL 1367128 2044101

MED TUM: NONE [} 4] 0 (]
ON—FARM 286012 991040 245610 213153
MULTI-FARM 20957 (] 0 o

PROJECT ACTION 69505 (] (2] ]

TOTAL 376474 991040 245610 2131853

NONE 145264 355985 290288 218728
CN=FARM k 738288 5148058 1604770 1136710
MULTI~FARM 191337 68834 96501 20576
PROJECT ACTION : o 342176 122803 129228 129228

TOTAL 198502 1417065 5695680 2120787 1505242

167858 1203658 6131413 4162999 4215481




Table 4d.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Corn Belt region

{Estimated acres]

FASTURE

|

| DEVELOPMENT
POTENTIAL |
]

| |

I |
NECESSARY | AND RANGE |  FOREST

1 1

NONE 2730940 (o} 56177 2787117
ON—-FARM 6177141 860121 - 468360 . 7505622
MULTI-FARM | 176286 0 51255 227541
PROJECT ACTION 463866 337045 0o 800914

TOTAL 9548236 1197166 575792 11321194

MEDIUM: NONE 145203 0 38743 18394¢
ON—FARM 2174783 717772 255046 3148401
MULTI=-FARM 40235 k67386 24093 131714
PROJECT ACTION 0 69505 o €9505

TOTAL 2360221 854663 318682 383356¢

NONE 1326508 90280 155146 1571934
ON-F ARM ) 7354427 3995530 1947594 13297551
MULTI-FARM 287281 503859 397974 1189114
PROJECT ACTIGN 166300 ‘ 375624 289483 831407

TOTAL 9134516 4965293 2790197 - .1689000€
8219018 18499051 3817663 30535722

29261991 25516173 7502334 6228040¢E




[Estimated acres]

Table 5d.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Corn Belt region

CLASS ¢

SLBCLASS

POTENTIAL FCR CROPLAND OF 1975

PASTURE,

RANGE,

FOREST

AND OTHER LAND

|
i

, |
MEDIWM |

i

|
{
1

922694

2842523

1582857

102381

2876913

1217292

138214

1144624

22861

0

11321194

S€001
655560
53£490

0
1141732
157599
147253
4$G€E5S5

15642

85180
208085

61369

0
o}

o]

3533¢c66

612423

2278363

2070465

277520

3685070

1100688

372322

2577675

20202

1016479

337680

2200364

0

340755

0

16890006

780441

1023464

1068754

301871

2109730

540687

369351

2983457

46060

1692005

174864

4579161

79326

1929972

12856489

30535732

10463175

19342296

27594370

1121504

12880538

8055046

846528

3812627

284442

706357

185555

1062867

0

83776

290160

86729241

360514
€06570
420017
61291
55356
220819
34810
302594
26276
18444
85196
147584
o
‘44343

236941

2723755

13197248
26651776
33671953
1864667
22949339
11292131
1908478
11280632
419483
3522465
1029036
8084524

79326

2398846

13383590

. 151733494




Table le.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Northern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

CLASS &
SUBCLASS CROPLAND

| |
PASTURE | OTHER |

AND RANGE | FOREST LAND I SUBTOTAL
| : |

I
|
!
1

8674737 5173234 126905 118040 9737016 27117 $764133
253202204 6154460 140018 796922 32433604 313254 32746858
3533110 1722287 256838 337323 5909558 ] 5992216
3468755 100441 92161 3651357 38032 3689389'

12798844 20132250 384110 15279975 35318 15315293

18218090 10€37242 827677 29698014 227060 29925074
1419317 175€262 490573 3717127 69855 3786992
2378825 1580161 0 3958986 o 3958986
1376882 646E09 (o} 2023691 0Q 2023691
8868751 840E006 107744 17415408 17415408

50327 322€59 o 372986 372986
104775 650E7S 119643 874993 874993
100363 773115 0 75548 949026 949026

2471902 30505540 432208 251712 33661762 157290 33819052

88595 908419 127125 108541 1232680 ] 1232680

1402932 612E576 0 316930 7848438 0 7848438

145216 12175848 249559 115434 12686057 o] 206115 ' 12892172

90763625 85043384 1511311 4132358 181450678 86793¢ 288773 182607387




Table 2e.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Northern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 197§

s . s e e et i
s e e e i it e

| | () il | i
.| PASTLFE | { CTHER B ] { 1
CROPLAND | AND RANGE | FOREST | LAND {1l susToTAL || URBAN | WATER it TOTAL
i L i 11 Ll i il
84018273 8845879 0 1166109 " 94030261 157334 0 94187595
AND RANGE 5950050 74395591 213048 e1223s 81371324 282160 0 81653484
1664 34 1226323 1253116 134480 2783353 27117 26479 . 2836949
QTHER LAND 628868 572191 45147 2019534 3265740 401325 262294 3929359
90763625 85043384 1511311 4132358 181450678 867936 286773 182607387

jos . e - a— ——
——— e S e ew e




Table 3e.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

| |
SMALL HELD | COMMITTED | SHORY
1SCLATED OWNERSHIP FOR URBAN | TO NONCROP-| GROWING
TRACT UNIT USE | LAND USES | SEASGN
i 1

DEVELOPMENT

PGTENTIAL NECESSARY

e o o e i i i e
e e e i S i i s

NONE : 3683516 32991 200999
ON~F ARM 1898298 474378 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0o (]
PROJECT ACTICN o} 0 0

TOTAL 5581814 507368 200599

MED IUM: NONE 194283 0 144270
ON=FARM ’ 305704 334137 431114
MUL TI-FARM 0o [o] 0
PROJECT ACTION o o s}

TOTAL 499987 334137 975384

NONE 378076 14868S o} 1039118
ON-F ARPM 1971402 267490 . 240472 4162120
MULTI-FARM V 14379 (o] [} 14379
PRQJECT ACTICN 143552 0 0 244178

TOTAL 2507408 416175 240472 5489795

2078531 825425 140875 24137698




Table 3e.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northern Plains region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

( it {
I 1 I
| il |
i i | | | | | | o
| DEVELOPMENT Il LACKING | HIGH f ENVIRGN~ | EROSION | ORAINAGE | {  SEASONAL |
} {| CEPENDABLE| DENSITY | MENTAL | <CONTROL | OUTLET | ] HIGH WATER}
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY i1 WATER { FOPEST | IMPACT ' | COSTS | PROBLEM | SEEPAGE | TABLE |
1 11 1 1 i 1l | 1 i
HIGH: NONE 41176 o 0 o [} 0 ]
ON—~FARM 752763 30907 289176 1139660 0 0 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 0 0 o 0 (1]
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 0 62552 79464 0 142016
TOTAL 763939 30907 289176 1202212 79464 o 142016
MED [UM: NONE 0 0 0 0 (] 0 0
ON=F ARM 0 0 0 803148 13771 o 13771
MUL T I-FARM o} 0 0 0 o] 0 o
PROJECT ACTION 0 o o (o] o 0 (i}
TOTAL 0 0 0 803148 13771 0 13771
LOW 3 NONE 0 0 0 304908 o 0 112024
ON—-F ARM 627529 452769 632106 4654906 260307 95188 403929
MUL TI-FARM 0 0 0 0 549852 0 546039
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 0 253636 162788 0 325539
TOTAL 627529 452769 632106 5213450 972947 95185 1387531
ZERC: - - - 1694425 623846 2940651 2258623 21691 2477455

21286462




Table 3e.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Northern Plains'region-continued

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

! | | |
WETLAND | HIGH | THICK i VERY | STONES OR ACCUM-
TYPES COMMON | EROSION |UNDESIRABLE | LOwW | ROCK ULATICN
3-20 FLOODING | HAZARD | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY | . OUTCROP QF SALTS
] 1 i | 1 .

‘DEVEL OPMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY

b o e i e s i i
rass s e S — o atn

NONE 60506 1037768 658545 o
ON—-FARM 112394 3676346 1355177 371559
MUL T I-FARM 0 o} o o}
FROJECT ACTION 0 (o} : 0 0

TATAL 172900 4714114 2013722 371559

MEDJUM:S NONE 0 818025 o 104759
ON-F ARM 223507 2933920 1315705 39708
MUL T I-F ARM 0 0 ] o ]

PROJECT ACTION 0 0o ) 0 [} 0

TOTAL 223507 3751945 699561 1315705 1‘4467

NONE ‘ 0 241538 1487098 100256 439351 314387 4]
ON=F ARM 56054 1155659 10281169 40230 4388582 1883792 345021
MULTI-FARM 523424 494756 34897 [} o 0 112564
PROJECT ACTION 204414 709340 334056 | : 0 334096 [+] [}

TOTAL 783892 2601293 12137260 140486 5162029 2198179 457585

179916 4768289 30367326 22887701 7100721 2267: 45




Table 4e.--Potential cropland and development necessary‘by land use, Northern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

: DEVEL OPMENT :: FASTURE : OTHER :: ::
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY || AND RANGE FOREST | LAND i} TOTAL I
1 14 1 11 —dl
°

HIGH: NCNE 5535866 0 0 5535866

ON=F ARM 6451501 30907 109812 6592220

MLLTI-FARM 0 0 0 ]

PROJECT ACTION 142016 o 0 14201¢€

TOTAL 12129383 30907 109812 12270102

MEDIUM: NONE 1188082 o} 0 1188082

ON-FARM 4272362 0 14597 4286959

MUL TI-FARM 0 0 0 0

PROJECT ACTION 0 0 ° 0

TOTAL 5460444 o 14597 5475041

Law @ NONE 1992086 0 67365 2059451

ON-FARM 14020188 415362 876412 15311992

MULTI-FARM 706150 0 198640 904790

PROJECT ACTION 819948 51539 188616 1oeoioa

TOTAL 17538372 466931 1331033 1933633¢

ZERO: - - = 49915185 1013473 2676916 s3eoss7§

- - = €5043384 1511311 4132358 90687053

TOTAL -~




186l Yivadn <i:)

Table 5e.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Northern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

CLASS ¢

SUBCLASS

PCTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975

PASTURE »

RANGE s

FCREST,

AND OTHER LAND

HIGH

MECIUM

!
|
i

|
|
|

216936
3363384
232722
29817
1119723
2996351
157867
788097
646805
1488080
0
131005
0
1030864

0

12270102

0
€245G4
0
14897
218630
1808250
47C76
540750
0
661€16
0

o]

0
563388
0
595740

0

5475041

374C14

1803295

836562

44648

384786

4700492

796106

130609

0

4215975

252325

217182

136285

4246598

419232

778227

0

19336336

171329

1340127

1247164

93540

757692

1974731

1296761

120705

0

2180986

70334

422031

712378

24949010

724853

5003092

12540841

53605574

8974737

25302204

3593110

3468755

12798844

18218090

1419317

237882s

1376882

8868751

50327

104775

100363

2471902

88595

1402932

145216

90763625

27117
313254
82658
38032
35318
27060
65865

(o}

(1]
]
157290
(o]

o

1156709

9764133
32746858
5992216
35689389
15315293
29925074
3786992
3958986
2023691
17415408
372986
874993
949026
33819052
1232680
7848438

12862172

182607387




Table 1f.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Appalachian region

[Estimated acres]

(N | i 1 R | 1 A
CLASS & || | PASTURE | ] OTHER tl ] | " 1
SUBCLASS || CROPLAND | AND RANGE- | FOREST | LAND || susraraL || URBAN ] WATER il TOTAL |
11 i 1 1 11 11 ] 1i |

1- 23n1220 864C99 620636 58690 3884645 130581 o 4015226

2E 6086756 3s2€361 3513476 579976 14106566 302044 36102 14444715

2w 3021632 871542 1544987 30243 5468804 102520 21868 5593192

2s 101557¢€ 29€c02 516134 70015 1897727 105627 o 2003354

3€ 2902162 3552078 5225214 538597 13018451 315963 44580 13378994

3w 19494196 90z583 40s5€112 160036 7070150 142810 0 7212960

3s 218367 167565 259496 100815 746243 0 0 746243

4E 1104067 3147<88 5899344 309533 10460532 141386 0 10601918

aw 200330 112725 1784328 113181 2210564 99476 80532 2390572

4s 163387 224749 675957 120468 1184561 212483 0 1397044

Sw 389175 0 651059 ) 1040234 29712 0 1069946

6E 558102 4125030 6098150 160332 10941614 198950 36118 . 11176682

6w 0 0 280154 0 280154 0 0 280154

&S 8232s 714094 1415095 32176 2243690 18463 0 2262153

7 -8 275406 2565111 30523578 735060 341031SS 383229 49492 34535876

TOTAL 20307924 21873627 63065720 2409522 108657063 2183244 . 268692 1111069029




Table 2f.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Appalachian region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 1975

PASTLRE OTHER

i | ;

| | ’
CROPLAND | AND RANGE |  FOREST LAND SUBTOTAL TOTAL

1 : 1 . :

CROPLAND 14363651 5713164 1954000 783981 22814796 569736 - 23406400
FASTURE
AND RANGE 3226745 12073318 2318578 599500 18218145 158213 18412460

FOREST 1906584 3186649 57947769 891033 63932335 1086895 210722 65229952

OTHER .LAND 810940 $0C496 845373 1135608 3691817 368400 4060217

"TOTAL : 20307924 21872827 63065720 3409522 108657093 2183244 ‘ 111109029




Table 3f.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of probibm, Appa]achian region

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

i ot e i i e s oo

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

PROBLEM

o e ot . S
o s e i ot et it s

ISOLATED
TRACT

SMALL
OWNERSHIP
UNIT

HELD

USE

|
| COMMITTED

FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-|

| LAND USES
1

3

SHORT
GROWING
| SEASON
} .

MEDIUM:

NONE

ON-F ARM

MULT I-FARM
PROJECT ACTICN

TOTAL

NONE
ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
FROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTICN

TOTAL

4453288

781579

o

0

5234867

61255

13691

34156

26546

1356438

510310

2938573

492885

43257

3541425

1279522

0

0

143010

89347

714640

33072

180087

1017146

1071225

0
]

12418€

207942
2547193
75188

0

2830323

871859

S48674

1420€15

36326

0

2005615

1233990

66167
271129
35120
o

372416

278290
2817710
1018434

180087

4294521

4190306




Table 3f.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Appalachian region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PCTENTIAL

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

PROBLEM

e came i
e e e i i

LACKING
CEPENDABLE
WATER

HIGH
DENSITY
FOREST

ENVIRON-
MENTAL
IMPACT

ERGSION
CONTROL
COSTS

b e e e

ORAINAGE
QUTLET
PROBLEM

SEEPAGE

SEASONAL |
HIGH WATER)

TABLE |
|

MED IUM:

NONE

ON—-F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—-FARM
MULTI~-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

432113

73536
1651382
220740
13656

1959314

[+]
445481
0
0

445481

81984
9543835
2036881

238756

11301456

10140090

0
0

10c2€4

o
255612
]
[+]

255612

44523
1357884
127078
0

1525485

5875108

105429
365464
0
L]

470893

45759
672114
0

s}

‘717873

134546
5660995
0o

37&37

5833788

1021€804

25031
87416
42828
130068

285343

]
o
108949
0

108949

28931
1012926
1711154

308482

3061493

1251358

o

0

126078

44499

783760

o

71611

899870

221229

25031
1056262
220740
142221

1444254

Qo
314898
108949

]

4238a7

4]
2418286
2224633

383779

5026698

2060774




Table 3f.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Appalachian region--continued

[Estimated acres]

| 11
s ! I PROBLEM
B | 1 ,
| 11 | | t | | | :
| DEVEL.OPMENT I'l sETLAND | ] HIGH | THICK ! VERY i STONES OR | ACCUM-
| || TYPES | COMMCN | EROSION JUNDESIRABLE| LOw | ROCK I WATION
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY {1 3-20 {- FLOODING | HAZARD. | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY | OUTCROP | OF SALTS
1 il 1 1 .. 1 1l L
HIGH: NONE 0 " 25031 256799 0 49861 49572 0
ON=F ARM 0 418088 703614 0 36611 228082 0
MULT I-FARM 0 42828 11111 ) ] 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 0. 41023 0 0 0 o o
TOTAL o 526971 971524 0 BAAT72 277654 (1]
MED TUM: NONE (4] o] 45759 ("] (¢] o o
k ON-FARM 1] 98761 1074548 0 o 42858 0
MUL T I-FARM (o] 72487 o 0 0 0 0
PROJECT ACTICN 0 26546 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 197794 1120707 o 0 42858 0
LOw : NONE 0 0 177057 0 a3ess 61664 0
ON—FARM 80844 853925 4924442 396973 1696343 895018 0
MUL.TT~-F ARM 0 414298 . 0 95956 18163 [\] AU ]
PROJECT ACTICN 79899 71611 37347 0 127225 . 22435 )
TOTAL 160743 1339834 5136346 492929 1885619 979117 o

ZERO: - = = 118854 1720954 9960733 349894 3077049 3679953 ]




Table 4f.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Appalachian region

[Estimated acres]

|
|
POTENTIAL |
1

DEVELOPMENT
NECESSARY

FASTURE
AND RANGE

FOREST

+1I1Gh2

MEDIUM?

NONE

ON-FARM
MUL T I-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE
DN-F ARM

MULT I-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

4835052
1968628
111
27368

6842159

146712
1049411
24156

0

1230279

985140
5833143
15566

0

6833849

6967640

21873927

110737

208183S

220740

143724

2557036

[+ ]

599418

74793

26546

700757

81984

12664142

2372471

498062

15616659

44191268

63065720

0
0

74773

108017
30084
35120

o

173221

421092
523708

o
’71611

1016411
2145117

3409822

4967733
4103292
231851
171092

947396¢

254726
1678912
144066
26546

2104257

1488216
19020992
2388037
569672

23466916
§$330402¢

88349165




Table 5f.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Appalachian region

[Estimated acres]

:: POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND GF 1975 : : UREAN :: :
1 PASTUREs RANGE. FORESTs AND OTHER LAND | | il |
g CLASS & ] | CROP- | AND I {
' 1 | | | i ! I TOTAL [
SUBCLASS | HIGH | MEDILM | LOw | ZERO { LAND | WATER il |
11 : 1 i | 1l i

- 1006702 41269 357045 138409 2341220 130581 4015226

2E 3649608 2432636 33220820 705749 6086756 238146 14444715

2w 839877 115685 1199668 291642 3021632 124388 5593192

2s 283804 0 563244 35103 1015576 105627 2003354

3E 1739104 6303245 5615470 1831370 2902162 260543 13378994

3w 994094 241€45 2853785 1031007 1949419 142810 7212960

3s 9012 41€02 428921 4834 218367 o 746243

aE 673910 634579 4817909 3229667 1104067 141386 10601918

4w 26638 0 1064954 918642 200330 180008 2390572

4s o 0 667748 353426 163387 212483 1397044

Sw 0 23349 367991 259719 389175 29712 1069946

6E 145321 31247 1606226 8600718 558102 235068 11176682

6w o} o] 95956 184198 0 ] 280154

.68 105868 0 207182 1848285 82325 18463 2262153

7~ 8 0 0 0 33827749 275406 432721 34535876

TOTAL s473968 2104257 23466519 53304025 20307924 2451936 111109029




[Estimated acres]

Table 1g.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Southeast region

CLASS ¢
SUBCLASS

|
|
CROPLAND |
|

PASTURE
AND  RANGE

FOREST

OTHER
LAND

SUBTOTAL

1156753
5042508
1349442
1776643
1740264
630726
1497460
807735
175962
1696638
o
276831
o
177710

190629

16519301

257088
2184822
97c372
2532€57
2352780
2356549
880552
1122381
4290808
854668
1063€50
787800
as283
523628

831568

18805626

347225
32é9685
3201870
1444957
4299851
690i798
1110109

5104929

7479391

2935111

6931822

5466202

40332

1812283

14870632

65236197

104878
499290
270457
20260
480136
561618
228976
202112
104153
794141
607126
36523
[}
72559

1024030

5006259

1865944
11016305
5792141
3495517
8873031
16450691
3717497
72371857
12050314
6279958
8632798
6567356
89615
2586180

16916879

105571383

406497
558895
191002
o}
163694
86125
25952
186704
327425

334673

79000

78412
[+]
157187

19656

2615222

Lo}

[}

996698

()

0

107472

(o}

183641

]

o

0

1987499

3275310

2272441
11575200
5983143
3495517
9036725
11533514
3743449
7423861
12485211
6614631
8895439
6645768
89615
2743367

18924034

111461915




Table 2g.-~Changes in.land use between 1967 and 1975, Southeast region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 1975

fom e s o, e
s S s — i i

| ] i Il Ht { It
1 PASTLRE | i CTHER ' ¢l § A
CROPLAND | AND RANGE | FOREST | LAND It susToTAaL ] URBAN | WATER $1 TOTAL
1 1 1 11 11 1 11
12020409 3201738 1805620 1593956 18621720 664275 [} 19285995
ANC RANGE 1872779 8550398 1385829 728917 12937923 397063 222892 13557878
2219939 6222743 61489806 1436939 71369427 938402 984897 73292726
OTHER LAND 406174 434750 554942 1246447 2642313 615482 2067521 5325316
3275310 111461915

16519301 1880%826 65236197 5006259 105571383 2615222




Table 3g.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southeast region

{Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

o wn e e e e e

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

PROBLEM

ISOLATED

TRACT

!

] SMALL

| OWNERSHIP
{ UNIT
1

HELD
FOR URBAN
USE

! (
| COMMITYED |
| TO NONCROP-|
| LAND USES |
i 1

SHORT
GROW ING
SEASON

MED IUM:

NONE

ON-F ARM

MULTI=FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM

MUL TI-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—-F ARM

MULTI-FARM

PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

1382963

1863023

0 0

0 0

3245986 107937

0

254987

25231

0

2&£0218

0

2599590

185784

370261

3155635

1146554

0
843108
0
134490

977598

0o
2446555
40310
423043

2909508

1867544

148855
424236
93529
0

666620

0
199969
[}

0
199969
)
3271093
201408
475084

3947585

1602375

37662

1419870

221420

22959

1701911

3594110

176810
1754448
o

(o}

1931258

198488 -
10477456
412048
2792712

13880704

8448328




Table 3g.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southeast region--continued

[Estimated acres]

| 11 I
| 11 PROBLEM i
| it |
| 1 | l ] | { 1 i
| DEVELOPMENT Il LACKING | HIGH | ENVIRON- | ERGSION | DRAINAGE | | SEASONAL |
| |{ CEPENDABLE| DENSITY |} MENTAL | ~ CONTROL | OUTLET | | HIGH WATER]|
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY |t WATER | FOREST | IMPACT | COSTS | PROHBLEM | SEEPAGE | TABLE |
1 11 | i { 1 1 1 |
HIGH: NONE 0 o 0 57203 (1] 0 93195
ON—F ARM o 2345816 [+] 738236 456154 22328a 2931323
MULTI-FARM o] 64626 o o 0 (1] 152305
PROJECT ACTICN ° 0 0 0 0 1] 25968
TOTAL 0 2410442 0 795439 456154 223284 3202791
MED IUM: NONE 0 46138 0 104627 0 o 0
ON—-FARM o 2640798 415530 3009412 409417 96529 1226547
MULTI-FARM 0 25231 0 (] 21439 43182 429047
PROJECT ACTION 0 508080 45026 134490 192750 18010 482214
TOTAL 0 3220243 460556 3248526 623606 157721 2138208
LOwW 3 NONE 0 321446 0 33378 0 0 211284
ON-F ARM 302621 10291044 1120590 6832851 4598206 819719 12138435
MULTI-FARM 0 1027917 66586 165915 1190294 78967 1332299
PROJECT ACTION 0 3538600 553604 292001 1433206 11598 4468501
TOTAL 302621 15179007 1740780 7324145 7221706 910284 18150519

ZERQ: - = - [\] 7182160 1418801 3000568 3818548 193230 7974903




Table 3g.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southeast region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PRCBLEM

! { | |
WETLAND | HIGH | THICK { VERY | STONES OR | ACCUM-
TYPES COMMON | EROSION |UNDESIRABLE | LOw ROCK I ULATION
3-20 FLOODING | ~ HAZARD | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY GUTCROP | OF SALTS
1 L 1 i

DEVELOFMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY

R —
e . St s e i,
s s s > i g i

NONE 284056 ] o
ON-FARM 578041 986686 258779
MULTI-FARM : 127885 0 30270
PROJECT ACTION 25968 0 [\

TOTAL 1015950 986686 289049

MED JUM: NONE 0 0 24 679
ON-FARM 1086651 1618313 749941

MULTI-FARM 352621 o ]

PROJECT ACT.ION 459701 (o} ]

TOTAL 1898973 1618313 774620

NONE 0 25364 38250 0o 51706 ]
ON-FARM 102833 6677407 5743592 236831 5672161 149616
MULTI-FARM 218978 658618 104709 o 71307 0
PROJECT ACTION 288273 3423831 87931 0 1028502 ]

TOTAL 610084 10785220 5974482 236831 6823676 149616

2019941 5368628 3352120 263553 2006067 411284




Table 4g.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Southeast region

[Estimated acres]

: DEVELOPMENT :: FASTURE : : OTHER :: :
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY Il AND RANGE | FOREST | LAND 1i TOTAL |
H 11 1 1 11 1

HIGk: NONE 1834602 0 156543 1991145

ON-FARM 3408187 4751373 31315 815087&

MULTI-FARM 117949 64626 0 18257¢

PROJECT ACTICN 25968 0 0 ‘ 2596E€

TOTAL 5386706 4815999 187858 103905632

MED IUM: NONE 266043 46138 23854 366035

ON-F ARM 2427199 433126¢ 187151 6945615

MUL T I=F ARM 33244 417242 0 450486€

PROJECT ACTION $0614 588695 0 679306

TOTAL 2847100 5383340 211005 8441445

LOW @ NOME 159402 360031 ] 516433

ON—F ARM 763885$ 18496540 834224 27269623

MULTI-FARM 130010 1511936 168218 1810164

PROJECT ACTICN 111222 5243847 46060 5401126

TOTAL 8339493 25612354 1048502 350003456

ZERO: - - = 2236327 29424504 3558894 35219725

TOTAL - - =— . — = 18809626 65236197 5006259 89052082




Table 5g.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Southeast region

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975
PASTURE »

CLASS €

RANGEs FOREST,

AND OTHER LAND

SUBCL ASS

|
{

|
MECIUM |
|

|
|
1

436435
3132094
1730605
729785
1270214
1360644
245940
244411
660121
175601
368380
36279

0

0

o

10390563

14CE78
585806
212227
1432220
283C148
59 €605
397449
1203382
105€870
485542
525715
121800
0
133333

0

8441445

24441

1784067

1544473

629088

2360044

5436684

1329283

38109287

7148212

2555272

4368877

2310555

89615

1150451

(o]

35000349

107383

471830

566294

216781

672361

2374032

247365

1162372

2007149

1366505

3365826

3821891

0

1124686

16726250

35219725

1156753
5042508
1349442
1776643
1740264
630726
1497460
807735
175962
1696638
o
276831
(o)
177710

190629

16519301

406497

§58895

191002

0

163694

1¢82823

25952

186704

434897

334673

262641

78412

0

157187

2007155

5890532

2272441
11575200
5983143
3495517
9036725
11533514
3743449
7423861
12485211
661463)
8895439
6645768
89615
2743367

18924034

111461915




Table 1h.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Delta region

[Estimated acres]

1851 V1Vadn @

4 | | I i 1l | t {
cLAss ¢ || | PASTLRE | i CTHER 11 i i i |
SUBCLASS || CROPLAND | AND RANGE | FOREST . | LAND 1t sustoTtaL 1| URBAN | WATER R TOTAL |
1l 1 1 | 11 11 | il 1

1- 1516923 723749 198152 46528 2885352 30655 o 291 €007

2E 1966262 28€6SEa8 3236204 312805 8385119 138071 23577 8546767

2w 4802912 1575583 2820851 549767 9753513 246132 0 999S€4S

2s 135624 2Z046 0 o 167670 0 o 167670

3€E 1222243 31z2¢€63 4813782 229646 9389334 173174 o 9s62508

3w 8749948 1211106 6191311 225356 16377721 105876 36575 16520172

3s 0 0 257319 0 297316 0 0 297319

4E 100551 1100062 3001963 120501 4323077 24265 25142 4372484

aw 478182 234829 2975364 247422 3935797 (] 0 3935797

4s 0 0 201892 o 201892 o o 201892

sw 681566 17€301 5230952 26837 6117656 o 27954 61455io

6E 107267 $12179 3258550 134992 4413018 82208 0 4495226

6u 35580 o 1448084 o 1483664 0 0 1483664

6S o 82%46 697255 21089 801290 0 0 801290

7-8 42362 4Z€C8S 10029588 2649592 13147727 0 30544 1317271

TOTAL 20239450 12474797 44401367 4564535 81680149 800381 143792 82624322




Table 2h.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Delta region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 197S

|
PASTURE | OTHER
CROPLAND AND  RANGE | FOREST LAND SUBTOTAL
|

CRCPLAND 16272906 1712798 361731 18889913 230006 19145061

PASTURE .
AND RANGE 1638102 8253€67 15852¢4 535020 12012053 153453 12165506

FOREST 2103858 224€236 41932492 591686 46874272 273270 51531 47199073

OTHER LAND 2245€4 262C96 341133 3076098 3903911 143652 67119 4114682

20239450 12474797 44401367 4564535 81680149 800381 143792 82624322




Table 3h.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Delta region

[Estimated acres]

18811 vavadn (3)

| i
} I PRCELEM
% | 1
i i1 | | [ | l |
| DEVELOFMENT il } | | SMALL | HELD | COMMITTED | SHORT
: . | i1 | SMALL | ISOLATED | OWNERSHIP | FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-| GROWING
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY i NONE | TRACT | TRACT 1 UNIT i USE | LAND uUSES | SEASON
1 i1 : 1 i 1 { i 1
HIGH: NONE 1933741 0 0 291176 o o
ON-FARM 892803 107178 0 53289 0 353105
MULTZI-FARM 0 0 S0 0 0 0
PROJECT ACTION o 0 0 , 0 0 0
TOTAL 2826544 107175 o 344465 o 353105
MEDIUM:  NONE 0 54802 : o 49347 0 280350
ON-FARM ; : o 0 o 165282 0 1236916
MUL.T I-FARM ) o 0 o o " 35298
PROJECT ACTION (1] 0 . 0 0 0 o
TOTAL o 54802 o 214626 0 1552564
LOW 2 NONE (s} 37674 77453 74551 0 205101
ON-FARM 0 1269397 923267 3729898 0 9096512
MULTI-FARM 0 116869 118425 97104 ) 15688 195243
PROJECT ACTION 0 567811 265624 : 221123 81553 1581300
TOTAL , 0 1991751 1384769 4122€76 101641 11078156

ZERC: - - - 0 524342 942457 ‘1733076 - 702178 5247793




Table 3h.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Delta region--continued

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

PRCBLEM

LACKING HIGH
CEPENDABLE DENSITY
WATER FOREST

ENVIRON~
MENTAL
ITMPACT

EROSION
CONTROL
COSsTs

DRAINAGE
QUTLET
PRCBLEM

SEASCNAL
HIGH WATER

SEEFAGE TABLE

MEDIUM:

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-~FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

36688

2336362

70346 0

203632 0

2647028 140666

0 G
1434858 114451
55908 0
145342 0

1636108 114451

0 617443
14908566 3865227
957503 0o 0
2807856 322813 0

18674325 384134 4482€7C

4705137

167054 6952805 5514€8

0

115674

o]

163528

279202

0

180047

75754

o

255801

[}

2062812

819529

1892420

4774461

590012

306090
1432603;

70346

272162

2081201

0
170644
75754
58608

30230¢

o)
5905905
342293
2211663

8459861

886570




Table 3h.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Delta region--continued

[Estimated acres]

| 1
| 11 PROBLEM
| 11
| | | I | | ( |
A DEVELOPMENT £1 wETLAND | | HIGH { THICK | VERY | STONES OR | ACCUNM-—
| . H TYPES | COMMON | EROSION |UNDESIRABLE | LOwW | ROCK f  ULATION
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY 11 3-20 |  FLOGCDING | HAZARD | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY | OUTCROP | OF SALTS
: 1 ] i1 1 i | | 1 1
HIGH: NONE 0 266616 134002 o] 0 0 0
ON—-F ARM o] 528576 191233 o] 226859 0 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 0 0 (4] o (o]
PROJECT ACTION ¢ 272162 0 0 0 o] 0
TOTAL 0 1067354 32823s 0 226859 0 0
MEDIUM: NONE 0 0 46347 0 114829 0 0
ON-FARM ] 33655 116770 0 930340 o 0
MULTI-FARM 0 75754 o] 0 35298 0 0
PROJECT ACTICN 0 224146 0 0 0 (1] (]
TOTAL 0 332955 166117 o] 1080467 o ]
LOw : NCNE 0 0 454324 o 74551 0 o)
ON-FARM ) "~ 11CS9010 3267828 4575578 32046 8980510 442737 0
MULTI-FARM 0 322477 . o] 0 110339 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 479427 3429056 0 67599 457126 0 0
TOTAL 1584437 7019361 5029902 99645 9622526 642737 o

ZERQC: . - 0 1881102 5737813 0 4091622 2616131 0




Table 4h.--Paotential cropland and development necessary by land use, Delta region

[Estimated acres]

{ |

| DEVELOPMENT FASTURE |
POTENTIAL | NECE SSARY AND RANGE | FOREST
1 1.

HIGH? NONE 273762 3668¢ 121606 289591
ON-F ARM 1475393 2410908 234455 43120756
MULTI-FARM 0 70346 0 7034€
PROJECT ACTIGCN 37674 203632 - 30ese6 2721€2

TOTAL 42350692 2721574& 386917 73591€&2

MEO IUNM: NCNE 396111 0 3e€s3 2327€4
ON-FARM 103867¢C 1434858 30899 2504427
MULTT-FARM 55144 55908 0 11108z
PROJECT ACT ION 24572 199574 0 224138

TOTAL 1554497 1690340 3272386

NONE 799326 0 82210 881536
ON-FARM 2629665 16007502 456876 199094042
MULTI-FARM 170570 1070511 15688 1260766
PROJECT ACTION §02287 3699674 73256 4275217

TOTAL 4101848 20777687 632030 2551156¢
2607760 19211766 3478036 28297562

12874797 44401367 4564535 61440695




Table 5h.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Delta region

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL FCR CROFLAND OF '197S
PASTURE+ RANGE. FOREST, AND OTHER LAND

CLASS ¢ ,
' | I |

SUBCLASS HIGH ) MECILM | LOW | ZERO
| 1 |

2273s0 . §£330 €55181 46528 1916923 30655 2916007
2457913 £3C409 2647405 483130 1966262 161648’ 8546767
2136788 S6EE6S 1135391 1102554 4802912 246132 9999645

0 o 22046 o} 135624 0 167670
856284 16£405 4656257 2419145 1222243 173174 9562508
s24389 - 127€237 5193047 232100 8749948 142451 16520172

24037 o} 273282 0 0 o 267319
77502 30457 2372316 1741751 | 100551 4372484’

651880 166563 2130663 478109 478182 3935797

0 0 201892 0 o} 201892

0 3686265 1673105 . 681566 6145610

1057453 3248268 107267 , 4495226
1419360 28724 35580 1483664
62507 738783 0 801290

] 13105365 13178271

7359183 ’ 3272389 25511565 2€267562 20239450 644173 82624322




Table Ti.--Land Use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Southern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

CLASS & . PASTURE OTHER |
SUBCLASS CROPLAND AND RANGE FOREST LAND { SUBTOTAL
1

953827 2268727 0 478673 3701227 0
8603081 9060549 297720 156298 18117648 255422
2561694 2066227 1066942 0 6097963 44735
6148303 . 924467 53270 0 7126040 51186
2869346 5684123 ) 0 8553469 0

122266SS 21762653 2264987 187482 36442617
1704556 2455232 1026435 65077 5251300

452432 1782655 1340826 0 3576107

261155 996331 o) 0 1257486 0
3095124 14844291 88812a 210888 19038427 203975

78538 334623 130018 543179

210494 3452532 83260 3746686

0 112826 ‘ c 112828
70131 4280887 1277565 5725600 0
23554 1000444 0 0 1023998 27781
826954 17008550 3281760 214513 21331777 258051
123274 785831 1402974 0 2316076 0
90506 4992€49 : 0 117211 5200366 o
362024 638€641 0 0 6750665 0

0 39015S17 3550777 254864 42821558 219740

41061688 13922€€55 16664652 1782023 198735218 1170418

o}

0
319954
30798
(o}
107212

117492

439130
0
172300
40196
Q

(o}

0

1321159

3701227
18373C70
6462652
7208024
8553469
36623207
5368792
3612457
1257486
19336479
54317%
3746686
112826
6164730
1051779
21762128
2356275
5200366
6750665

43041298

201226795
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Table 2i.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Southern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 197S

e e s i e i e

i { | il N ] (¥ ]
| . PASTURE | 1 OTHER vl 1 | B
CROPLAND | AND RANGE | FOREST - | LAND {1 susToTAL . || URBAN | WATER ] TOTAL
i 1 L 11 1l 1 1lf
37205634 9005583 244819 796925 47252561 328355 441444 46022760
ANC RANGE 3311108 113402637 1425058 230286 118369289 475317 652216 119496822
328796 15300093 14883126 144684 30656699 171568 227499 31055766
GTHER LAND 216150 151€342 111649 610128 2456269 195178 0 2651447
41061688 139226855 16664652 1782023 198735218 1170418 1321159 201226795

e e s e i e




Table 3i.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

PCTENTIAL

e oo et e — o, e

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

pe e o i i i i i

e s e o s i

PROBLEM

ISOLATED

SMALL
OWNERSHIP

TRACT UNIT

HELD
FCR URBAN
USE

{ |
| commITTED |
| TO NONCFOP-|
| LAND ustEs |
i 1

SHORT
GROW ING
SEASON

MEDIUM:

NONE

ON-F ARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTIGN

TOTAL

NONE

ON=FARM

MUL TI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE
ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTI1ON

TOTAL

3284741

2749614

0

0

6034355

242614

66126

0

0

308740

46992

220188

0

0

269180

827676

591015}

0

121596

61845

110454

o]

0

17229¢%

o} 156656
10887092 3486350
74572 0

12456670 [¢]

6859453

687861

23418734

8113570

3643006

680450

48992

183161

(o}

(¢]

232183

156656

1617€14

46533

o

1820803

487012

[0}

207541

(o}

0

207541

3383078

37789484

56402

15168106

56397070

13481106




Table 3i.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southern Plains region--cContinued

[Estimated acres]

| 1
| |4 PRCBLEM
| 1 ;
| 11 | | | | | |
i DEVELOPMENT 1t LACKING | HIGH I ENVIRCN- | EROSION | DRAINAGE | | SEASCANAL
| , | | CEPENDABLE|  DENSITY | MENTAL - | - CONTRCOL 1 DUTLET | | HIGH WATER
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY |1 WATER | FOREST | IMPACT | cOSsTS | PROBLEM | SEEPAGE | TABLE
R | 11 1 1 1 1 i i
HIGH: NONE 0 0 0 0 0 o 100778
ON-FARM 219058 34923 ) 90988 0 0 156242
MULTI~FARM 0 ) 0 0 o 0 0
PROJECT ACTION o 0 0 0 o 0 o
TOTAL 215058 34923 0 903988 o 0 257020
MEDIUM:. . NONE 0 0 0 0 0 [V} 0
ON-FARM 0 96652 0 0 0 0 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROJECT ACTIGN o () 0 0 o [V} 0
TOTAL : 0 96652 0 () o 2 0
LOwW 3 NONE 4697S 0 0 0 45072 0 0
‘ON-FARM 10813071 6921449 157212 13579531 269718 0 2003195
MULTI-FARM o 102935 0 83518 131374 0 443437
PROJECT ACTION 12343722 468570 o 865739 45368 0 292983
TOTAL 23203768 7492954 157212 14533188 491532 0 2738615

ZERd: - - - 5737112 3892505 1218818 5982775 1247778 57687 1930933




Table 3i.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Southern Plains region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PRCBLEM

CEVELOPMENT WETLAND

!

| HIGH
TYPES | COMMON

|

1

ERDSION

| i
THICK - |} VERY { STONES OR ACCUM~
UNDESIRABLE] LOW } ROCK ULATION

FERTILITY | OQUTCROP 0OF SALTS
1

POTENTIAL NECESSARY. 3-20

e e e i s
e s it e i it i e

| |
| !
1 |
FLOODING | HAZARD | OVERBURDEN
i 1

{
1

NONE 7 370915 1111847
ON-FARM 131251 1352420
MULTI-FARM 0 [
PROJECT ACTICN 0 [v}

TOTAL 502166 2464267

MEDTIUM: NONE . 0 103546
ON—FARM 144336 465543
MULT I-FARM o 0

PROJECT ACTION 0 (o}

TOTAL 1443365 565089

NCNE 219454 586374 0 0 0 33020
ON-F ARM 2614876 21298757 1802840 3655433 1309401 354512
MULTI-=FARM 317710 83%18 0 [o] 0 205836
PROJECT ACTION 2949540 28863S 0 o} 0 1913499

TOTAL 6101580 22260588 1802840 3655433 1309401 2506867

4241830 17446083 340852 7255704 7619274 1031723




Table 4i.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Southern Plains region

[Estimated acres]

L86L+ VIVQdN @

N H . i {
| DEVELOPMENT |l PASTURE | OTHER I |
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY ]| AND RANGE FOREST | LAND i TOTAL |
| 11 | 11 1
HIGH: NONE 4867510 97445 0 4964955
ON-FARM 4603561 34923 0 4638484
- MUL T I-FARM 0 0 (s} o}
PROJECT ACTION o] o] o 0
TOTAL 9471071 132368 o 960343S
MED TUM: NONE 152538 o] 0 152538
> ON-F ARM 601041 297659 207541 1106241
MULTI-FARM o 0 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 0 o} 0 0
TOTAL 753579 297659 207541 1258776
LOwW : NONE 3805853 0 31427 383728¢
ON-F ARM 49076360 7614496 512793 57203645
MULT I-FARM 501282 129008 0 630290
PROJECT ACTION 16953202 646963 59206 17659371
TOTAL 70336697 8390467 603426€ 7933056¢C
Z2ERO: - - = £8665508 7844158 971056 67480722
TOTAL = = - - = 139226855 16664652 1782023 15767353¢C
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Table 5i.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class

[Estimated acres]

and subclass, ‘Southern Plains region

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975
PASTUREs RANGE, FOREST», AND OTHER LAND
i | 1
SUBCLASS HIGH MECTIUM |
1 1 |

CLASS &

1630521 [+} 638206 478673

3077964 35€730 6012365 65508

1125236 144339 1866694 [}

503622 o 474115 (o]

187178 0 5496945 o]
1952813 485882 21738467
161490 o 3320177
0 o 3123675
0 0 996331
8875065 11€260 14891897
o} 0 464641
3465530

112826 0

4649090 1006379

1000444 o

5272653v 15077958

123274 2069531

360687 4749173

5322573 1066068

3] [} [} 42821558

9603439 125€779 79330590 67480722

953827 3704227

8603081 18373070

2961694 6862652

6148303 7208024
2869346 o 8553469
12226695 180390 36623207
1704556 117492 5368792
452432 36350 3612457
261155 0 1257486
3095124 298052 19336479
78538 0 543179
210454 0 3746666
0 0 112826

70131 439130 6164730
235564 27781 1051779
826954 430351 21762128
123274 40196 2356275
90506 o 5200366
362024 ) 6750665
0 219740 43041298

41061688 2491577 201226795




“Table 1j.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Mountain region

[Estimated acres]

1 | | | Hl ( (3] {
cLass & |1 | PASTURE | OTHER | ] { 1 |
SUBCLASS - || CROPLAND | AND RANGE FOREST | LAND { susToTAL || URBAM { WATER (] TOTAL |
11 . | 1 1l u 1 11 1

1- 1811931 16039 0 13934 1841904 16753 0 1858657

2E 3i1477o 1286840 0 4008 4405618 70010 0 4475628

2w 81601 324525 0 0 406126 17348 0 423474

2% 2057025 163333 0 12289 2232647 6740 0 2239387

a2c 3908296 1938327 0 115583 5962206 0 0 5962206

3E 8712751 11064223 53774 79930 19910678 1740 o 19912418

3w 642167 361599 0 44205 1047971 1855S 5559 1072085

3 35 2310370 291660 ) 116800 2719030 () 0 2719030

3¢ 7845843 1415587 0 125249 9390679 46964 0 9437643

&4E 5936029 15564204 648717 334949 22483899 457441 0 22941340

aw 720377 821124 195287 34186 1770974 5476 6806 1783256

4S5 864093 406761 0 52981 1323835 1202% 0 1335864

4c 288066 9432596 ) 0 1231662 0 o 1231662

SW 36510 573419 0 0 609929 185SS o 628484

6E 1823333 58575362 ‘2836642 268029 63507366 91931 2292 63601589

6W 14175 1723212 77269 42051 1856707 0 0 1856707

6S 185783 23466762 990795 4502 24677842 9679 0 24687521

6C 0 4290251 0 108202 4398453 70874 0 4469327

- 279655 85392692 6766245 7987714 103426606 397896 67810 103892312

TOTAL 40632775 20865£C16 14568729 9344612 273204132 1241991 82467 274528590




Table 2j.--Changes in land use between 1967 and.1975, Mountain region

[Estimated acres]

LAND USE IN 1975

CROPLAND

PASTURE

AND RANGE |
|

FOREST

LAND

SUBTOTAL

|
OTHER |
|
|

CROPLAND
PASTURE
AND RANGE

" FOREST

OTHER: LAND

34624060

5641955

3644 87

40632775

5784982

173€45567

22569631

6652836

20865€016

1958221

12504639

1058€9

14568729

40493154
6252403 187502146
690189 35766732

2317908 9442100

9344612 273204132

130312

1027786

1241991

40629025
188539030
35812896

9547639

274528590




Table 3j.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Mountain region

[Estimated acres]

PROBLEM

1 )
SMALL HELD | commiTTED | SHORT
1SOLATED OWNERSHIP FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-| GROWING
TRACT UNIT USE | LAND uUsES | SEA SON
1 1

DEVELOPMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY

,...__.,_._........._
e o o e o e i
s . e o e

HIGH: NONE 4727571 89047 0
ON-FARM 168369 295559 317599
MULTI-F ARM 0 ) 0 0
PROJECT ACTION ' o 0 667848 k 0

TOTAL 4895940 384606 985447 ‘ 70534

MED IUM: NONE 45808 o - 852472 106662 142013 1209799
ON—-FARM 208895 309861 A o 26970 151085 28896
MULTI-FARM 0 ] ] ] (] o
PROJECT ACTION 0 (] 0 o 115583 d

TOTAL 254703 309861 8352472 133632 408681 1238695

NONE 1448783 1306318 588836 (4] 1888126 848748
ON=FARM 2638324 6014065 661911 1772764 5464439 632‘639
MULTI-FARM 80112 212964 0 [+} 5223 233579
PROJECT ACTION 359882 3406943 0 206238 47992 5308786

TOTAL 45271085 10940290 1250747 1979002 7425780 12715752

806549 12746061 591596 455289 12325251 16842708




Table 3j.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Mountain region--continued

[Estimated acres]

"PCTENTIAL

CEVELOPMENT

NECFESSARY

PRCOBLEM

LACKING
DEPENDABLE
WATER

|
|
|
!
|

HIGH
DENSITY
FOREST

ENVIRON-
MENTAL
IMPACT

EROCSION
CONTROL
COsTS

DRAINAGE
QUTLEY
FROBLEM

SEEPAGE

SEASCNAL |
HIGH WATER}
TABLE §
|

MED IUM:

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON~-F ARM
MUL T I~FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON—FARM

MULT I-FARM
PROJECT ACT ION

TOTAL

44885
918610
98434
1172292

2274221

0
901748
345088
612919

1859755

1146039
13912841
854666
14171854

30085400

38149541

759852

[o]

(o]

o

759€52

0 0
637311 1604842
53696 0
428641 2475612

1119€648 4080454

3492729 3750436

34454
365755
]
345744

746953

117552
1018511
[+]

34514

1170577

114985

4817356

290716

2234211

7457268

21201160

[}

0

(o}

131748

131748

(o}

126038

3615

98666

298219

696392

12154

249443

0o
48289

309886

287524

49436
83852
131748

265036

12154
1047689
175459
434834

1670136

1193337




Table 3j.--Potential cropland and de@e]opment necessary by type of problem, Mountain region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PRCBLEM

| { |

| HIGH | THICK | VERY STONES OR
COMMON | EROSION |UNDESIRABLE | LOW ROCK

|

|

DEVELOFPMENT WETLAND
TYPES

3-20

ACCUM-
ULATIGN
OF - SALTS

POTENTIAL NECESSARY FLOODING HAZARD | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY QUTCROP

L |

P
e e e i i e i it
e s s s ot it S s

N

|
|
1
1
1

NONE ’ : ' 759852
ON~-FARM 622689
MULT I—-FARM . 0
PROJECT ACTIGON 316932

TOTAL 1695473

MEDTIUM: NONE 4] 814472
ON=-FARM 218277 1488706 | 0
MULT I-FARM ‘ 83852 83852 o
PROJECT ACTION 578405 0 131748

TOTAL 880534 2387030 131748

N .

NONE 3] 1081¢ . 1343601 0 90971 0 ]
ON-FARM ’ 219482 » 820493 12621728 136316 862830 1539364 259240
MULTI-FARM [o} 176485 894133 0 V46&l6 105853 157988
PRQJECT ACTION 0 706482 6274454 38100 996717 882442 433690

TOTAL - 219482 1714279 21133516 174416 1999334 2527659 859518

. 425641 1548466 45485073 1775054 10462826 19042210 857154




Table 4j.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use; Mountain region

[Estimated acres]

{ |
| FASTURE |
| AND RANGE | FOREST
1 1

| |
| DEVELOPMENT |
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY |
1 L

HIGH: NONE 5601947 5655806
ON—-FARM 1658042 ' 1699576
MUL T I-FARM 98434 98434
PROJECT ACTION 1172292 1172292

TOTAL 8570715 8626114

MEDIUM: . NONE k 2401306 ) ; 0 240130¢
ON—-F ARM 1805829 22236 184823¢
MULTI-FARM 428940 0 428940
PROJECT ACTION 467336 115583 612916

TOTAL $137411 137819 5251404

NONE ’ 4944142 0 (o} 4944142
ON-FARM 24595154 755060 202478 ‘ 25552692
MULTI-FARM 1087530 53696 2904 114413C
PRGJECT ACTION 14545742 245192 1716 1476265¢C

TOTAL 45172568 1053948 207098 46433614
149777322 13498607 8944296 17222022¢

208658016 14568729 9344612 232571357




Table 5j.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Mountain region

[Estimated acres]

:: POTENTIAL. FOR CROPLAND OF 1975 : : URBAN I: :
i1 PASTURE s RANGE, FORESTy, AND OTHER LAND | | Il i
cLass & 11| . | CROP- - | AND {4 i
1 | | i | { ] TOTAL |
sSyBcLASS ] HIGH | MEDIULM | LOw | ZERO i LAND | WATER il {
L1 | 1 1 | | 14 1
1- 8977 1168 19828 0 1811931 16753 1858657
2E 403545 8494 837023 41786 3114770 70010 4475628
2w 18937 84874 217067 3647 81601 173a8 423474
2s 21888 8€C54 66305 1408 2057025 €740 2239387
2¢ 607284 492465 954161 o 3908296 (4] 5962206
3E 3952087 1095518 5391125 754797 a712751 1740 19912418
© 3w ("} o 365725 36079 642167 24114 1072085
9 3s 178870 o 208415 21375 2310370 (o] 2719030
3c 568604 26€478 619907 89847 7845843 46964 9437643
4E 547743 1168218 12499508 2332401 5936029 457441 22941320
4w o 23€577 564509 249511 720377 12282 1783256
s 157706 23724 179303 99009 864093 12029 1335864
4c : o 33£504 566385 40767 288066 0 1231662
sw 0 0 180631 392788 36510 18555 6268484
6E 1879540 10S€3€6 13759557 44948570 1823333 94223 63601589
6W 28812 131748 504148 1177824 14175 0 1856707
6S 21658 0 7025210 17445191 185783 9679 24687521
6C 230456 25E€16 2470807 1438334 o 70874 4469327
7 -8 o 0 0 103146951 279655 465706 103892512

TOTAL 8626114 5291404 46433614 172220225 4063277S 1324458 274528590

-




Table 1k.--Land use in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Pacific region

[Estimated acres]

! ' '
CLASS & | PASTLRE CTHER
SUBCLASS CROPLAND | AND RANGE FOREST LAND

SUBTOTAL

25966 05
846752
1440283
2352486
114100
5251237
1603087
2245063
177533
3238911
414035
648108
o

o
661658

(o}

336552

0

21926410

103776
635705
S2€878
26%5€15
1CCS79
2323074
1473213
1018$97
17127S
321873
230€66
1415438
485019
]
6$60627
o
2714438

16245405

37997778

0

740378

‘259926

o

131624

941077

311421

509176

0

2466686

25474

819208

0

82564

10144206

0

2846691

17129379

36407810

492197
141678
40619
134003
0o
802287
338009
297031
o
‘558505
119322
223333
]
82564

223209

389933

416880

6655307

10914877

3192578

2364513

226€630¢€

2752104

346703

9317€7¢

373073¢C

4070267

348808

9482675

889497

3106087

485016
165128
17989700
389933
6314561

40034091

107246875

224227
0
37868
140914
0
29s81
396048
52894

0

o}
0
194184
0
s}

229137

1317705

341 €605
2364513
2304674
2893018

346703
9347656
4036778
4123161

348808
9547293

928185
3108233

465019

165128

18183884
385933
6314561

40373598

108674950




Table 2k.--Changes in 1and use between 1967 and 1975, Pacific region

[Estimated acres]

LLAND USE 1IN 197S

CROPLAND

PASTULRE
AND RANGE

I
|
|
J

i

|

FOREST |
|

OTHER
LAND

SUBTOTAL

CROPLAND
PASTURE
AND RANGE

FOREST

GTHER LAND

19900556

1585977

366563

73314

219226410

4031168

2872€206

4521863

71€£41

37697778

166547

1712635

34427743

100885

36407810

605669

1127335

3382835

5799338

10914877

24703940

33154153

42698704

6690078

107246875

633211

152067

230647

201780

1317708

110370

110370

25337151

33306220

§3029351

7002228

108674950




Table 3k.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Pacific region

[Estimated acres]

PRCBLEM

‘ | g |
DEVELOPMENT SMALL HELD | commITTED | SHORT
ISOLATED OWNERSHIP FOR URBAN {TO NONCROP-] GROW ING
NECESSARY ! TRACT UNIT USE | LAND USES | SEASCN
1 |

s e i i i e i

POTENTIAL

NONE o 294440 127262 28179
ON-FARM ) 539707 0 258765
MULTI-FARM 0o o 0
PROJECT ACTION 0 ’ 0 [}

TOTAL 834147 127262 286%44

~MEDIUM: NONE

_ON-=FARM

MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE 84561 325855 47764 380295 77284

ON-FARM 336259 2171076 342188 20038 2415386 1952¢€48
MULTI-FARM ‘ . ’ 51768 83488 94586 0 0 62634
‘PRPJECT ACTION 275904 32154S 394932 259873 482811 1246523

TOTAL 748492 2901964 879471 660306 2975481 3261805

414614 5864417 1040406 1605466 4677611 8251473




Table 3k.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Pacific region--continued

[Estimated acres]

| I ]
! 1t PROBLEM |
| i1 : o
| il | 1 | | | | 1
L | DEVELOPMENT 1l tLACKING | HIGH | ENVIRGN- | EROSICN | CRAINAGE | | SEASGNAL |
g . o : | | CEPENDABLE| DENSITV . | MENTAL - | CONTRCL | OUTLET - | ] HIGH WATER]|
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY | i WATER i FOREST | iMPACT | cosTs | PROBLEM | SEEFAGE | TABLE |
| 11 1 | i 1 | | |
HIGH: NONE . 0 0 (o} 48420 9 0 86010
ON-F ARM 839573 37858 0 119924 46075 31877 195160
MUL TI-FARM , 335709 (o} o 335709 (v} 0 0
PROJECT ACTION o} 0 0 o 0 0 0
- TOTAL 1175282 37868 0 504053 46075 31577 281170
© .
©
MEC IUM: NONE 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
ON-FARM 0 17484 0 17484 0 ] 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 o ‘ 0 ' 0 o 0
PROJECT ‘ACTION o V] 0 0 0 (] 0
TOTAL o 17484 0 17484 0 0 0
Low NONE ' 213417 0 : 0 24365$ o 19898 16974
ON-FARM 2177792 3915671 111256 1024737 29E76 8267 761327
MULT I-FARM 879136 0 54098 18516 191174 94731 336026
PROJECT ACTION 2233050 757242 142034 159004 37259 0 1200228

TOTAL 5503395 4672913 307388 144591€ 258309 122896 2314555

ZERC: - - - 10703317 9669403 909185SS 134213 40074 31967 927988




Table 3k.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Pacific region--continued

[Estimated acres]

PRCELEM

| | { '
WETLAND ] HIGH | THICK | VERY STONES OR
TYPES COMMON | EROSION JUNDESIRABLE | LOW ROCK
|
]

DEVELGFMENT

POTENTIAL NECESSARY 3-20 FLOODING HAZARD | OVERBURDEN| FERTILITY OUTCROP

L 1

T R ——
e T
s e i ca, e = i o

NONE 104778 o 0 0
ON~-F ARM 0 618765 249216 37705
MULTI-FARM ' ) 0 335709 335709 0
PRGJECT ACTION o i 0 o ]

TOTAL 104778 954474 584925 377054

NONE

CN—FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL ( o

NONE: 0 322693 103370 103370 (s} 0

ON-FARM ] &1430 2505536 0o 868094 4865645 259514

MULT I-FARM : [+] 113247 27082 [} o 716828 ) ]

PROJECT ACTION 19705 246901 36914 0 1215450 $4709 1054698

TOTAL 19705 441578 2892195 103370 2186%14 12581383 1314512

357966 666168 12146382 171410 2715¢48 8112374 640012




Table 4k,--Potentia1 cropland and development necessary by land use, Pacific region

[Estimated acres]

DEVELOPMENT FASTURE

| | |

| | ]
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY | AMND RANGE | FOREST

1 1 i

NONE k 612490 0 €124G¢
ON-FARM 1183028 565149 1786045
MULTI-FARM 335709 0 © 335706
FROJECT ACTICN 0 ) c

TOTAL 2131227 565146 2734244

MED IUM: NONE
ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM 0
PROJECT ACTICN , 0

TOTAL 17484

NONE 675675 91930 347532 1115137
ON-FARM 3958363 423&424 900605 09339z
MULTI-FARM 390124 716828 70284 117723¢€
PROJECT ACTION 2918961 983001 254389 4156351

TOTAL: 7943123 6026183 1572810 1554211¢€
27900015 30326275 8776918 ‘6700320¢€

37997778 36407810 10914877 8532046¢%




Table 5k.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in.1975 by capability class and subclass, Pacific region

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 197S
PASTUREs RANGEs FOREST, AND OTHER LAND

I ] |
SUECLASS HIGH MEDIULM | |
1 : 1 i

CLASS &

515008 80965 ) 25966 05 3416805
14458 1064589 438674 846752 0 2364513
92523 653307 80693 1440283 37868 2304674

149274 237604 12740 2352486 140914 2893018

o 232603 0 114100 0 346703

424447 2678400 963591 5251237 25681 9347656

159991 1718636 249016 1603087 306048 4036778

535635 838751 450818 2245063 52894 4123161

0 171275 0 177533 | 0 348808

593652 3322992 2327120 3238911 9547293

0o - 205824 269638 414035 . 925185

121611 1531502 804866 648108 3108233

377237‘ 107782 : ] 0 485019

[0} 165128 0 0 165128

1468662 15859380 661658 194184 18183884

o 389933 0 (5] . 389933

127605 959769 4849738 . 3365852 o 6314561

0 [+] 40034091 0 336507 40373598

2734244 15542116 67003208 21926410 1428075 108674950
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Table 1£.--Land use in T975 by capability -class and subclass, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area

[Estimated acres]

1861 vivaan (3)

~ il | { 1 i It | 1 I
cLass & |1 | PASTLRE | - oTHER || : I ! 1 i
SUBCLASS || CROPLANC | AND RAMNGE | FOREST | LAND it suBTOTAL || URBAN i WATER K TOTAL i
11 1 i { 11 11 1 11 : 4
1- 73492 2190 0 ] 76682 . s071 3190 84943
2E 164160 20079 75679 20001 279919 Ba2g 0 288348
2 7790 16450 k o 0 24240 6633 1565t 46528
2s » 54790 112 0 1636 56538 0 0 ' 56538
2c 18038 3€076 108228 81899 264241 19917 0 264156
3E 43728 177683 199690 43340 464441 33207 o 497648
3w 13881 27762 21872 200187 263702 333¢% o 257041
3s 27149 56588 131142 5961 220840 2040 , 0 228880
3c 410 22390 0 0 23800 2644 o 26444
aE 48674 240538 295731 0 584963 45674 0 630617
aw : 23054 3629 o 87527 114510 88s k 0 115395
A4S 25724 SE075 77568 28548 189915 ’ 31467 0 221382
ac 46200 ; 7063 0 o 53263 0 o 53263
SS 0 18664 860302 0 878966 o 0 878966
6E €4054 251448 29769 34065 389336 22998 4271 416605
1] o 7640 76272 123139 2070S1 0 0 207051
6S 47865 242406 142399 17331 450051 6086 0 456087
7-8 39620 100$110 563929 1588843 3201502 68150 2786 3272438

TOTAL 698629 2200203 2592581 2232477 7723890 262540 25898 8012328




Table 2£.--Changes in land use between 1967 and 1975, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area

[Estimated atres]

LAND USE IN 1975

N

PASTLRE CTHER 1

CROPLAND | AND RANGE FOREST LAND i1 susToTAL
il

CROPLAND 583990 305554 112 979245 - 1062713
PASTURE ' : ,
AND RANGE 39403 1704581 122122 51697 1918203 1982967

FOREST : 71802 162470 2319833 661375 3221480 ' 3299603

OTHER LAND 3434 1€798 150514 1434216 1604962 1667C4AS

698629 2200203 2592581 2232477 7723890 262540 8012328




‘Table ‘32.--Potential cropland.and development necessary by type of problem, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area -

[Estimated acres]

PRCELEM

I |
] SMALL HELD { COMMITTED | SHORY
SMALL ISOLATED OWNERSHIP FOR URBAN |TO NONCROP-| - GROWING
TRACT TRACT UNIT USE { 'LAND USES | SEASON
1l |

DEVELOPMENT

PCTENTIAL § NECESSARY

VIR QP
o e e e e it i

NONE

ON-FARM
MUL T I-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

MEDIUM: NONE
ON-FARM
- MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE ‘ 0 6 . o

ON-FARM . 209316 1186219 ‘ 1370097 243448

MUL T I-FARM ’ 0 -0 0 o 0.
bRDJECT ACT ION . [} 105674 0 165981 . . ‘ o

TOTAL ) 209316 ‘ 1295893 96278 15360738 243448

64840 81287 208065 384479 217480 197757







Table 3£.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area--continued

[Estimated acres]

POTENTIAL

DEVELOPMENT

NECESSARY

o i s i e

i i i e e

PROBLEM

LACKING
DEPENDABLE
WATER

|
{
1
i
1

HIGH ENVIRON- ERGCS-ION
DENSITY MEMNTAL. CONTROL
FOREST IMPACT COsTSs

DRAINAGE
OUTLETY
PROBLEM

SEEPAGE

1

| ~ SEASONAL
{ HIGH WATER
| TABLE
1

MEDIUM:

NONE

CON-FARM

MUL TI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACT ION

TOTAL

NONE

ON-FARM
MULTI-FARM
PROJECT ACTION

TOTAL

[o}

772292

0

59341

831633

149822

0 0
882441 128808
0 0 0
[} - 620 1455

882441 86508 130263

141546 225421 229738

242855

224169

405776




Table 3£.--Potential cropland and development necessary by type of problem, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area--continued

TEstimated acres]

o — — —— o w i

t it
i bl PROBLEM
| {1 .
[ I I [ | S | I
} DEVELOPMENT {1 WETLAND | | HI1GH } THICK { VERY | -STONES. OR | ACCUNM=-
4 11 TYPES | COMMON | EROSION (UNDESIRABLE | LOW | ROCK { ULATION
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY K| 3-20 |  FLOODING | HAZARD | OVERSURCEN| FERTILITY [ OUTCROP | OF SALTS
1 11 1 I | 1 1 i i
HIGH?: NONE 0 0 ° o 0 0 0
CON—F ARM o o 0 o [} 0 0
MULT I=FARM 0 0 0 0 (v} 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 0o 0 0 0 o
TOTAL 0 o o} h] 0 0 0
MED 1UM: NONE ] 0 0 0 0 o] 0
ON=-F ARM ) o 21918 35606 0 103622 (] 0
MULTI-FARM 0 0 (4] ] 0 : 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0
TOTAL 0 21914 35606 o 103522 0 o
tow : NONE o 0 0 0 o ] 0
ON-F ARM 0 826 27253a 25856 340754 1167320 23076
MULT I-FARM (o] 0 0 0 o 0 0
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 3766 0 1940 58721 o
TOTAL 0 826 276300 25856 342694 1226041 23076

ZERO: Lo - [} 224961 358296 22586 236351 272182 (]
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Table 4£.--Potential cropland and development necessary by land use, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean area

[Estimated acres]

| |
| DEVELOPMENT FASTURE |
POTENTIAL | NECESSARY AND RANGE |
1 |

FOREST

NONE

ON—-FARM

MUL TI-FARM 0
PROJECT ACTION [}

TOTAL 13279¢

MED-TUM:Z NONE 0 244892
ON-FARM 105362 18425%
MULTI-FARM o 0 c
PROJECT ACTION 0 0 0

TOTAL 103389 105362 208751

NONE o (s} 6
ON-FARM . 1464600 114055 2072946
MUL TI-FARM o [+] o [
PROJECT ACTION 167921 1206 o 169127

TOTAL 662212 1465806 114055 2242072
1404909 934193 2102540 4441642

2200203 2592581 2232477 7025261




Table 5£.--Status of 1967 CNI acreage in 1975 by capability class and subclass, Alaska, Hawaii, and Caribbean
area

[Estimated acres]

1851 vivadn (3)

POTENTIAL FOR CROPLAND OF 1975
PASTURE s RANCGEs FOREST, AND OTHER LAND

] |
SUBCLASS MEDIUM | LOW ZERO

1

CLASS &

73492 84943

164160 288348

0 7790 46524

it2 o] 54790 56538

45472 1626%3 18038 264158

173366 136924 43728 4976486

Y] 224610 13881 267041

168525 [¢] 27149 228880

o 410 26444

509621 630617

66245 ‘ 115395

121369 221382

5908 0 o} 53263

809696 69270 . 0 878966

35832 280489 27269 416605

0o 199411 0 207051

[} 0 281374 120762 €086 456087
0 [o] (o} 3161882 70936 3272438

132795 20E751 2242073 4441642 288438 8012328




Appendix k. Reliability of the data!

To answer questions concerning the reliability of
the potential cropiand data, a method of estimating
coefficients of variation for the national acreage esti-
mates follows.

Suppose A is the true acreage of the class under
consideration, and et A be an estimate of A. By
definition, the coefficient of variation = 4 A is the stand-
ard error (of the estimate A) divided by A the
acreage to be estimated. In other words, the coeffi-
cient of variation is the relative standard error. To esti-
mate a coefficient of variation, use an estimate of the
standard error and the estimated acreagg for the class
under consideration. In terms of percentages, express
the estimated coefficient of variation (CV) as

CV = (100) A
where V is the estimated variance of A

Approximate coefficients of variation for the na-
tional estimates in this survey can be obtained from
figures Ii-1 and lI-2. The vertical axes in these figures
are CV as previously defined. The horizontal axes
represent the estimated percentage,

-

= (100) £

where T =1,439.9 million acres, the tota! acres in the

United States in inventory in 1967. Use hgure -1 if
PC is between 4 percent and 40 percent; if PC is less
than 4 percent, use figure Il-2. The relationship shown
in figures 11 and |I-2 can be expressed as

‘Appendix Il was prepared by J Jeflery Goebel, Statisucal
Laboralory, lowa State University.

&V = (100)e—2.35(PC)2

Confidence statements about the acreage esti-
miates can be obtained from the estimated coefficients
of variation and the estimated percentages. For exam-
ple, the chances are about two in three, or about 67
percent confidence, that the interval from
FC(1 — CV/ 100) to PC{1 + CV/ 100) contains the
true percentage PC. The confidence is about 85 per-
cent that the true PC is contained in the intervai from
PO(1 — 2 CV/ 100) to PC(1 42 CV/ 100).

Consider two examples. It is estimated that 400.4
million acres were in cropland in 1975, which is 27.8
percent of the total expanded acreage. T2 estimated
coefficient of variation is than 1 percent. This gives
about 95 percent confidence that the true cropland
acreage is contained in the interval 27.2 percent to
28.4 percent—or between 391.9 million acres and
408.9 million acres. The estimated amount of non-
cropland with high potential for conversion to crop-
land is 78.3 million acres, or about 5.4 percent of the
total expanded acreage. The assaciated CVis 3.7 per-
cent with about two-thirds confidence that the total
nurmber of acres in the United States with high poten-
tial for conversion to cropland is between 75.4 million
and 81.2 milfion.

There are several limitations. The figures and equa-
tion given should be used only if PC is at least 0.3 per-
cent. The accuracy of the estimates for smaller
classes has not been studied. In addition, this
methodology is a means of estimating only the sam-
pling error, not other types of errars such as those in
measurement.
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Figure iIl-1.—Reliability of the data: Relationship between the coefficient of variation and the size of the class
being estimated (PC  between 4 and 40 percent).
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Figure il-2.—Reliability of the data: Relationship between the coefficient of variation and the size of the class
being estimated {PC between 0 ana 4 percent),
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Appendcix ill. Definitions

Land use

Urban and built-up areas—Cities, villages, other
built-up areas of more than 10 acres, industrial sites,
raiiroad vyards, cemeteries, airports, goHf courses,
shooiing ranges, institution and public administration
sites, and similar areas. This separation does not
necessarily include all land inside city and village
limits; it inciudes some land outside such limits. Non-
farm rural residences are accounted for as other land
not in farms.

Water and wet areas—Definitions used by the Cen-
sus of Agriculture and in this study are:

Water, more than 40 acres—Permanent lakes,
reservoirs, and ponds of more than 40 acres;
streams, sloughs, estuaries, and canals more than
one-eighth of a statute mile wide, Any part of such a
body of water included in a sample unit was iden-
tified on the soit survey map but its area was not in-
ciuded in the soil survey data.

Water, less thain 40 acres—Permanent lakes,
reservoirs, and ponds of less than 40 acres and
streams less than cne-eighth of a mile wide.
Cropiand—Land in tillage rotation and orchards,

and land formerly in such uses. Land use was
classified according to findings at the lime of inspec-
tion. Land in winter cover crops foliowing cotton, corn,
soybeans, etc, was classified according to the pre-
ceding crop.

Pasture and range—Land in grass or other long-
term forage growth used primarily for grazing. This
does not include rotation pasture or cropland inwinter
cover crops. Pasture may have been occasionally
used for field crops less than { year in 7 or may have
been periodically renovated with ryegrass, wheat,
cats, etc., for grazing. The fand may contain shade
trees or scattered timber trees with less than 10 per-
cent canopy, but the principal plant cover identifies its
use as permanent grazing land.

Forest land.—Land {a) at ieast 10 percent stocked
by forest trees of any size and capabie of producing
timber or other wood products or capable of influenc-
ing the water regime; {b) fand from which trees have
been cut but the land has not been prepared for other
use; or {c) afforested (planted) areas. Land freshly
clearcut and smoothed for crops or pasture is con-

sidered developed for other use and was reported
under the anticipated use,

Other fand.—Nonfederal rural land not classified as
cropland, pasture and range, forest land, or urban and
built-up.

In farms—Other land considered locally as part
of a farm. It includes farmsteads, farm roads,
feedicts, and other service areas; ditchbanks,
fences and hedgerows; and miscellaneous areas
that do not fit into uses already defined. 1t also in-
cludes marshland not used for pasture, range,
craps, or forest. Although a smali part of this land is
suitable for range, the princlpal use is for wildlite
habitat.

Not in farms—Cther nonfederal rural land not
part of a farm. it may include rural nonfarm resi-
dences and the land (except forest land) con-
sidered a part of such residences and investment
tracts. It also includes areas as defined for urban
and built-up of less than 10 acres, gravel pits, and
borrow pits,

Land capability classitication system®

In the capability system, all kinds of soil are
grouped at three levels, the capability class, subclass,
and unit,

Capability classes, the broadest groups, are desig-
nated by Roman numerals [ through VIIL The numerals
indicate progressively greater limitations and nar-
rower choices for practical use, as follows

Class |—Socils have few limitations that restrict
their use.

Ciass Il—Soils have moderate limitations that
reduce the choice of plants or require moderate con-
servation practices,

Ciass |l.—Soils have severe limitations that reduce
the choice of plants or require special conservation
practices, or both.

Class [V—~-Soils have very severe limitations that
reduce the choice of plants or require very careful
management, or both.

‘SoM Conservation Service, U.S Depanment ol Agriculture. Land
capability classsfication Agnc Handh 210 21 p 1966,




Class V—Soils are not iikely to erode but have
other limitations, impractical to remove, that limit their
use largely to pasture, range, woodland, or wildlite
habitat,

Ciass VI—Scils have severe limitations that make
them generally unsuited to cultivation and fimit their
use largely to pasture or range, woodland, or wildiife
habitat.

Class ViL-—Soils have very severe [imitations that
make them unsuited to cultivation and that restrict
their use largely to pasture or range, woodland, or
wildlife habitat.

Ciass Vil—Soils and landforms have limitations
that preciude their use for commercial plants and
restrict their use to recreation, wildlife habitat, water
supply, or 1o esthetic purposes.

Capability subclasses are soil groups within
classes; they are designated by adding a smatt letter,
e w. s, or ¢ to the class numeral, for exampie, lle. The
letter e indicates thal the main limitation is a risk of
erosion unless close-growing plant cover is main-

UPDATA 1981 §

tained: w, that water in or on the soil interferes with
the plant growth or cuitivation {in some oils wetness
can be partly corrected by artificial drainage); s, that
the soil is limited mainly because it is shailow,
droughty, or stony, and ¢, used in only some parts of
the United Siates, that the chiel fimitation is climate
that is too cold or too dry.

In class | there are no subclasses because the soils
of this class have few limitations. Class V can contain,
at the most, only subclasses w, s, and ¢ because the
soils in class V are subject to little or no ercsion; they
have other limitations that restrict their use largely to
pasture, range, woodland, wildlife habitat, or recrea-
tion.

Capability units are soil groups within subclasses.
The soiis in cne capabitity unit are encugh alike o be
suited to the same crops and pasture plants, {0 re-
quire simiiar management, and tc have similar pro-
ductivity and other responses to management. Thus,
the capability unit is a convenient grouping for making
many statements about management of soils.
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