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In this paper I would like to examine fcur widely held hypotheses regarding the

sconomic basis and current status of part time farming. These hypotheses are:

1. The growth of part time famming in recent ysars has been, and will cortinue
to bs, a direct consedﬁence of industrial decertralization,

2., Part time farming is the result of an association between tw> low-income
occupations—==low--income agriculture and loweincome non=farm smployment .

3, Part time farming is, in the main a transitional phase in the 1life of the
farm family., For some it represents a transition from full=time farming to
full-time non-farm employment. For other famjlies,part time farming represents
an effort to accumulate sufficient canital to effect a tramsition intc full

time farming.,
4. Part transforming is the result of a complementary relationship bhetwsen

the preductlon characteristics of farm and non-farm employment opportunities.

Following a brief examination of these hypotheses I would live to discuss soms

of the research and extension problmps nesod by rart-time farming.

#Faper presgnted to a meeting of the North Central States Farm Management xtension
Committee, Chicago, Illinois, October 23, 1957. The author has benefited from
eritieisn of an earlier draft of this paper by J. B. Kohlmeysr and Paul L. Farris
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Our first hypothsse:s, that yhe grewih of part time farming has been. and wiil

continue to be, a direct sonsequence of irdustrial decentralization is based on the

assumpt ion that our ecoromy is actually experiencing a sharp increase in industrial
decentralization, The svldence with respect to this poinmt is not smtirely clesr eut.

On the ons hand there is iittle doubt that the longeterm trend toward industrial
dispersion--toward the location of & larger share of the netion’s imdustrial employ-
ment in the less industrialized reglioms—-is continuing. The share of the
nations wtal memufacturing employmert located in the New England, Middle Atlantie.
and East North Central regions has declimed. The other regions have increased their
share of the manufacturing employment, with the most drammtic increases occurring in
the Paciflic and West South Central regions.

On the other hand it seems equally clear that the dispsrsion of industrial
employment ¢o the less industrialized regions that has occurred in recenc years has
not been accompanied by any substantial increase in the proportion of total manufacturing .
cuployrent located in the smiller citdes and towns of ths mation, For ths
United States as a whole, the percentage of mamufacturing employment located outside
of the standard mstropolitan areas was almost axactly the same in 1954 as in 1947.
There have, however, besn sume important differences in the pattern of chenge emong
the sevaral reglons., The Fest North Centfal rasion . with approximstely two-thirds
of its tctal industriacl employment located in the veory large imdustrial centers,

since 1947
experienced the largest pertion of its rslatively limited increase/in industriel
. employment outsids of the standard metropolitan areas, jf\igﬂ_x_q_zwggt Noxth
thes
Central region, on the other h&ndgfé.arge industrial centers experienced the most
rapid rate of expansion in manufacturing employment., In the Southeasi, where three-
fifths of manufacturing smployment was already located outside of the standard metrn-

politan sreas, the greatest percentags gains ware recorded in the larger cities of the



region while the greatest absolute gains occurre side of the metiopolitan . ~eas,

In the East North Central and Southeastern areas the pattern of industrial

dispersion was substantially the same in 1954 as in 1947. And in the West North

Central Region industry was actually more kighly concentrated in mel.ropolitan centers

in 1954 than in 1947, And on the basis of location theory, it is haid to fird any

substantial basis for expecting a rapid trend toward industrisl dispersion in the

decade ahead,

It seems likely,therefore, that growth of modern means of rapid transportation
which permite long-distance commuting, the cortinued disparity between farm anmd non-
farm income levels; and declining labor requirements in agriculture have been, in
most areas, a more important basis for the growth of patt time farmirg than ths ninor

tendencies toward industrial dispersion which we have sesn in recent yesars,



Our second hypothesis, that part time farmine is the result of an aso ciation

between two low—income occupations—low=incoms agiiculture and Jow-incoms non=farm

employment, has, in the past, rested on a rather firm empirical fourndation,

In spite of a much lower level of industrial employment amd wages in the South
then in the North,part-time farming is of considerably greater importance in the
South than in the North, In 1954, for example, 29.5 percent of the 2.3 million farm
operators in the South worked off their ferms 100 days or more. In the North, including
the North Centrel and New England areas, only 24.5 percent of the 2,0 million farm
operators worked off thelr farms 100 days or more, The same pattern seems
to hold within mny of the states of the North.

In Southern Indiane {Econcmié aveas 6, 7. and 8) where ovong xarm
and non-ferm incomes are well below incomee in the rest of the state,and industrial
employment, is severely limited, approximately 53 perceri of all farm operators worked
of f their farms 100 deys or mere in 1954. In the rest of the state only 26 percent
of all farm operators worked of£ their farms 100 days or more in 1954

In spite of the strong association betwesn lov-income agricultuwre and low-income
non~farm employment which has prevailed in the past there are signs that this
association may bs much less precise in the future. Since 1949, there has bsen 8
mried 1x;zcx-eased in the mumber of comwercial farmers, in each economic class who are
working off their farms 100 days or more psr wvear. In the North, the nurber of
farms falling imto tha two Census categorice~=pari-time and residert.ial--actually
declined betwesn 1949 ard 1954, AL of +he inersase in farm operators working off
their farms 100 days or more occurred in the group of farms identified by the Census

as commercial farms,



Attempts to further identify the econcmic characterdstics of part tims farmers
leads direetly to the third hypothesla, That is~ part time fawming is. in the wain,

a _transitional phase in the life of the farm family. Two patterns of transition are

usually identified, For mest familiesythe ergument runs pert time farming represents
a stage in the transition frem full time farming e full time non-farm emplioyment,

For a few femiliss, part time farming represents an effort (0ften an unsueeessful
effort) to accumilate sufficient capital to effect & transition into full time

farming.

With respect to this third hypothssis it is difficult to say anything that is
either meaningful or significan%. I know of no e¢vidence, other than purely psrsonal
opinicn, relating either to the importance of the two patterns of transition identified
above or to the question of whether part time farming is, in fact, mainly a transitional

phase in the life cycle of a farm family-



In addition to the transitional groups it is5 possible to identify part time farming

situations which have some degree of permenency. {b 18 these groups to which our

fourth hypothesis - part time farming is the result of a comvlementary relation-
ship between the production characteristics of farm and non-farm empioyment opportuni-

ties - applies most closely.

The part time farming groups which passes a certain degres of permanency
include: -

First, the group previously referred to who combine low income agricultural

employment with low income non-farm employment, on 2 relatively perminent basis.

g;ggzﬁ; there are many farmers who apparently combine high income non-farm employ-
ment with operation of high production farms. Such situations; espceially whers the
operatar provides only the managerial guidance for the farm operaticn, or where the non-
farm employment is characterized by other flexible time requirements are likely to be
relatively stable.

A third falrly stable group of part time farmers are the agricultural hobbiests
These familics enjoy the recreationel and social aspects of farm life, But they have
no desire or intention to become full time farmers As hobbiests who take their hobbies
seriously they demand more than their share of services from extension personnel.

And their children help to swsll the ranks of the FFA, FHA, & 4-H clubs,
There is also a fourth group of fairly stable part time farmers who are not

identifled by census data on the position of farm uoerations. These are the sons and

daughters of commercial farm families who are employed in non-farm jobs but who

establish residence on the home farm and commute to work. Thig group moves in

and out of ths farm labor force depending upon variations in industrial emplcyment .
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The fact that each of the four hypothesss which we examined above has at least
some degree of validity msans that so single approsch can safisfy the needs of all
part time farming groups.

This means that it is necessary to set some order of priority with respect to
the extent to whieh we develope programs designed o eervice the part tine farming
groupsg.

First, there should be little disagreement tihat those families who are attempting
to ﬁse non-farm employment to accumulate sufficient :apital to effect a transition into
full time farming deserve our attention. It is important that we identify the enter-
prise and input combinations which permit the most ' rapid movement toward this goal.
It is important also that the long range plans of the transitional farmer are focused
in such a manner that a transition is made to a full time commercial farm and not
to a full time low-income fzrm. Attempts to halp families arrive at g more reslictic
appraisal of what it takes to become a commercial Curmer wll, of course, oause many
families to shift their objsctive from one of making a transfer into full tine farming
to making a transfer out of agriculture.

Second, there should be little disagreemsnt th:t the part tims farmer who is
making the transition out of agriculturs also deserves our attention. Too frequently
the transition is made in such a manner that it results in serious depletion of
capital assets and substantial income loss to the farily making the transition.

Agreement that the farmer who is in the process of mking transition out of
agriculture deserves our atitention does not ge% us very far. It does not tell us very

much about what we can do to efficiently serve this group of part time farmers.



Thie is the group to whom our hypothesis that part time farming results from an
asgociation between low-income agriculture and low-income non-farm employment applies
most directly. By and large this group can be served more effectivaly by programs
emphasizing expansion in the general level of local cconomic development —- programs
similar to those being carried out in maay of the rural development pilot counties =y
and by general education in the area of social and institutional change, than by any
programs designed to channel technical agricultural information to this groupd farm
psople.

Thiprd, before develoving extension activities designed to service the agricultural
hobbyist a careful appraisal should be given 1o alternative program possibilities.

I am convinced that a major share of our current extension activity must be
reappraised during the coming decade. It is not any longer novel to point out that,

at _the county level, the extension service is playing 2 less important role than in the

past in serving the technical needs of commercial agriculture. Thus, larger commercial
farmers are increasingly purchasing their technical -ivice f rom speclalized service
agencies. And where some degree of integration exists, ‘echnical extension becomes
a function of the integrator.

This leaves extension at the county level, with four main alternatives;
a. It can refuse to recognize the changes that are in process and let the position
of ths county agent degenerate to that of youth leadership and chairman of rural
gociil activities,
b. I% can reorient its activity to provide technical advice and services to the lower
income and part~time farmers.
c- I. can emphasize educatiocnal programs designed to irprove the farmers ability to
more cffectively integrate the technical and economic information obtained from
commercial service agencies, the extension service, and other sources.
d. It can reorient its program in the directicn of general adult edueation in the

areis of social and econowlic changa.



Actually, I expect to see 3 eombination of these four activities emerge. I would
expect, however, that the strongest amd :ost effective programs in relation tothe

needs of both part time and full time firmers,; would put increasing emphasis on the
last alternatives listed above.
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