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August 17th, 19~i

9~iss Orpha Cammings, Librarim~,
Giannini Foundation Library,
University of California,
Berkeley.

Dear ~Lss C~mmings:-

i

Under separate cover we are forwarding
you copies of Crop Reports of Santa Barbara County for
the years, 1926, 1927, 1928, l~SO and lJS1. We do not have
any extra copies for 1929 and for the years previous to
1P26. If we should find it possible to make copies of
those missing we will be glad to do so. We shall be glad
to put your library on our mailing list for crop reports.

B Very truly yours,

Agricultural Commissioner .



Sauta Barbara County, California

~, Office of
H 0R T i\CUL T URAL O 0~}~ I S S I 0NER

~<i Eugene S. Kellogg
Commissioner ̄

Agricultural Service Building,
Santa Barbara, California.

192 

AGRICULTURAL CROP REPORT

~’~any request, s have been received at this office for
agricultural crop statistic~ for Santa Barbara County. The
figures shown herewith have been secured from the various ware-
houses of the county, the cooperative associations, farmersl
organizations, the University of California Extension Service,
the Federal Agricultural Census for 1925 snd other agencies.

It is practically impossible to get accurate data
in the case of a few crops such as alfalfa and grain hsy, since
a large tonnage is kept on farms, disposed of locally, or fed
to livestock. Enumeration of the values for hay, except that
actually shipped out, is often shown in another form in auimal
industry products shipped out.

It is very difficult to segregate the ~arious products
and allocate each to its proper district. This has been attempt-
ed in a verg general way by making three divisions of the county,
i.e., Ssnta Barbara, made up of the territory from Carpinteria
to Gaviota inclusive; Lom~oc-Santa Ynez, comprising the Lompoc

and Santa Ynez Valleys; S-auta Maria-Los Alsmosl comprising the
Los Alsmos, Sisquoc, Santa maria, Casmalia and Guadalupe districts.

While the total value for all agricultural crops was
less in 1926 than in 1925, due in many cases to lower prices,
yet the values given indicate a trend towar& a more healthy
agricultural condition. There has been an increase in animal
industry, particularly dairying, and of course an increased
alfalfa acreage accompanies this activity, which, in turn,
mskes for increased soil fertilit~ and in the larger valleys
will increase vegetable and field crop yields.

It is proposed to make this report aunually, and de-
vise means of making it more accur~e each season. #

./

" .
,-’ ,’S", Z.-¢>Af 7/c:/’.6< /It’."’) ~ 

//
i" Eugene S. Kellogg

County Comm’r of Horticulture.
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, CROP : ACREAGE : VALUE .:
o ;’ :

: : 19,o5 : ~iq26 : :925 : 192G
: ¯ i "

: : 756~1~3 ½ 745,71G~" $Io,797,566 : $!0,219,&61 :

¯ q
: ".131,451 " i16,~7 : 5,~SI,612 ¯ 4,9~4,511 ~.¯ , ; : ¯

..

TOTAL FOR COUNTY

Field Crops

". Animal Industl~

: Vegetable Crops

: Orchard Crops

Apiculture

GlO,500 : 610,500 :. 2,0~3,4S5 : 2,866,29~ :
¯ :

’ 76 36: 7,142 *- 11,279 . 909,5L9 " 1,2 , 1 .
, .~ ,, ~ ¯ .

o;
: 7,050 : 7,050 i,~2,950 : 1,0S6,453 :

: .:
~

80,000 : 6,240 .:
L

¯ : ;¯ q

TOTAL FOR COUNTY : 756,1~3 : 745,7i6 : ~I0,797,566 : ,~I0,2i9,S61 :
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CROP

~esns

FIELD CEOPS

m /
/ vr

:. Y~ELD : VALUE

: 1925 : 192@ : 1925 : 1926

:V

: 1925 : ~1926

: 49,191
: : cwt. : cwt. : :
: 53,167: 35o,452: 396,iI}7:2,55o,252: 2,~26,OlI

: ¯ : :

:.Alfalfa : 9,010 : 9,913
:

~lower :
: ¯Seed : I, 750 :

:Grain ¯ :
:Hay : 27,200:

f~ Ton : ~on : : :
: 6~,593 : 69,391: 775,716" 763,301 :
¯ : ; ¯ : :
¯ : : ¯ ¯

: ibs. : ibs. : : :

1,652: 550,000: 662,500: 348,500: 420,500:
: :. : : ~
: ¯ : : :

: Ton : Ton : : :

26,500¯: 31,100: 33,500: 404,300: 39D,000:

¯ 2~ustara : 4,350 : 3,000
¯ OwtJ : Cwt. : ." ¯

: 2~,100: 47,000: 182,650: 351,O00-

¯ : ~ :
:Sugar : : :
: Beets .. : .12,425~" 6,775:
: ¯ ~ :

~arley : 17~900: 11,902:
:, : ; .2

:Oa~ ~ : 7,200 : 2, ~O6 :

: : ;
Ton : Ten : ; :

II0,593: 35,754i 857,144: 329,664:

Cwt. : Cwt. : : :
252,300 :. 149,553 :. -375,.450 :. - ¯149,553 :

Cwt. : Cwt~ : : :
i ~ 19~,~00 ¯ 65,947 :96,200 : 4~:_,?o : _

; : : . :

¯ : ¯ :

:~neat : 2,000 : I, 155 :

Cwt. : Cwt. ’ : :

20,000 : 16,107: 50,000: 49,776:
¯ : ¯ o

¯ : ." :

:Onions : 422 : 354 :

C~t. : Cwt. : : :
49,500: 35,390: 79,200: 3~,929 :

¯ TOTAL : 131,451:ll6,857 : :5,881,612 : 4,984,511 :



AN!~AL INDUSTRY

: / :
: NU~.~BER / VAL~E :
: ! : V : , :

" : 1925 : 1926 : 1925 : 1926 :
: Beef : : : : :
: Cattle : 21,207 : 22,954 : $1,166,385 : $1,64S,010 :
: " i : : "
i ." i l i i
: Calves : 7,252 : 6,200 : 145,000 ." 124,000 :

: : : : i _.

: Hogs : 4,000 ~ 4,000 : I00,000 . : i00,000 :
:, : , : : :
: i : ." i i
:. Sheep : 3,000 : 3,000 : 2~,500 : 25,500 :

:..Poult~, : 20,000 : 40,000 : 20,000 : 24,000 :
: ., : : : :

:. Eggs : : 350,000: 40,000 : 115,500:
¯ : : ¯ ¯ ¯

: : # b5 : ! bs. : : :
: Butter Fat: 1,020,000: 1,445,976: 583,600 : 795,286:
: : : : : :
: : ¯ : i :
: ~iules & : : : : :
: .Horses : : 2601 : 26,000 :

. - ° .

: Goats : : ~00 : : 8,000 :
¯ i i i ~" i
¯ ¯ ¯ " l :
¯ . TOTAL ." ." .. $2 ,083 ,485~ $2,566 ,296 :
: : : .. : -



------G

VEGETABLE CR OP

/: : ¯ ̄
i

: YIELD./~" ~ VALUE :
: ~/ ° :

: 1925 : 1926 : 1925 1926 "
¯ : ¯

¯ 2,554: 3,356 " 674,256 : S59,136
: : : : :

~.,
: IS8 . 364 :.. ~9,300 :.. 83, S65 :
: : : : :

: : AOREAGE i
: :

: . . 1925 . 1926

: : 5,g65~ s,123:__Lettuce
:.~ ! . ,
:
: Cauliflower:: 3S9~ 1,096
¯ , ?

: Peas . 343 871

: Carrots : 2Ta.. 533.

: Mixed Veg. : .. 192:

: Tomatoes : 85: 172:

: 21 :. 37 : 33,144 : 15,630

151 ~ 528 [ 50~736 :.. 152,064~

: 175 : : 55,396.

13 : ~ : 5,967 : 6,630:

: ." ." : : o" -" :

: Celery : 36 : 75 : 29 : SO : 13,050: 44,400 :
: : : : : ." : ."
¯ ." : : : : : :

: Endive : 32 : 28 : 22 : 27 : ~,22~ : 3,520 :
¯ : : : : : ¯ :

: : : : : .: ,

: Berries : 30 : 22: 36 : : 21,6C0 17,o00
: : : : : : :
¯ . : : : : . ̄

Spinach : : 17 : : ii : : I, 760
¯ : ¯ : ¯ . :
¯ _ : _- . : : :

¯: Misc. Veg. : 90" 150 : 33 : 156 : 17,242 : -36,960 :

: - : : ¯ : : ¯

: TOTAL : 7,1h.2" 11,279:3,047 : 4,77S : 909,519 : 1,2~6,361
: : ¯ : : : : -



: Walnuts

: Citrus

: TOTAL

CROP SORCHARD

: ACREAGE V/ :

’ 92-g--: 1925 : I :
:

: 5,5oo : 5,5oo

: 1,55o : 1,55o

: 7,05o : 7, o5o :

YIELD V//

: Ton : Ton : : :

: 2,147 : 637 : $58,~00 " 2~0,a80 :

: Boxes : Boxes : : "

: 21S,700 :2~S,571 : 9a~,150 : 806,173 :

: i

Ap I CULTURE

Apiculture
(honey)

: : VALUE ~ - :: YIELD / : -

1925 ~ !926 lq~__~5 .: 1926 :

: : : : $6,~40.O0 -:
: 200 Tons : 16 Tons : $S0,000.00 :



FIELD CROPS

: CROP :

192

DISTRICT : KINDS

6

ACREAGE : YIELD ¯ VALUE

¯ I

: : Los Alamos-

: : Sta. Maria
.

: : do

:

: : &o

:

: : d.o

:B

: E : do

: A :
: N : Lompoc-
: S : Sta.Ynez

: : d.o

: : d.o

: : &o

: : &o

:
: : &o

: Santa

- Barbara

: : do

: : do

: Baby

: Limas

: Small

: ~[nit e

: Pin_ks

: Large

: White

: ~isc.

¯ Small

: White

: Pinks

: Large

: ?Jlai t e

: Misc.

: Baby

: Limas

: See&

: Beans

: Comm.

: Limas

: Baby

: Limas

: See&

: Beans

|

2,523 ~.

r

7, o49 :

17., 232 :

31 :

500 :
:

2,078 :

2,219 :

150 :

269 :

s, 553 :

185 :

8,935 :

793 :

2,050 :
e

lS,917 :

45, g92 :

86,157 :

3o5 :

3,0o3 :

31,171 :

13,3o7 :

1,200 :

2,684 .:

85,529 :

2,.54o :

71,485 ;

5,155 :

2~, 804 :

!o4, o43 :

241,033 :

473,863 :

2,135 :

24,000 :

17o,1±6 :

66,535 :
o

9,600 :

16, Io4 :

47o, ~-o9 :

25,4oo :

500, 3~i :

28,DD- -

288,0140 :

: : TOTAL : :

: : : ,:
53,167: 396,147 ~ ~2.,[~26, Oli :



TOTAL ACRE~%GE~ YIELD, and..
VALUE EACH V.~RIETY OF BEAiTS.

. ¯ .~ : :

: BE~S : f~OREAGE : YIELD : V ,IL’JE :

: ¯ : ¯ :

: : ¯ : :

: Pinks : 19,451 : 99,464 : $ 540,39S "

: Small : : : :
: White : 9,727 : 77,063 : 417,149 :
: : : : ¯

: Baby : : : :
¯ Limas : ll, 869 : i09,601 : 602, S04 :

¯ Conm~on : : ." :
: Limas : S,935 : 71,483 : 500,381 :
: ¯ , : :

: Large : : : :

: White : IS1 : 1,505 : 11,735 :

: : ¯ : :

¯ See~ :. : ¯ "

: Beans : 2,235 : 31,344 : 313,440 ’ :

: ~.¢isc, :- 769 : 5,687- : 40,I0~ .
1 ." : " :

: 53,167 : 396,147 : 2,426,011 ’:

: : ¯ ¯ ¯ ;

: CROP : DISTRICT : ACI~’AGE : YIELD : V~’JJL[E :

: ¯ ¯ ¯ : :

Ul : : : : :

: % : Santa : : Tons : :

: ~ : ~ari~ " 7,720 : 54,0~0 : ~59~,~40 :
: A : ¯ -" : :
: L : Lompo c- : : : :

: F : S~ta Ynez: 2,193 : 15,351 : 16S,$61 . :
: Ji : : : : :

: : : ¯ ,

:.. T 0 T AL. : ¯ 9,913 : 69,391 : 763,301 .:
: : : : :



CROP : : YIELD V]tL’~.

: 87,5oo#
1,2oo 25o,ooo# $3oo,ooo

175,ooo#

: DISTRICT : : :

: : : ~isc. : : :
: F : Santa : ~ast. : : : :
: S L : Maria @ (Sw.Peas : : :
: EO : : : : : :
: E W : Lompoc : Sw.Peas : 362) : :
: D E : : Misc. : 120) : 150,000~: 120,300 :
: R : ~ : : : :

r ¯ ¯: T 0 T A L S : : 1,682 : 062,50o#. $42o,3oo ¯

! CROP : DISTRICT ¯ ACREAGE : YIELD : V~iLUE .:

3,500

: : Lompoc- : : : :
: G : Sta. Yne~ : I0,000 : : S150,000 :
: R : : : : :
: A : Santa : : : :

I :Barbara : 2,500 ~ : 50,000 :
: H N : : : : :
: A : Santa : : : :
:_ Y : ~aria .... : 14~000. _" 17,500.: ..210,000.-_:

: : : : : :
: ....... T.O.T.A.L.S ......... :.. 26,500. ~..33,.5oo : $39o,ooo.--:
: : : : :

: CROP ~ DISTRICT : ACREAGE : YIELD : V2~O~ :
: .... :

: N : Lompo9 : 3,000 : 47,000 : $351,000 :
: U : : ,, : , : :
: A S : : ~ : :
: R T - : TOT~S ~ 3,000 ~ 47,000 : $351,000 :
: D : : : : :

: CROP : DISTRICT : ACREf/~E :YIELD : VALD~ :

: S : : : Ton : :
: U : Lompoc : 2,400 : 16,506 : $I~0,301 :
: B G : ¯ ¯ :
: ~ A :.Sta,Maria : 4,3~7 : 22,278 : 189,363 -:
: ~ R : : : : :
: T : : : : :
: S : TOTALS : 6,7S7 : 3S,784 : $529,ro64 .:



CROP

¯ : ¯ |

i DISTRICT ̄  ACREAGE .~ YIELD ~ VALUE
¯ , : ~"
u , T

: : cWt, ¯

: Lompoc ¯ 5,790 : 57,899 : $ 57~899
: ’. : :

: Santa : :
: Maria : 6,112 : 91,684 : 9!,6~4

:a
: r

: 1
: e

: F

TOTALS . .

CROP
: : : " AL%TE: DISTRICT : ACREAGE : YIELD : V

: 0
: A

T
: S

: Lompoc : 264 : 5,270 : 9 5,7~O~

: Santa : : :

: ~aria : 2,4~6 : 48,126 : 60,157

TOTALS : 2,67o " 53,396 : 965,947

0ROP : DISTRICT : ACP[EAGE : YIELD : VALUE

: W
: H
¯ E
: A
¯ T

: ~ O~t. "
: Lompoc : ~22 ~’ 8,440 : 917,724

: Santa ’. "
: Maria : 763 : 15,263 : 32,052

.t

I TOTALS : 1,185 : 23,703 : $49,776

: CROP

: 0
: N
: I
:
I

0
N

S

: DIS~gIOT ~ ACP~AGE ¯ YIELD : VALUE

: : : Cwt, i

: Lompoc ~ "250 ~ 25,000
! ~ ~ ¯

: Santa ; :
: ~aria : 104 : 10,390 :

: T o T AL S : 354 : 35,390 .’

$~7,5oo

11,~9

93S, 929



VEGETABLE CROPS

1926

DISTRICT

(Price to grower)

: KIi~S : ACREAGE : YIELD : VALUE

Lompoc : Lettuce :

DO : Tomatoes :

DO : Peas :

Santa : :
Maria : Lettuce :

DO : Cauliflower:

DO : Peas :

DO : Carrots :

DO : Mixed Veg.:

DO : Tomatoes :

DO : Celery :

DO : Endive :

DO : Berries :
:
: Spinach :DO

DO : Eisc. Veg. :

Cars~
57: $

27:

66:

8,000: 3,299~

1,096~ 364:

ao5 : 37 :

533: 52g:

192: 175:

I00: 17:
o

75 : ~0:

28: 27:

22:

17 : i!:

150: 156:

14,592

25,9ae

7,$50

~3, ~65

7,770

152,o64

55,396

6,630

44,400

3,52o

17,000

!,76o

36,960

TOTA L S 1!,279 : 4, 77fi $]., 3o,o, 27i

~B



ORCHARD CROPS

|

: : : : :

: DISTRICT : KII~DS : AC~REo&GE : YIELD - VALUE
: : ~ ¯ :
¯ ¯ . :

: Santa : : . Tons :
: Barbara : Walnuts : 5,500 : 637 :

: : : ¯ ¯

$230,2g0

: : TOTALS : 5,500 :
: : (Welnut~):

: $280,2S0

: Santa : : : Boxes
: Barbara : Lemons : - JF~I,~r~ :--- --~ ~hl, ghN

: do : Ormages i 6,731 :
: ~ : :

: . TOTALS :
: "(Citrus) : 1,550

: 7,050 .
: TOTALS
:(All orchar~ cl-ops)

; $7S5,9s0

20,193

$$o6,173

$1,o~6,453

AP I C U T~ T b ~ E

lq26

(Honey)

: : : : : :
: CROP : _&ORE AC~ : YIELD : : VALUE :
: : : : : :

: Honey : : 12 tons : : $ ~,6h9.O0 :

: Wax : : 4 tons : : 1,600.00

: : TOTALS : 16_ tons : : $ 6,240.00 :





State quarantine
Guardian

Collaborator Federal
Horticultural Board

Santa Barbara County, California
, Office of

H O R T I C U L T U R AL C 0 .~ ~[ I S S I 0 N E R
Eugene S. Xellogg

Commis s ion er.

Agricultural Service Bldg.,
Santa Barbara, California.
~.rch 8, 1928.

TO ThE HON0~<BLZ B0~.RD 0 F SUPZ~WISORS,
SAFTA 3ARBARA COUNTY:

Gentlemen:

Herewith follows a report in full cover-
ing the activities of the Horticultural Con~mis-
sioner’s office for the calendar year _19EV show-
ing in detailed outline the different projects
undertaken by this office and the results
obtained therefrom. Your attention is respect-
fully directed toward the fact that there is a
definite program outlined for each of the pro-
jects undertaken and this program has been
endorsed by representative members from the
industries concernea.

Very truly yours,

<7
- J~gene S. Kellogg, "

County ~orticultural Commissioner



COUNTY

E P 0

of

H0 ~_TICULTURAL C0~,~ISSIONER

SA~:-TA BARBARA COUNTY

January I, 1928.

~mmOD°~

ACTIVITIES:

The activities of the County Horticultural
Commissioner’s office are ~efined by Statute sa~d in
general cover the fields of Plant .edarantine, Stand-
ardization of Fruits and Vegetables, Apiary Inspec-
tion, Pest Control, including insect pests, plm%t
disease, rodent and other 8a~imal pests, noxious weeds,
and various types of co-operative activities with the
State Department of Agriculture, such as crop report-
ing, reports on economic poisons, nursery service
and grain standardization.

J

PERS01~_,[EL :

Paragraph 19, Section 2322 of the Political
Code defines the personnel for the Horticultural
Commission of Santa Barbara Coun’~y as: Six inspect-
ors, one deputy and a clerk. Although the activities
of the Horticultul~al Con~lissioner’s office have great-
ly increased, due to the employment of a full-tAme
inspector to take charge of the standardizatioL©of
vegetable pack in the Santa Earia Valley, an inspect-
or to cooperate ~,~ith the walnut growers in the matter
of the control of the walnut codlin moth, the estab~
lisl~nont of the county inscctary, and the inauguration
of apiary inspection, yet it has been possible to
organize and correlate the activities of the various
inspectors and enable t~cm to handlu thu duties of
the office satisfactorily without additional help.

The following is a list of the inspectors:

C. E. Berry ...... Charge Santa Maria 0ffice..Sm%ta
Maria

C. L. ~Tielson.. Chg. Standardization reg. "
~J.’. B. McNutt... Charge Lompoc Office ...... Lompoc
F. B. Thompson..Charge Solvomg 0fficc ...... Solvang
F. C. Greer .... Supt. County Insectary .... S.Barbc.ra
Thos. Chalmers..Supt. Codlin Moth Control. " " ~:
Earl Rodgers .... Chg, Apiary Inspection .... " "

B~ow Horticultural Commissioner, Se.~ Luis
0bispo County.

G



A statement taken from the~ County /~aditor’s rec~rd.s
shows the disbursements and retreads made during the past
fiscal year, as follows:

~D’UAL REPORT FOR SI~:TA B~aRB/~%A COUF:TY
~IS~,/5 ~,~.~ JUI~.~ ~0, 1927

FIN~’2?.CI f/L STLT~o~ENT

Salary o f Commissioner $3,O00.00
Deputy Commissioner 2,025.03
Inspectors 7,100.00

Salary of Commissioner
Expei?ses of ConLmissioner s~d

Inspectors
0 ff ice He lp
Office supplies and furniture
Miscellaneous supplies
Salary of Deputy Commissioner
Standardization Inspector
Orchard Inspection
Nursery Inspection
Inspection Horticultural Imports
Rodent Control - Inspection

Material
Labor

Insectary, County Expense
New Insectary Building
Salary, Insoctary Superintendent
Maintenance Branch Offices
Hauling, freight, express
Automobile s purchased
Weed Control

,.~3,000, O0

4,600.9V
1,500.00

969.64
63.83

2,025.00
1,800.00

800.00
200.30

2,0O0.0O
2,300.00

34,569.34
.17,284.69

2,499.02
1,023.69
1,225.03

705.82
I17.05

5,713.11
88.00

GROSS EXPENSE

Squirrel poison refund
Due on rodent control & squirrel

poison
Material on hand - squirrel poison
Insect control refund
Duo on Insect Control
Material on hand - Insect control

GROSS ASSETS

Less 2~t.due squirrel poison
" Material on hand
" Due on Insect Control
" Material on hand, Insect Cont.

$82,485.16

~25,387.56

18,285.53
3,454.53
2,425.28
I, 304 .I0

~50,857.00

10,046.09
3,464.42
3,252.85

~16,763.36

NET ASSETS ....... 34,093.64

NET EXPENSE OF OFFICE $48,391.52



EOUIPMENT:

Herewith is an inventory of county property
held by the Horticultural Con~nissioner:

SANTA BA~B~EA (0ffice) 

2 Cabinets (filing) ......... 1342,00
1 Secretary’s desk ........ 35.00
1 Typewriter desk ..... . . . 1.00
2 office desks. . ........ 23.00
1 cabinet (supply) ........ 8.00
1 rug .............. 3.50
1 rocking chair ........ 3.50
3 swivel cl~irs ......... ll.00
2 straight chairs ..... 4.50
1 Burro~Ighs Adding Machine .... 70.00

Underwood Typewriter .... ~ . 65.00
Filing boxes, stationery, maps 18.00

1 E~hibit cabinet. ....... 40.00
1 Automatic register ...... 25.00
1 scales (mail) ......... 4.50
2 brief cases ..........
1 A. B. ~ick mimeograph .....

Books ............

7.50
~95.00

35.00 $591.50

SANTA BArbARA ( Inspector’ s Equipment) 

2 hoes ............. o 1.80
1 short handled shovel ....... l0
1 scoop .............. l0
1 kettle ............. l0
1 dish pan ............ .10
2 spoons ............. l0
1 quart measure ........... 15
1 platform scales ....... . 18.00

,tL~1 Nash automobile ....... 1000.00 ~i~1,020.45

LOS ALAMOS

1 platform scales ........ ~14.60
4 Hoes . ]~ ~ ........... 2.00
I lfiixing o .......... 3.00
1 Shovel ............. 1.25
1 Gas AeaSure ........... 50
1 ~ ~al, buckler ........... 50

Sf~’TA MARIA (0ffice)

1 F~,li~g cabinet ...... $50.00
2 Office Desks ......... 50.00
4 Chairs .... ’~........ ~0.00
1 C-as Heater .......... 15.00
2 Brief cases .......... 7.00
1 autograph register ...... 50.00
1 paper clamp

q
¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

"E ~ p ¯ ¯ 2175.00 $2378.50B~ilding and ~. ment" .
1 50

~21.85



J

S_@TTA l!.~’~lrA ( Inspector s’ Eqt~.Ipmont )

1 Shovel % 75¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ a a i o’

1 Broom ......... 30
1,~ixing boxes ...... 8.00

1 Canvas P io i e ’ ’.1 Copper
2 Pruning Shears ..... 3.00
1 Gas Plate . , ...... 1.00
3 }~ixing4~" Spoons ....... 45
2 Small P~is ........ 20
1 Quart Heasure ....... 13
3 Bu*ckets ......... I .00
2 Kettles ......... ,60
1 Dish pan ......... 50
1 Grain Scoop .....- . - _ 50
1 PlatfQrra scale (Condemned)
1 0il can .......... 20
3 Hoes ...... 1.30

1 U.S..Postal S a e . . . 2.00
1 800-1b° scale .... 10.00
1 Rain Gauge ....... 2°00
1 Thermometer ...... 8.00
2 sets small shelves . . . 10.00
1 0aklaud Coach ..... 600.00
1 B~ick Coupe ...... 800o00
1 Federal l~aight T,~uck . 1000.O0
33 Saddle bags . . . 210.00

d~40 PoJ.son Spoons . . . 12.00 92,718.38

LO~OC (Office)

1 Desk ........ ’I~38.D0
2 Chairs ........ 5..i0
1 Bookcase ........ I0°00

~is6. office equip° . 1.8o00
Building and Lot 3250.00 ~3,31,8 00

.............. $ ¯

LOMPOC (Inspector’s Equipment)
"%1 Gasoline stovs .... ~;~ .00

1 Mixing box ...... 2.00
1 Fairbanks scales . . . 8.00
1 Balance scales ° . . l°00
4 shovels ........ 1.78
2 Hoes .......... 80
1 Lawn Yower ...... 5.00
1 Garden Hose ..... 3.00
1 Hand Sprayer ..... l o00
2 Mixers ........ 5.00
1 Scythe ........ 50
1 pr° shears ....... 25

mixing pans ....... 65
3 kettles ........ 75
2 Btlckets, 4 measures . . 1.00
l0 canvas saddle bags . ° ~.00
1 canvas 10xl2 .... 3.00
1 Dod~’oe coupe ¯ ̄  ̄  ° . AO0.O0 $~43.40
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SOZV.Y~TG:

1 Fairbsmks scales ........
~15.00

1 Racine mill ......... a_5.00
1 Engine ............ 30.001 Shovel
1 IJ.ixing box ...........

1~ixing " dishes ...... ..1 Oil lamp ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ , . ¯ G ¯

S~T~;. B.~B~IRL ( General 

1 Walnt~t tray dipping outfit°..~375,00
V 100-gal. drums ......

20.00 j~395.00

SJ~).TTX B~hRBARL (Insectary)
1855-redwood trays @ 34-~.. ¯ $680.70
8 ~SZ~o & ~,~in. Thermometers . .

37.881 portable shed with ~loor . .
91.13

Racks for temporary room
used in Hort. Bld,~-’

14.581 Compound mlcroscope .....
68.611 Binocular microssope ....
83.753 gross shell vials ......
3.605000 capsules (used) ....

12.50l0 Riker mounts ......
2.601 hose and nozzle .....
8.401 trough & dipping tank fo~

painting trays ..... 3.002 collecting nets .......
3.00

Insectary Bldg. 4 rooms
equipped with racks, 2 with
hot water heating apparatus
and two with gas heatel.s . 1993.00

1 Insectary Bldg., 3 rooms
equipped with heaters .... 1399 16 ~o.~’~ 91

1.00
3.00
2.50
3.00 $99.50

TOTfh] VY~UE OF COUNTY ~o~,~
.... "~ ~±~ ...... ,915,327.46
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Squirrel Poison Eaterial on Halxi l,laz, l, 1928:

SJU :TA BARBI~A:
------i’~-0" i~-’Cy anide

100 lbs~ barley
298 lbs. poisoned ~’rain
122~ gallons carbon bisulphide
i13,~00 waste balls
lO, Ounces strychnine
20 ounces saccharine
6 lbs. starch
30 lbs. syrup
99 Ibs. glycerine
16 1/8-oz. gopher poison
17 ¼-oz. gopher poison
776 lbs, thallium

SAITTA FiAR!A:
~-6~-72"8--I b s. thallium
56,575 Ibs. barley
3563 lbs. poisoned barley
260 gallons carbon bisulphide
48,515 waste balls
80 ounces stryclLuine
574 ounces saccharine
54 pounds starch
34½ pounds soda
132 pounds syrup
300 pounds glycerine
41 pounds borax
24 pounds gellatine

LOEP0 C :
----- V--pounds thallium

25 pounds cyanide
1309 pounds poisoned barley
78 gallons carbon bisulphide
2541 waste balls
15 ouncess~ryc~Ine "
352 ounces saccharine
23 pounds starch
ll~ pounds soda
40 pounds syrup
152 pounds glycerine

SOL VANG:
5-~ pounds cyanide
2235 poL1nds barley
1568 pounds poisoned barley
60 gallons carbon bisulphide
9517 waste balls
15 ounces st rych_uine
344 ouncss saccharine
64 pounds starch
64 pounds soda
5 pounds syrup
48 pounds glycerine

LI~.: ............. ,,Q



The Horticultural Commissioner’s office has a complete
system of accounting and record keeping. Detailed re-
ports, kept in duplicate, are submitted each month by
each inspector. These reports set forth a record show-
ing the official inspection of property, the plant
~uarantine records of the district, the sales snd money
collections for various materials sold and a monthly in-
ventory of materials used in making rodent poisons.. A
check on outsta~ding accounts is secured monthly through
a ledger kept at Santa Barbara. The records of the
County Horticultural Conw~issioner’ s office are checked
periodically by the Expert of the County Grand Jury.

~U~h~ T I~:
One of the most important economic factors

in the fLYture development of California is the protec-
tion of the frLlit, vegetable and lumber industries from
dangerous insect pests and plant diseases now found in
other countries which have not yet been introduced into
this state. The introduction of such pests as the
L[editerranean Fruit Fly into California from the Hawaiian
Islands, through passenger lines established between that
place and Los ~h~geles, would not only inflict irreparable
losses upon the fruit industry but would be th~ object of
the placing of quarantines against this state by other
states which would absolutely prevent the shipment of
fruits and many vegetables from this state to Eastern
points. The introduction of the ]2[falfa Weevil would
seriously curtail the production of alfalfa which is
the basis of the great animal ind~istry of the state,
upon which the fertility of the soil depends.

This county ha2 cooperated with the Federal
Horticultu~,al Board ~d the State Quarantine Service
in inspecting oil tankers from the Hawaiis_u Islands at
the port of ~i[catraz, and in the inspection of all
intel~state shipments of nursery stock and other material
likely to carry plant pusts and diseases into this county.
Inspection service is given in Santa Barbara, Lompoc ~d
Santa ~{aria daily on post-office, expross and rhilwo.y
shipments coming into the county. During the fiscc& year
ending July l, 19~°7, the number ~nd kinds ca stock in-
spected by this office wore as follows:

~mond ..... 320

Lp~" icot ..... 190
.....

Berries ..... 20914
Cher~ies ¯ . . 88
Figs ....... 13~o
Grape s ...... b’324
Lemons ...... 4802
01~ange s ..... 5386
Peaches ..... 901

Persimmon ...... 45
Plums ........ 45
Prune s. ...... 50
Walnuts. ..... 1581
Assorted~ .... ll04
Ornamental .... 28415
Seed Bed ..... ll012
Cutt ings ..... 1000
Pkgs. fruit . . . 368
Pkgs seeds ..... 32
Pears ........ ll5



STAI’IDI~DIZAT I0N :

The purpose of the Fruit s~d Vegetable Standardiza-
tion Act is primarily to promote the development of the
California fresh fruit, "nut and vegetable industries and
to prevent deception in the packing, shipping or sale of
fruits, nuts and vegetables. Certain stsa~dards s~d
standard packages £or certain z~ruiDs and vegetables are
set forth in the Act an~ it is n~cessary that these
standards be upheld to realize the purpose for which
the Act was enacted. Practically all of the fruits
grown in commercial qtlantities in this county, coming
under the terms of the Act, are handlGd by cooperative
associations and the trade standards of these orgsniza-
tions are sufficiently high so that practically no
inspection is necessary. In the case of the vegetable
industry it is necessary that inspection be made
practically throughout the year. In this county, very
fortunately, the lull cooperation of thG shippers of
those commodities has be~n obtained and very little
difficulty has boon experienced in enforcing the Act.
The total number of cars, and kinds of vegetables
shipped, for which inspection is provided, is shown
in the Crop Report issued heroin.

The following violations wQre found from in-
spections made during the fiscal year ending July
1st, 1927:

Kind No. Pkg.
Condomned

Cant aloupe s 20 0vorripo
Po tatoc s 14 De fc c t ire
Strawberries 250 Deceptive
Tomato ~s 14

Celery 290
Cauliflov#er 400
Lettuce 5815

Cause of
q gndemnat i9~ Di sPos~.l

Destroyed
~c cond iti0ned

II

II

(6 rues.jail)
Mismarked Reconditioned

II IT

Rccondit~’onod &
dcstroyod,

Inasmuch as there are a number of problems
facing the vegetable industry in this county which
require united effort in their solution, the veget-
able growers and packers have formed an org~uization,
such organization to work for the benefit of the
entire industry. The proposed outline of progro~
of work has boon submitted by this office and should
greatly assist in crea~ing a spirit of cooperation
among the growp~s and packers.



PROPOSED 0UTLIEE OF P~0G!IA~

In Co-operation with ,Ve~,etable Gr.:~wers and ~2ackers

I. Calling of mass meeting of interested gro.wers

and packers to outline a program of ~ork for 1928.

’ II. General discussion of problems confronting

industry and suggestions as to methods of procedure.

III, Outline of program as follows:

I. Selection of chairman and appointment
of committee to which marhers affecting the
vegetable industry may be referred, such
co~Lmittee to act in advisozycapacity.

2, Strict enforcement of standardization
laws by County ~Iorticultural Commissioner to
uphold the ~eputation of the district in all
markets to Which produce iS shipped.

3, Active support of all growers ~d
paci~ers in the matte’r of research by the
University of California aud United States
D~partment of A~riuulture in matters pertain-
ing to:

a. Improved cultural practices.
b. Fertilizer tests.
c. Pest control.

4. Co-opera~ion with existing authorities,
transportation agencies and others in preven-
tion of spread and ins~.~ction for vegetable
weevil from Bay district,

5. Co-operation with County Horticultural
Co~missionor in supplying infor, uation relative
to presence of nematode or eelworm ~n the soil
of certain properties as a basis of writing
certificates to accompany shipments of certain
vegetables o



PEST C0~TROL:

Pest control activity demsnds a large p~rcent-
age of the time of the Horticul%ural ° Commissioner’s
office. Groun~ squirrels ~re ~indigenous to the
entire acreage of the county a~, with the elimination
of practically all of the natural enemies o~" this pest
and the increasing, through agricultural activities,
of their natural food, this pest has increased enorm-
ously since the county has been settled.

The follo~ving table gives the amount of poison
used for eradicating since 1919:

1919 - 5 000 gal. gas - 50,143 Ibs grain
1920 - 3 000
1921 - 6 946
1922 - 6 079
1923 4 824
,1924 - 1 851
1925 - 1 496

1926 - 3,727

1927 - 3,016

" " - 70,000 "~ "
" " - 79,995 " "
" " - 67,209 " "
" " - 99,942 " "
" " - 72,384 " "
" " 132,021 " "

II, 892 " cyanide
" " 216~766 " grain

2,425 " cyanide
" " 324,007 " grain

567 " cyanide

During the past season the use of thalliu~
sulfate as an effective poison was demonstrated,
325 pounds of this material being used. Based on
the results of this work, a cooperative plan was
devised whereby this office furnished the poison
at a reduced price and the labor at cost to land-
holders. Practically ell landholders signed an
agreement authorizing the Horticultural Commission-
er to pr0c~ed with the eradication of squirrels and
the landhol~e~ agreed to p~y the costs. This plan
was so successful in eliminating squirrels that the
County Board of Supervisors provided for squirrel
eradication by ordinance and now furnish poison and
supervision of its placement free of charge. Last
season 1500 pounds of thallium sulfate ~as used in
this work.

It is proposed to divi~e the county into ten
or more districts and place a competent men in charge
in each area to supervise this work throughout the
year.

Active support of this work has been given
by the Uo S° Biological Survey. S. E. Piper, J. E.
Garlough caqd Jos. Keyes have co.tried on extensive
research in the life history and in the matter of
the development of rodent poisons in this county.
Evidence from their work seems to indicate that
there is need for further study; the number in
the litters seems greater thcaq formerly supposed
and the efficiency of the standard strychnine
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formula varies widely under varyi<~,conditions° A record
of embryos anc~. feeding habits a~. ~ .~.~n by shooting through-
out ,the year is very necessary to stride intelligent con-
trol measures °

This oi~fice has worked very closely with the
members of the Santa Barbara County Branch of the
Western Cattle l~J[arketing Association in outlining the
rodent campaign in this county, as indicated by the
f611owing resolution adopted:

"Whereas, ground squirrels have long been
a menace to agricultural interests in Santa
Barbara County, m~d

Vfhereas, the Cou_uty Board of Supervisors,-
acting through the County HorticLultural
Co.~.i~sioner, now has undei ~ way a csznpaign
of eradication, which campaign has all.early
shown satisfactory rest.Its, and

Whereas, it is to the benefit of every
rancher and stockman that this work be
cent inue d,

Now, Therefore, be it Resolved that this
meeting go on record as bein~ thoroughly in
accord with the program and that it be
recommended that each rancher and stoc]oman co-
operate with the Horticultural Cormnissioner’s
office to accomplish this end°"

Two major projects are now in operation in
insect control, namely, work on the walnut codlin moth
and the citrophilus mealy bug° A complete report
upon the activities of the codlin moth cmupaign is
attached hereto and serves as a basis for extensive
work to be carried on in the futu1~e



Report of
Santa Barbara County Commissioner of Horticulture

Co-operat ing with
Santa Barbara County Walnut Gro~,ers’ Association

and
Carpinteria Walnut Growers’ Association

on progress made

IN

W A L N U T C O D L I N ~ 0 T H C 0 N T R 0 T,

IN THE

G 0 L E T A A N D C A P~ ]? I N T E R I A

VALLEYS

Prepared by:

THOS. CHSJL~RS, Supt.
Codlin ~ioth Control



INTRODUCTION

------O ....

The following is a report in full
covering the co-operative operations against
the Walnut Codlin },~oth carried on bet~’~een the
Santa Barbara County Horticultural Con~nissioner’s
Office, the Ss~ita Earbara Counter Walnut Growers’
Association, and the Carp~teria Wslnut Growers’
Association.

The serious losses suffered by walnut
growers and lick of co-operative handling in
the Carpinteria District has de:~a~ded such a
community-wide program, while the appearance
of the moth in the Goleta area in com_.m~rcial
proportions has aroused walnut growers to a
realization of the gravity of the situation
in that district°

The value of the various methods de-
vised for the control of this pest have
generally be~n ,~stablished by the University
of California and the purpose el this v#ork
has not b~n to test out these methods, but
to see to it that the methods already proven
have been properly applied. In addition to
this, perhaps the most valued portion of the
work has been the discovery by scouting, egg
counts, nut cracking tests and loading, of the
actual degree of infestation in various
orchards or portions of orchards throughout
the walnut acreage, t--~ /

County H~rticultural ConLm~ssion~z



FOREWORD

The Horticultural Commissioner’ s office
is ~rateful for the co-operation received
in this work from the walnut growers in
the Carpinteria and Goleta Valleys and
also desires to show its appreciation of
the assistance given by the Codlin I~oth
Committees of the two valleys in carry-
ing out the program of operations.

Thos serving on these committees were:

Carpint eria Valley:

B. D. }~,[oore
L. N. Bail ard
C. B. Franklin
C. P. Reynolds

Gol eta Valley:

Dextor Lane
Russell Doty
H. L. James
Frank Lane
Russell Rowe
Peter irvine



I. INTRODUCTION.

a.- Development oZ Codlin Moth and necessity for con-.
trol measures.
The earliest report of the appeai, ance of Codlin
~oth in walnuts in Ssa~ta Barbara County was made in
1913. Since then there has been a slight increase
each year.

b.- Action taken by walnut growing sections.
Thus, two years ago the two walnut producing sections
of the county appointed committees with full power
to draw up progr~.~s and expend money for the protec-
tion of each valley against further inroads of the
moth.

I. Programs outlined by Walnut Codlin },~Ioth
Committees:
Following are the two programs in detail:

(a)- Outline of program for control of walnut codlin
moth in the Carpinteria District
(1) Appointment, through mass meeting of walnut

growers, of committee representing the
walnut growers associations, to outline
a ca.upaign against the walnut codlin moth.

(2) 0~tlining the campaign as follows:

(a) Sterilization, insofar as practical,
of all harvesting equipment, including
drying tra~rs, sacks, bins, etc.

(b) Spraying or dusting of entire walnut
acreage at the 1-ight time, as deter-
mined by inspection by the County
Horticultural Conm~issioner.

(c) Banding wi~h burlap of all trees, by
men hil-ed by co..~uittee, the cost there-
of to be ch~ged to the grower by tha
respective walnut growers association.

(d) Regular inspection of bands e~d kill-
ing of larvae found therein by men
hired as in (c).

(o) Inspection for presence of second brood
by County Horticultural Cor~missioner
to determine necessity of spraying a
second time.



(f) All materials and equipment to be purchased
co-operatively on the order of the committee
through the association.

(g) Request Horticultural Commissioner to enforce
Horticultural Statute~ ~n all cases where
walnut growers refuse ~ fail to comply with
this program.

(h) Determination of percentage of loss by walnut
codlin moth for each growe~ for permanent
record or progress of this project.

(i) Such additional procedure as, in the opinion
of the committee, scientific investigation
and practical ~xperience is necessary to
best handle the situation,

(b) Outline of program for control of walnut.codlin
moth for th6 Goleta District.

(1) Sterilization with steam o~ hot water, insofar
as practical, of all harvesting equipment, in-
cludin~ drying trays, sacks, bins, etc., such
sterilization to be completed before the
emergence of adult moths.

(2) Spraying or dusting that portion of acreage
showing considerable infGstation of codlin
moth, as shown by records kept at the
association warehouse, the cost thereof
being borne by the whole association.’ This
acreage which shows considerable infesta-
tion, according to the records, lies in the
~.~odoc and Cathedral Oak Districts° The
amount of acreage to be treated, to be de-
cided upon at a later date.

(3) Banding with burlap of all trees in the spray-
ed area, and such additional acreage as will
serve as a check to determine the effective-
ness of the method in helping to control the
pest in slightly infested areas. The cost
thereof to be borne as in (2).

(4) Regular inspection of burlap bands and kill-
ing of larvae foun~ therein by men hired
as in (c).

Co-operative purchase of all necessary mat-
ericls and equipment tl~rough the Santa
Barbara County Woinut Growers Association,



¯ C6) RoqL!est the Horticultural Contmissioner to
enforce Horticultural Stc.tute~ in ell case~
whore walnut gTowers refuse or fail to
comply with this progrc~m, and to seek
c~dition~.l assistance from the Horticult-
ural Commissioner by the appointment of
cn additional inspector to supervise
wclnut codlin moth control work in the
Goleta caqd Carpinteria areas during
that period of the year when such
service is necessc.ry.

Determination of the percentage of loss
by w~lnut codlin moth for each grower,
for c. pormcaqont record of the progress
of this project; inspection to be cc.rried
on by the Country Horticulturcl Commission-
cr’~ office in orchards and drying yards
at time of harvesting, in addition to
the ~ecords kept from tests made of
walnuts delivered at the warehouse in
Santa Barbara County Walnut Growers
Association.

Such additional procedure as in the
opinion of the Committee, scientific
investigation a~d practical experience
show necessary to best handle this
si tu at ion.

The three major steps undertaken in the operation of the
program for 1927 were:

(a) Sterilization, insofar as is practicable, of
harvest equipment, including drying trays,
sacks, bins, etc.

(b) Spraying or dusting of the infested area at the
right time as determined by inspection~

(c) Bsa~_ding with burlap of all trees.

The Con~uittee of the Goleta Valley considereC the advis-
ability of sterilizing or treating ~icking sacks of all
members of the Association at the Walnut House. This
was thought to be necessary because of the improbability
t!~t the sacks would be thoroughly sterilized when plac-
ed on the walnut trays.

II. FACT0~S AFFECTING CONTROL I~.~3ASb’RES :

(a) Climatic Factors:

The yeaz ~ 1927 had certain definite climatic
features which influenced the program’s operation.



The winter of 1926-1927 ma~ be contrasted v~th that
of 1925-26, the former being a year of heavy rains,
with a relatively cool spring, ~hilo the winter of
1925-26 was a warm winter with light rainfall.
Every indication showed that the latter year was
an ideal one for the hibernation and the safe
carry±ng-tltrough o f the larvae.

Another important point was the fact that
this year ~as noticeably cool compared to other
years and there ~as m~ absence of o~uy decided
warm spells to speed up the development of the worms.
The lower temperature influenced the period of egg-
laying so that there was an absence of omy defimite
peak. Thu.s there was a mo.rked prolongation of
egg-1 c~ing.

(b) Another factor that may influence, to a degree,
control meo.suros is the abnormolly heavy crop of
nuts this yoo.r, which m~.y reduce the possibility
of obtaining o.s thorough a covering vJith sprc.y
m~.tori~X c~ desired.

(~) Life history during 1927:

Peak of P_upation - 1927

To tal
No. No. No. No. ~ %

Grove Date Bands Worms Pupae Hatched P~pate Hatched

5~II No ch~ge
5~I 8 " "
5~26 I0 35 5 0 14.3
5~26 2 23 I 0 4.3
6~2 20 60 32 0 53.3
6~6 9 17 4 0 23.5
6~29 15 II 3 0 27.3
6~30 12 17 8 a 47.0
7/19 40 52 13 29 25.0

The above chart shovJs what influence the temperature
had on the development of over-v~intering worms. It may
be noted that by June 2 only 53 percent of the larvae
had pupated in some orchards while by June 30, 23.5
percent of the worms had hatched in these orchards.
By July 19 55°5 percent of the worms had hatched. It
is p1~bable that a certain l~ercentage of the winter-
i~g worms did not have an opportunity to transform
into moths° Jl~.st when to make an application of spray
material under such conditions was most difficult to
determine. It would be impossible to make but one
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application and yet obtain the desired results.

I. First Brood.
(a) Egg stage.

Peak o f E,Lg-Ls~Fing - 1927

Orchard Maximum_~ Date

’ lO 6/21

! 14 61,21
61,21

6.2 719
 al oe o f o rchard : ran 25;i¯ " ; 1~,o

others " " " " I~ to ~).

The first egg was found on l,[ay 31st. ~o time
after that date was there ever an abundance of eggs.
Outside of the above orchards none, as indicated,
showed a count m~y higher than 2%. The percent-
ages as obtained above are not percentages of peaks
but were produced after a spell of warm weather.
This year was without any definite peaks. All
orchards showed a percentage of fresh eggs averaging
between one and two p~rcent throughout at least two
months° The bulk of the eggs were laid between Jume
5 and August 15. A larg~ percentage of the moths
p~Dbably perished without even laying cggs, duo to the
cool temperature during the period of deposition. The
absence of m~y pec.k suggested delc~in~ or even omitting
dusting and spraying for this year°

The average temperature at 6 P. }:[. for the month
of July was 66 degrees.

(b) Larva Stage:

Larvae were found entering nuts as early~
as June 15. A majority of the indicated percentages
of eggs had hatched by June ~9 in the orchards listed
in the above chart.

(c) Eemaining Stages:

No record of the remaining stages was
obtained because of the fact that there were no definite
peaks from which to make determinations. A very small
percentage of worms completed their life cycle during
the year.
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(d) Parasites and ~rcdators:

No parasit{zed eggs wore found in any oi~chard
this Fear. This is in contrast with the year 1926,
when a very high percentage of parasitized eggs could
be found in most orchards.

0~ERATION OF TEE PROGRAm[:

A. Sprayi~E and Dusting.

The delayed agg-laying caused some speculation
as to the final damage that might be done to the crop°
It was found that at least 75 percent of the walnuts
had hardened by the end of Juno, and yet only part
of the total number of eggs had boon laido These
two factors- delayed e~’:-lavin ~oo j ~ snd hardening of
nuts caused most of the growers to omit treating
their acrease this year° In. the Goleta Valley,
since the treatment was largely a precautionary
measure for the purpose of keepir~. ~ do~vn "the worms
in the worst infested orchards and thus lessening
the da~ger of spi:ead to other groves, the con~ittee
decide& to cut down the acreage treated as much as
possible and yet treat a su.fficient acreage to safe-
guard the entire valley.

In the Carpinteria Valley, although a

majority of the eggs were ~robably laid after the
nuts had hardened, only 21~ of the worms feeding on
the outside surface did 1~ot get into the nuts.

This emphasizes the fact that hardening of
the nuts should not be used as a reason for not spray-
ing or dusti~.

A summary of the numbc! ~ of trees treated in
the Golota Valley for the two y~ars, follows:

19Z6 1927

Ground dusting 6,539 3,511
Spraying 2,8~5

Total 17,473 7,326

Both years’ exporicnco points to the fact
that two applications of spray or ~ust should be
used in any one year because of this prolongation
of egg-laying. It is uncucstionably true that
this condition will he found in most years.



The followihg, data gives an idea of tlie
smo~nt of it~aterial used end cost. per tree a~ carl, led
on in the Goleta Valley thisyea~’, ~,

iDust ing 1926. ~
Average amt. dust used per tree 4~iI 4.44
Average cost oZ labor per tree .134 ,145.

~verage cost of material per tree .130 ,119
orage cost of iabor and material

per tree .264 ,~64

~pr aying.

Average No. gallons spray used per tree
Average cost spray material used per tree
Average labor costs per tree
Average total cost (Labor 8ild l{aterial)

per tree
Average cost of labor per gallon of spray

17.77
l .gl 
29 ~68~’

B, Ban&ing :

The burlap bauds which ~ere used and removed the
previous year were replaced during the spring months
of 1927. The total number of trees banded during the
two years is as follows:

Ca~pint eria
Goleta

1926 1927

13,878 12,421
7 353 II 745

21,140 24.,166

Following is the cost of banding work done in
the two valleys:

Car~int eria

Average cost Of labor to band
per tree

Average cost of labor to replace
bands, per tree

Average No. yards burlap used per
tree

Average cost of burlap, per tree
Average cost to remove per baud

1926 1927

$.0122

$.0106

i .41
8.51’:
$.0110



Goleta 1926 1927

Average cost of labor to band per
tree ~.~. 0162 i~. 0101

Average cost labor to replace
per band .0109

Average No. yards burlap used
per tree 1.36 1.3~

Average cost of burlap per tree .0844 .0877

,kverage cost to remove per tree .0107

Co Sterilization of Equipment:

(1) Investigation of results.

The following information gives the possible
results that may be obtained by sterlll~auion of walnut
trays. This report shoul~ not be regarded as conclus-
ive as the infoi~uation was obtained only this one year°

Total No. nuts damaged by worms
(inspected in packing house) .... 1,067

Total No. worms actually found in
43above nuts .....................

Percentage of worms found ............ 4.03

The above information was obtained in the
walnut house at Carpinteria from the crack counts made.

Total No. nuts damaged by worms
(insp0cted in the field) ........ 874

Total No. worms actually found in
81above nuts ......................

Percentage of worms found ............... 9.26

The latter record was made in the field by cracking
the wormy nuts The fi61d counts were made immediately¯

Theafter’ th~ nuts wore dumped into the walnut trays.
difference between the above two counts, or 5.23%, gives
the gross number of worms .that loft the w E~nuts from the
time the nuts wore dumped into the trays and the time
the crack counts were made at thc Walnut House. This
percentage is higher than the percentage that would bc
killed by sterilization of trays this year, duo to the
fact that a largo number of those worms may have left
the trays or may have left the walnuts after the nuts
were removed from the trays.

IV. DETE~V.INATION OF P~RC~NT~,G~ OF LOSS:

Individual records of damaged nuts, as made in
the field by the inspector and likewise from samples
secured at the packing house, will not be included in
this report but they may be obtained from the Horti-
cultural Commissioner’s Office by any member interested
in the figures for his own grove.



0UTST~’I~DING FE2~TURES OF 192~7:

Some of the outst~.ding features in this

year’s work ate as follows:

(l:) The year 1926 was a year showing high per-. rj,~
centages of e&gs and hlc~n percentages of crop
d&mages, while the year 1927 was a year of low
percentages of eggs, with lo~ percentages of crop
dmnages. But the percentage of damage of the crop
of 1927 ran higher than the egg count percentages,
while in. 1926 the crop damage percentages ran lo~-

or than the egg percentages.

Not to,~ much dependence should be placed on

ing or &usti~g oporations o

(3) It is becoming mor~ and more aoparent that 
single dusting or spraying application cannot
adequately control the walnut codlin moth° The
Goleta m~d Carpinteria Valleys are areas of cool
summers where a prolongation of the first brood
will probably occur° Thus in giving one
application to cover a p~riod Qf two or three
months, maximum results csnno~ be obtaino&. Just
when two applications should bc applied would be
a question of proper checking.

(4) The euestion arises as to just wh~%t ve, lue
supplementary measures of control are in cutting
down the infestation the following year. Some of
the preliminary checks made last year and this
year indicate that the percentage of good obtain-
ed by these supplementary methods may be less than
ori~Tinally anticipated, Whether it would not be
better to apply the cost of these operations on a
second application of spray or dust is a problem
to be considered but where worms are as nL~merous$ ~zo -e
as in some of the ~.eavlest in.est d groves, two
applications of arsenate of lead and all suppli-ired to
menuary measures ~’~ill undoubtedly be requ
cut down damages to a reasonable percentage.
Furthermore, supplementary measures represent a
chGap method of control, particularly where the
infestation is very light.

Rc sp6ct*ully so.bmitt ed,

/: ¯t / / ."D /ZD .-’~

.q,~’~- yC’c o~dl ih~.~o t h Control° \



SL~L~RY OF BIOLOGICi~ CONTROl. W0i~(
In

SAI~TA BARBARA COUNTY FOR 1927

Fouz~- and one-half years have passed sinc~ the
Cit~ophilus ~[ealy bug, ..... serious pest of citrus
trees, was discovered in Santa Barbara County. A1-
tho,.~gh the pest has spread over several hundred acres
since it was first discovered, at the ~resent time no
commercial dsz]age is being suffered by the citrus
growers of the county° This is due to the fact that
the insect has been brought under commercial control
tlu~ough the rearing and distributing ~bythe County
Insectary of a number of beneficial insects, chiefly
the lady bird beetle, Cryptolaemus PIontrouzieri. The
efficiency of the work has been greatly increased by

’the cooperation of various growers who have greatly
aided the work by bending the tress with burlap to
determine when the infestation first appearod so that
maximum resLllts could be obtained tl~rough the early
liberation of the boetles. To August 16, 1926,
beetlos were sold to citrus growors at two cents
each and, up to that time, the entiro insectary ~as
soil-sustaining but the County Board.oZ S~pervisors
by rosol~.tion decidod to roar ~%d distribute these
beetles free of charge to the citras growers a~Id
owners of property where the infestation of
Citrophilus mealy bug was known to exist°

The following is a report of the business of
the Santa Barbara County Insectary for the calendar
year, 1927;

E X P E N D I T U R E S

Cost of Operation .... $5,282.06
Cost of New Building .... __1,_39.9_t16 .

~A
..~6,681 ,22

COST PER. BEETLE

1925 1926 I~]27

o163  o.o1 8  .oo 6
There were produced in the ins~ctary and

liberated~ the following insects:

1926
Cryptolaemus Montrouzieri .... 367 ,-V~0"
Scymn~s Binevatus ............ 440
Scymn~s Sordidus ............. 3,510
Exo chomus Flavipe s ............ 150

Total 371,840

1927
873~B-6~
19~860

893,716



All the mone.ys owed to the county from the
sale of beetles under the previous pls~ of operation
have been collected and the books have been closed~

During the past year the insectary has
operated under m~_ appropriation from the County Board
of Supervisors@ This method has proven much better
from the st~mdpoint of getting satisfactory control.
Durin,~ the past year some loss has been suffered by
some ~rovJers from dirty fruit caused by sooty mold
fu~us grovjing in the honey dew excreted fl~om the
mealy bug° During the spring v~e had ~oather some-
what cooler than normal, that is, the maximum~
temperatures wore lower. This condition delayed
the hatching of cryptolaemus eggs in the field but
it did. not stop the mo~ly bug from hatching° There-
fete quite a lot of the first generation of mealy bug
w, as able to got back up the trees and caused the
damage mentioned above~

Dur~.~g the "Tear we increased our insectary
capacity about 60% by the el:ection of a new 3-room
building on the property of the Johnston Fruit
Company° Our production, hovJever, increased 162%
over 1926,~ Thus about 100% of this incl~ease was
due to improvement of methods used in the insectaryo
Due to this we r~ere able to decrease our cost of
production about ½~ per beetle,

Last January we had 82,600 trees infeste~
with citrophilus me-sly bug° This year at this
time there are 106,383 infested trees.

The spread of the citrophilus mealy bug
during the past year has continued in the ’
Carpinteria Val3. ey and also west of the city limits
of the city of Santa Barbara in the Hope District.
One infestation appeared’in a canyon back of Goleta
Valley and one on some o~namontals around a ranch
house at Goletao

, ¯ m
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CITRUS INSECTS

While citrophilus mealy bug is the major citrus
pest of the county, much more control work was done
this year on scale insects° Due to improved materials
and methods, much better results were obtained° Approx-
imately .700 acres w6re sprayed with oils and 25 acres
famigated° Red spider, red scale and purple scale
have oeen abundant, while very little black scale has
shown up.

Due to th8 fact t!~t it is necessary to make
application’s only at the right season to secure a
satisfactory kill, and to use proper materiels in
proper proportions in a worl~manlike manner to avoid
injury, the Citrus Pest Control Con~.ittee has re-
commended that those operating spray rigs and fu’.m-
igating outfits have a license°

Cooperating with the Citrus Post Control
Committee, a comp!ate program of work for tho year
has been outlined° This outline shows very definite-
ly the activities of this office as refGrs to citrus.

During the year, the University of California
Citrus ~:por~uont Station liberated tyro new beneficial
insocts, chilocorus bipudolatus and exochomus
c..uadripustulatus, which feed on red and purple scale°
Explorers from ~h~ University arc a~ work in Australia
and olscwhcro searching for othor parasitos ~d pro-
dators, to help control mealy bug and scale insects°

There is need for much .more control work on
Argentine ants. These pests drive away the natural
enemies of scale insects and mealy bug and reduce
the efficiency of biological control. ~esults of
the work done this past season are very satisfactory
and show that it is possible to control the Argentine
s~t if directions are carefully carried out.

There is need for more fumigation to replace
spraying. Careful inspection shows no injury follow-
¯ng last season’s work., but shows much better results
than spraying°



AP I~RY INSPECTION.

i,

The beekeepers of California secured the pass-
age of an act at the last session of the legislature
roquizing the inspection by the 0ounty Hortioultuz~l
Co..~missioner of all bees in the state prior to their
movement frcm one locclity to s~uothcr to determine
the presence or absence of a number of bee &iscasGs.
If frog from these diseases a permi~ to move such
bees is to be issL~..~& by ~no Co~missionor ~d no
bees may r~.~ovo without a permit, If infected with
diseasc, the owner of the bcos must eradicate the
disGc.sc as pzovidod by the statute.

Honey’ production has fallen off quite heavily
in this county° To what extent disease is a
factor ca~not be state&~ There are novJ around
~000 colonies, many of which are diseased. .Bee-
keepers have been called together ~nd soon a plan
of procedure v~ill be outlined, looking toward the
eradication of disease in the .apiaries of this
county.

A ]?art-time apiary inspector has been
employed to take care of this work. While not
engaged in bee work his time wiil be taken up
with plant quarantine snd pest control duties°



WEED CONTROL:

Weed control has resolved itself into two
lines el work, ona in the control of weeds already
established in the county and "the other the eradica-
tion of n~ and ds~gero.us weeds recently introduced
an& not spread over any great area in the county.
The efforts of this office have been largely con-
fined to the latter class of weeds in the past :~ear.
Two infestations o£ Puncture Vine, a very dangerous
and new species, have been ~isce’vered near Santa
Barbara and they will be closely watched during
the coming season and kept from maturing seed.
Several patches of Yellow Star Thistle were dis-
Covered several years ago¯ These have been kept
under control and, in a few instances, did not
re-appear this year. These will be kept under
observation during the coming se~son.

A considerable portion of the inspectors’
time during the fall of the year was consumed in
searching for infestations of nev~ weeds and if
these can be discovered before they have attain-
ed any foothold, it will be the means o£ saving
a great msny thousands of dollars a year to the
farmel~s of the county.

Russion Thistle has obtained a consider-
able foothold in several places in the county
and numbers of "Notice to Abate F.uisance.", were
served upon persons ~having such infested lands
and in all cases these were kept from maturing
seed. A record of these infestations is being
kept and they will be closely watched during the
coming season°

It is s~.so planned to run a series of
experiments in the control of 1~iorning Glory
which is now found in practically every district
in the county. Recent investigations have shown
that it may be possible to control this serious
pest.

CROP RE~0RT :

A comoleto crop report is su]m~itted here-
with cover~g the major agricultural crops of
the co:inty. It is thought that this report is
quite accurate inasmuch as the figures have been
taken ~rom authentic so’urces aud have been check-
ed up very carefully.
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AG.qICULTURAL CROP RE.P0~T

1927

S’__~ta B.arba_ra" Count_Y,. California.

~i~̧

IV.:~s.’.,- leq,Aests are received at the County Hort-
icultural C~wuissioner’s office for figu-~es dealing with
the agricul~u:cal output of Santa Barbara County. These
requests co~e from government agencies, Chambe!~s of
Con-~e.vce, tx a:lepo rtation ccm~anies, banking institutions,
farmers coo~er~.tive org~uizatxons, marketing agencies and
invo~±gatozs from various institutions throughout the
coLul~ry. Uhe f;L~ures found in the repo:~t for the year
ending Decel~ber 3!st, 1927, have be~n scoured from various
sources ....... ’~:ese agencies include the several lo~rge ware-
houses of t’.~o cow,sty, the railroads and other common
co.rriers, the various agricc, ltural ~cooperativ6 marketing
a~socia.tioz.s, the Universi’~y of C:~3±fornia E,xtension Service,
the Feg~e.v~L agx’icultural Cens,ls, verious f~rmcrs@ organiza-
tion~., pe, o zers= shippers and many izLdividu~d s in close ’.
to~ch wi~h the movement of agluoultoz.al oonmoditios.

It is ~3omowhat difficult to arriveat the prO-
duction ffQure.s 3n many con~lodities, s~oh as g":’ain cmd
a.!falfo. ~c2 s::nc9 a large to~o.ge remains on farms, bit
torch of ";his c:~pears in the form of m~imal industry ~ro-
ducts s~ipped ln~er.

While this is a commodity production report,
there is a very strong demand for va]uation figures.
Those ~hown here are on the basis of ’ ~ the ~ ’,-~.~wilau l..l.il~.
rocei~’ed, not f.o.b, values. F.o.b. values for such )
produ,~ts as vegetable shipments would double that which
the g,~ower receives, as shown in these figures.

The acreage of the co~,~nty has been divided very
roughly into three main districts: The Santa Maria, in-
cluding Guadalupe, Casmalia, 0rcutt, Los L~3.amos emd
Sisquoc- The Lompoc, includin~ c2.1 of the, Santa Ynoz and
=Vompoc V~D.!ios and the Coast north of Go.viote.; the Sc~qta
Bc.rba:ra, including Carpintoria, .~,,[ontecito, Golota cmd
the Coast south of Gaviota.

The figures for 19~7 show o~q increase in
valuation of 20% over 1926, although there has boon o.
loss in scmc classes. The vo/Lue of field crops fell
off some ~200,000 but animal industry prod,ae’~s, veg-
etables caqd orchard crops gained, showing thc.~t tho.~.~e
has been a transition from world market crops td fresh
produce, yielding a source of weekly end monthly income,
~hlch has reflected to the advantage of the communities
concerned. Incrcased vegetable acreage has dumcmded the
ploaqting of alfalfa as a moans of securing replenished
soil fertility and alf~:.lfn acb~aE~’-has greatly inc~r%as-
ed the number of’dairy cows. 11:.- ........

,,~
..~.~, 6 ~----~y~-~:’

....... E~6ono S. ~-~i-~-~-~--
County Horticultural Commissioner.





LOS ALI~[0S-GUAD.MLUPZ-SA2~TA~/J~IA DISTRICT

CROP

~mimal Industry

Apiculture

Fiel.d Crops

Vegetables

AC2LEAGE

215,000

59,698

I~, 761

T 0 T A L S 285,459

YIELD VALUE

- - - i:~!,172,0~5.

45,099 Ibs 3~607.

- - - 2,605,547.

,200 cars 1,342,262.

i(~5,123, .141.

C~RPINTERL~-GOLET~-Sfl; T~ BiuRBJ/gJ~ DISTRICT

CROP

/m.im al Industry

Avo c ado s

Citrus

Field Crops

Vegetable s

Walnut s

157,500

48

i, 698

12,7.56

123

5,500

TOTALS 177,625

YIELD

I00,000 Ibs

287,058 boxes:

39 cars

3338 tons

V/~LUE

’~616,475.

25,000

1,096,401.

701,048.

21,400.

1,134,920.

:,,~3,59 5, 2~,=.

Sf~NTA YNEZ-LOMPOC DISTRICT

CROP :LCRE,LGE YIELD i VXLUE

# ¯ ¯ ,
,m~mal Industry 238,000 : - - - :<~I 72g 2:~o

.iplculture .... ~.~5,099 lbs, 3.,608.

1 ’Field Crops ~1,6~0 - - - ~ I,~58,226~

IVegetables 7].6 259 cars i 105 036.
’ ; ’

T 0 T L ’ !; 3,293,120.S 280,356
L
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FIELD C

BE7~:S

1927

ROPS

(

CROP DISTRICT KINDS ACREAG~

LOS AIamo s-.
S8~’,t a Mar ia

7-! Lompoc-
--, Santa Ynez

<,,
h_l

"~ Sm~ta
Barbara

TOT

L imas

Baby
L i..’aa s

Small
Whlt e

P ink s

Miso

Small
White

Pinks

Misc°

Baby
Limas

Z imas

Common
Lima s

Baby
L imas

Seed
Be&us

ALS

VALUE

Ii , 800

8,038

225 1,88,’

150 98]

96,04~

"6.6,21

235 " i, 86

8,280 65,34(.

2,290 18,20(

825 : 6,041

4,200

35

34,03"

26~

63,84~¯ 8,200

2~6 1,79(

1,800 : 23,734¯ : 251

: 314 ,’:3-3o "I

$9,427,

4,913.

504,223.

347,635.

9,330.

343,217.

91,030.

29,982.

178,662.

i ,325.

446,894.

12,530.

213,624.

2,192,792.



TOT ~L ACREAGE, YIELD, and
Valu---g--6-1" Eacil. Variety of BEANS

BEAI,IS
q,,

]Pinks

Small
Vfhite

i

Baby
L imas : ll, 869

|

Common :
Limas : 8,935,.

Seed
Beans 2,235

Misc. 769

T 0 T A L 53,167

].9,451 ii0,328

9,727 i20,080

i 4,586

/, , ,

i~26 ’ ~’?~-T------j.926: 1927 : 1926, .: 1927

99,464 i 84,422 i $540,398.: ~ip438,66 ¯

77,063 i61,391

~09,601 i 36,8Q2

i
8,460 71,483 !65,994

1,800 31,344 23,736

i,060 : .5 687

417,149 847,440.

602,804.: 192,105.

500,381,

313,440

457,646.

213,62~.

46,31i ’396,147

7,907 : 40,I04.i. 39,312.

: i.32,380,252 i$2,426,011 188,79;
J

t

!

TOTAL ACR~.~G~,, YIELD, and
V2~UE of IJ, FfLFA.

~JL .,

CROP

A
L
F
A
L
F
A

DISTRICT

Santa ~lar ia

Lompo c -
Santa Ynez

TOTAL

ACRE,,GE YIELD VI~UE I

i
~h,,~662,376. 1

i
188,136 I

i
4

../!

8,492
To.~s

50~ ....

2,412 !14,472

10,904 :65,424

i ¯



CROP
~°~_ .

F
LS
0E
WE
ED
RS

DISTRICT : KINDS

i (Mi~o. 
Santa Maria : (Nast: 

’ Sw.Peas)(
:Lompoc ! ( Sw .Peas)

: (MiSCo 

TOTALS

1400

63O

2030

: Lbs.
:I00,000
{300,000
!175,ooo
{ 150, ooo
: 80,000

!
! 805,000

VALUE

$325,000.

52,500.
50,000.

L?4 7, 500.

CROPT

G
RH
AA
I.Y

N

: DISTRICT

}Lompoo-
!Santa Ynez

!Saa~ga Barbara

’Santa Maria

ACREAGE

12,000

2,500

14,000

|

Tons
15,000

YIELD

3,500

17,500

’. TOTALS 28,500 36,000

VALUE

$120,000.

8~#, ooo.

140,000-

$#~,ooo.

CROP

U
S
T
A
R
D

! DISTRICT

: Lompo o

Ssa%ta Maria

TOTAL

ACREAGE
I

4,539

2O0

S 4,.739

! YIELD

! Cwt.

i31,491

3,037

!

!34,528

VALUE

$125,964.

12,140o

’: $138 ,i04.

C ROP "

S B
UE
GE
AT
RS

!Lompo c

! Santa Maria
1

!

ACREAGE

I , 483

4,176

5,659

YIELD VALUE

Tons
!13,615

i18,783

!32,398

$114,727.

160,584.

:~275,311,: TOTALS



CROP

0
A
T
S

DISTRIOT

|

Lom]?oc

." TOTALS:

f.CRELGE

974

Z ,354

I l

YIELD

Cwt.
9747

23,541

%%UE

$24,367.

58,852.

3,328 i33,288
!

.~83, ~19

CROP

W
H
E
A
T

DISTRICT ACREAGE
_.a

Lompoo

Santa
~aria

T 0 T =IL S

174

2,824

~,998

YIELD

Cwto
i, 7&3

74,071

r--- ........

: 75, B:’~

,,, . ,,

V2~UE

~3~ ,486,

I12,878.

I16,36~o



0 Lom]~o c
L S ant a

l,~aria ----.

TOT-,’ L S

~------:----- V~’~UE, YIELD

DISTRICT - :
- ;. Cwt.

9’74
9q&7 $Z4,367 ¯

g,354 Z3,541

3,3Z8 33,288

58,85Z.

p83, ?,19

CRO~
DISTRICT :

W
H Lompo o

E
A S ant a
T Zaria

TOTALS

yIELD
LC RELGE

Cwto

V:~T,UE

1,7~3 .)3,486.

’~ 8g4 74,071
llg,8q8"

------’-------" i ll6~ ~6"J" °
g,998

75,814

!’,}t



VEGEtabLE

1927

CR:0PS

DISTRICT

Lompoc

Beets

: Berries

¯: Cabbage

Carrots "

Cauliflower

Celery

Chicory

Cucumber

Lettuce

z~ixed Veg.

Parsley

Peas

Spinach

Tomatoes

Cabba~,’e

Carrots

Cucumbers

Lettuce

Mixed Veg.

Peas

Spinach

Tomato e s

Green limas

KI/~DS :

0

8O

35

3O

2690

1690

80

6’6

2O

4820

275

i0

’56O

6O

345

I0

24

i0

276

i0

2OO

6

180

125

cars
F: VALUE

; (Growers’ Ret.) 

18

3O

6

1767

913

63

33

6

1842

275

.II

86

55

95

f~

19

3

138

5

35

5

52

39

,/3, 37

31,500.

I, 080.

247,310.

347,328.

" 25,492.
:!

4,118.
|

I, 560.

!i 430,053.

¯ ; 59,207.

¯ : l, 639°

:: 160,483.

:" " 960."1

28,295o

360.

2,664°

781.

32,312.

1,005.

51,409.

755.

15,750.

21,400o

T 0
.... . .’7 ~.~ .

T A L S II,600 : 5,498 i,~i~1,468,698.

foo.b, value $2,937,396.
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AGRICULTURAL CROP REPORT

1 9 2 9

Santa Barbara Count~, California

Many requests are received at the County Agricultural
~ommissioner’s office for figures dealing with the agricultural
output of Santa Barbara County. These requests come from
government agencies, Chambers of Commerce, transportation
companies, banking institutions, fa1~ners’ cooperative organizations,
marketing agencies and investigators from various institutions
throughout the country. The figures found in this report have been
secured from various agencies, including the several large ware-
houses of the county, the railroads and other common carriers, the
various agricultural cooperative marketing associations, the
University of California Extension Service, the Federal Agricultural
Census, various farmers’ organizations, packers, shippers and many
individuals in close touch with the movement of agricultural
commodities.

It is somewhat difficult to arrive at the production
figures on many commodities, such as grain and alfalfa hay since
a large tonnage remains on farms, but much of this appears in the
form of animal industry products shipped later.

While this is a commodity production report, there is a
very strong demand for valuation figures. Those shown here are on
the basis of what the farmer received, not f.o.b, values. F.o.b,
values for many products representing packing charges added to
price to grower, would nearly double that which t~e grower receives.
The figures given represent products sold, and in the case of
animal industry should not be taken to mean a census of animals in
the county.

The acreage of the county has been divided very roughly
into three main districts: the Santa Maria, including Guadalupe,
Casmalia, 0rcutt, Los Alamos and Sisquoc; the Lompoc, including
all of the Santa Ynez.and Lompoc Valleys and the coast north of
Gaviota; the Santa Barbara, including Ca~pinteria, ~[ontecito,
Goleta and the coast south of Gaviota. Allocation of production
figures to each district in the case of Animal Industry is
estimated. Acreage figures for field crops and vegetables are also
estimated,

ogg//
Co~[t/A6ricultural Commi ~s~oner
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AGRICULTURAL CROP REPORT

19 29

Santa Barbara Count[~ California

Total Number Farms .............. 1,325
Total Value Agricultu al r d c s ........... ,018,578.

~: Total Acreage" ~ .................... 1,683,200
Total Acreage Agricultural Area ........... 775,191
Total Acreage U.S.Forest Reserve Area" . ........ 754,380
Estimated Total Population .... 75,000
Estimated Total Population 0utside Incorporated Cities 31,500
Assessed Valuation ............... $126,374,938.

Due to its :~eo~raphic position Santa Barbara County
z~epresents a variety of climatic told soil types. From Point
Concepcion, the great continental headland, the coast line runs
north in one instance and south in the other, exposing approximately
lO0 miles of coast line.

Two main streP.ms traverse the county from east to west:
the Santa Maria River on the county’s north boundary, and the
Santa Ynez River ~o the south of the Santa Maria. These streams
have laid down large deltas vJhere vegetable gro,~iin~ and ethel~
intensive crops are grown. On the rollinl lands general farming
and livestock are the chief indust~-ies.

On the south is a long, narro~ coastal plain with a
southern exposure where orch~rd crops ando°~neral farms are found.
CitrL~s and semi-tro~2ic fruits are grown in this area.

The islands off the coast arc devoted to the prod~ction
of livestock.
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A G R I C UZ T U R’A Z C R O P R E P O R T

of
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SHADED AR~A 8HOWING SANTA BARBARA

NAT IONAZ FOREST



e~

I

\

o"

tDi

-I . i

o!

.... t

~’-’ I H

r.,-I i r-.I

¯ . . ,,, .

i ~

!

I’. I 0

I I ,

I

...... l ....[

-in o

ui ~ o o

o I~, ¯ r.3

r-t ~ 0 ,nl ~n 0 0



LOS ALR~,[0S-GUADALUPE-SA}~TA ~[ARIA DISTRICT

_:L 929

[ CROP : ACREAGEI

Field Crops

I Vegetable s

[--TOTALS

Animal Industzy . ~21~,000
(Estimate) ,

Bulbs ’ 50 "
,

: 78,546 :

YIELD

6,500,000

: VALUE

$I, 225,303.

50,000.

2,717,162.
i

20~020 ; 10,582 cars : 1.730_365.~
" " i

~--Z.....-.Z..~_~ .... __.~

313,616 ,~ -- - 5,722,830-I -__j

CAP~P IE TERIA. GOLETA- SANTA BARBARA DIS TRI CT

I CROP
I

i ACREAGE

;157,500 ;
¯ i

65

YIELD : VALUEI
J

--- iS 875,216.
140,000 Ibs. ! 30,800.

]Citrus
I
~ Field Crops

I Vegetables

I Walnut s

Bulbs

2,562 ! 267,026 boxes! 1,218,149.

T 0 T A L S "177,097 ;

Ii,050 - - - : ¯ 854,308o

390 : 42 aars 81,480.

5,500 ’ 2212 tons , 774,200.
,.

30 !,opo_.,o_o9 .. . 3o,ooo.

- - - $3,864,153.

SANTA YNEZ-L0~POC DISTRICT

CROP iACP~AGE YIELD : VALUE

- - - $1,400,346.

18 tons : 4,500.

--- : 1,844,128

: 182,621.

L-

I Animal Industry

(Estimate)
i Apicultare

iField Crops

i,Vegetables

LTOTALS

238,000

44,773

1~7__05 i ...716 cars

284,478 ; - - - ’$~ 431 89,.5.
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CROP

B

E

A

N

S

F I E L D C R O P S

BEANS

1929

DISTRICT

~os Alamo c-
Santa Maria

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa Barbara

T 0 TAL S

. KINDS
u

Baby
Limas

Small
White

Pinks

Misc.

Small
White

Pinks

Misc.

Baby
Limas

Lima s

Common
Limas

Baby
Lima s

Seed
Beans

/

//-~ //

ACREAGE{ YIELD

I, 754

25,850

8, O8O

192

I0,652

I, 332

547

10,739

78

6 , 500

4OO

I, 650

Cwt.

8,769

64,625

20,200

4,777

VALUE

$ 83,305.

500,844.

121,200.

23,885.

46,718

3,Z30

I,~66

53,696

390

39,292

g,271

23;221

~61,140.

19,980.

6,830.

510,122.

3,120.

471,504.

22,710.

3g5,094.

67,774 i2681655 ~2,449,734.
k

s

Acreage is estimated. Yield and valu~ are
actual.



_ .~.0TLAL_ ACRF~GE.,. yIELD and VA~UE

of Each Variet_~ of Beans.

’,’inks
S].%hT --"
£Q.te _
~~aby
Limas

C o.T~ oiq

Lim~s

Seed
Beans

]vii se.

TOTAL

............................ 7 ......... ..... V2d3UE

1929_i .- 1928 i " 1929 1928 : 19291928
.......... ¯ --~-t---~ ..... -OWt ...... ’ ............ ,.

16_L6.08 9 612 ! 86 : ~> " ’ ’~’.262 . ,.s,sso .,, 5n,572!$ 147~18(

33~181 36,502 :206~196 i 1.II,863 1,649,568~ 861,98

: i__S.,AO~__.- 12,. 8 9

7,965 __~_~6 t578

J. ,.825__j 1,>5o
906 7’39

i

..... 67~822 64,736

55j02 39,682

2~,247 ;.3 ~.7__.

69,169

i ._5,69 5 6_,=!4 5I

67,774 !4&~,924 268,655

i ,ii

5 slSio- 47 ~ -.__.,1!

290,9~ 32.8~0"9~&

|

NOTE: Acreage is estimated. Yield and v--.lue
are actual.

CROP

0
N
I
0
N
S

DI STRICT

Lompo c

Scrota l{ari~

T 0 T &L S

. ~CR~,~.G,,,: YIELD

; 39 867239 : ,

58 : II 502

297 51,369

V&LUE

,pl19,601.

,~.~, 50 6.

¯ "~ A.915e ,I07.



C20P

F
L S
0 E
WE
ED
RS

i DISTRICT KINDS

Santa Maria

Lompoc

(~ii sc. 
(Fast.)
( Sw .Peas)

TOTALS

LCREAGEq

1900

55O

2450

YI ~ULD

Ibs.
213,800
250,000
200,000

140,000
80,000

883,800

V~UE i
1

I
!
!

$387,5oo. t

99,000. i

$486,500, I

CROP I DISTRICT ACEEAGE

~r

RH
AA

I
IY
N

i Lompoc-
i Santa Ynez

I Santa Barbara!
Ssmta }[aria

TO TALS

I0;000.

2,500.

15,000.

27,500

YIELD VALUE

T~-ns

i0,000

2,500

22,772

$14o,ooo.

35,000.

270,000~
!

35,272 , $445,000.
., J

: ACREAGE YIELD VALUE
DISTRICT ,CROP i

u
S
T
A
R
D

311: Lompoc

T 0 T A L S 3,311

Cwt.

’ 23,].76

2b,176

, 175,82o.

@173,820.

CROP DI STRICT

S
U B Lompoc
G E
A E Santa Maria ,

!

R T ......................... ’

S TOTALS

; ACREAGE

2,2bi

816

3,047

YIELD

Tons
IZ,387

4,897
j ..........................

18,284

VALUE

$133,870.

48,970.

$182,840.



CROP

B
A
R
L
E
Y

DISTRICT
t

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa ~aria

TOTALS

.,CR-AGE

2,052

13,914

15,966

YI~D

~W t.

41,056

278,298

319 , 354

VALUE
I

42,698.

389,616.

! ......

,~ 432,~14.

7
C~OP

0
A
T
S

DISTRICT

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa I~{ari a

AC REAGE

950

2,028

YIELD

~t.

14,237

11,502

T 0 T A L S : 2,978 25,739

CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE

V~LLUE

@24,915.

20,128.

~45,043.

W
T[

E
A
T

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa Maria !

180

1,664

YIELD
--~----Vw-fi.

2,688

24,944
,. m

27,632

VALUE
t , .

~p 5,376.

49 , 888.
,.o

T 0 T A L S i 1,844 $55,264

DI STRICT ACREAGEI CROP

L
F
A
L
F
A

Santa },{aria

Lcmpoc-
Santa Ynez

c, C7,~0

I,~12

I~DJ

T-’- Tons
43,740

11,472

VALUE

~787,320.

20~,656.

T 0 T A L S 9,202 55,212 : $990,976.



VEGETABLE CROPS

1929

DISTRICT

Santa
~{aria

EIi{DS ACREAGE YIELD i VALUE

L__ .............. ’__ret_.i_
8O

6,860

5,820

150

I0

5,220

1,220

2O

2O0

2O

4OO

2O

41

4, Z54

2,598

8O

3

2,512

888

12

42

6

139

7

:: Cabbale

: Carrots
¯
Cauliflower

Celery

Chicory

Lettuce

Mixed Veg.

P̄ar sl ey

’Peas

: Spinach

.Tomato es

Turnips

Total

Santa

Barbara

Celery

: Car rot s

Cauliflower

Lettuce

iMixed Veg.

iMu stard Greens

{Spinach

:Tematoes

iTurnips
Total

:Green limas

iPeas
Total

20,020 i 10.,. 82 ..

23O

i00

5OO

580

120

5

2O

140

I0

122

65

201

195

71

2

14

43

3

1,705
i

716

5,622.

203,572.

614,162.

22,569.

450.

559,310.

185,140.

1,845.

74,140.

825.

61,650.

1,080.

$I,730,365

40,325.

7 , 000 ̄

49,471.

52,650.

12,760.

150.

2,055.

17 , 790 ̄

420.

182,621.

120 : 25 " 37,800.

270 : 17 " 43__, 680
: 42 : 81,480.390 :
i¯

22,115 [ 11,340 $I,994,466TOTALS



0 R 0HARD CROPS

1929

DISTRICT KINDS ACREAGE : YIELD

T o~K~
Santa
Barbara Walnuts 5,500 ~’, 212

............. _.u ....
"--- ~’o~-~

Santa Lemons E ,146 244,526
Barbara

Oranges 406 21,292

Grapefruit I0 I, 208

TOTALS (Citrus) , 2,562

Santa
Barbara

Avo o ado s 65

TOTALS
(All Orchard Crops)

8,127

267,026

VALUE
(To grower)

$ 774,200.

$1,176,955.

38,697.

2,497.

%~I, 218,149.

Lbs.
140,000 $ ~0,800.

$2,023,149.

AP IC U L T U ;~ E

CROP

Honey

TOTAL

: YIELD ~:

.

: 18 Tons i

:
18,Tons $4,500.

BULBS

CROP

Bulbs

ACRES

8O

~IEZD VALUE
, |

I0,500,000 $80,000.

L±,



/
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AGRICULTURAL CROP REPORT

19S0

Santa Barbara Cou_n~y,. California

Many requests are received at’the County Agricttltural
Commissioner,s office for fi.zulres dealing with the agricultural output of
Santa Barbara Comity. These requests come from government agencies,
Chambers of Commerce, trs~’Isportation companies, bauking institutions,
farmers’ cooperative organizations, marketing agencies ~d investigators from
various institutions throughout the cotmtry. The figures fom~d in this
report have been secured from various agencies, including the several large
~’,arehouses of the comity, the railroads and other common carriers, the various
.agricultural cooperative marketing associations, the University ofC-~ll£ornla" " ’
~’~’~tension Service, the Federal Agricultural Census, va~"ious farmers’ organ-
izations, packers, shippers and many individuals in close touch with th~
’~tovement of agricultural commodities.

It is somewhat difficult to arrive at the production f’igL~’es on
many commodities, such as grain and alfalfa hay since a large, tonnage remains
on farms, but much of this appears in the form of animal industry products
shipped later.

V~nile this is a con~odity production report, there is a very strong
demand for va].uation figua~es. Those shov~ here are on s~ f.o.b, basis, not
what the farmer received. The figttres given represent products sold, and in
hhe case oi’ animal industry should not be taken to mean a census of animals
in the county.

The acreage of the com%ty has been divided very roughly into three
:min districts: The Santa Maria, including Guadalupe, Casmalia, Orcutt,
Los Alamos and Sisquoc; the Lompoc, including all of the Santa Ymez ~ud
Lompoc Valleys and the coast north of Gaviota; the Santa Barbara, including
Carpinteria, Montecito, ~!ul.ota and the coast south of Gaviotao Allocation of
production figm~res to each district in the case of ~mim’_~l Industry is estimated.
Acreage figures for field crops ~md vegetables a~"e also estimated.

/I .... , J

 .u@ne s.  .,cJ_ogg, \. //
Co nty/Agricult .al Con ission6r



AGRICULTURKL CROP IKEPORT

19 50

Santa Barbara County, California

Total Number Farms ...........
Val ult p ........Total ue Agric ural roducts ............

Total Acreage ....................
Total Acreage U.S.Forest Reserve Area ........
Total Acreage Agricultural Area ............
Estimated Total Population ...............
Estimated Total Population Outside Incorporated Cities . o
Estimated Value Petroleum Products ..........

1,414
$17,116,151.

1,685,200
754,580
775,191

65,075
21,552

$15,765~000.Estimated Value Other Mineral Products ....
Assessed ~aluation (including operative’property)

¯ ¯ ¯ $ 1,000,000.
¯ ¯ ¯ $160,O00,000.

Due to its geographic position Santa Barbara County
represents a variety of climatic and soil types. From Point Concepcion,
the great continental headland, the coast line runs north in one instance
and south in the other, exposing approximately lO0 miles of coast line.

Two main streams traverse the county from east to west:
the Santa Maria River on the county’s north boundary, and the Santa Ynez
River to the south of the Santa Maria. These streams have laid dow~
large deltas where vegetable growing and other intensive crops are grown.
On the rolling ].ands general farming and livestock are the chief industries.

On the south is a long, narrow coastal plain with a southern
exposure where orchard crops and general farms are found. Citrus and semi-
tropic fruits are grown in this area°

The islands off the coast are devoted to the production of
livestock.



AG R I CUI, T URAZ CROP REPORT
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SANTA BARBARA C OUN TY
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OUTLINE N[A~ OF SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
SHADED AREA SHOWING SANTA BARL~’~

NATIONAL FOREST
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¯ LOS ~LAT~0S-GUADALUPE’-SANTA MA~A DISTRICT ....

1930

CROP

Animal Industry
(Estimate 40%)

Bulbs

Field Crops

Vegetables

: ACREAGE

244,200

5O

66,108
i

’ 18,476

T 0 T A L S 328,834

600,000

m w

Cars
12,189

$1,247,664.

5,000.

1,794,749.

6,502,080.

$9,549,495.

CARPINTER:A-GOLETA-SANTA BARBAPJ~- DISTRICT

CROP

Animal Industry
(Estimate 14%)

Avocados

Citrus

Field Crops

Vegetables

Walnuts

Bulbs

TOTALS

!

ACREAGE

85,470

70

2,702

12,990

173

5,500

55

106,940

YIELD

Lbs.
34,600
Boxes

311,8 $8

Cars
29

Tons
l, 584

:5,000,000

VALUE

$ 456,682°

12,285.

1,629,294.

1,010,065.

50,800~

609,840.

42,000.

$3,790,964.

SANTA~:EZ - L0~.~0C DISTRICT.

CROP

Animal Industry
(Estimate 46%)

Apiculture

Field Crops

Vegetables

I
ACREAGE

280,830

67,565

i, 515

YIELD

Tons
30

Cars I

VALUE

$1,434,814,

5,000.

2,101,620.

2~4,260.

T 0 T A L S 549,910 ’ _ _ _ ~ $$,775,694.



to

o

c)

I-I

- ,, , ¯ "o"~’’’ e’ ’ o’ ’ e ’ ’ ¯ ’ Q’ ’ ¯

L’O
o rH t~3 0

~
0 oO ~ - 130 v# ~3 u3
~ ,#

o
o~

G

,~ 4 ~ ~ Z c; Z :.:, S Z o;
r-I ~ 0 0 ~ ~ 0 ~ ~0

b~

r--t

o;
o

’,43 CO O~ LO uO CU ~ ’,.13 ~0 o

~o co co o b- b-- ~ ~ 0 CO
o 0,~. o~o~" .’~" i.o ¯ o ~o..~,00 ¯ o " ~fll:O°. ,~-~ ¯ t-~.O.~

~ ~+~o~ ~h~o I
I

r-I ,, L~ ° LO " C) ~- " b~ ¯ L~O °~0 CO ,. br~
I

CO H ¯ ~2. ¯ O~ ¯ O O ¯ CO ̄  O ¯ I:O I~ ¯ u3 I

I
u3 tO’ H

L,O O,Z OD ~3 ’,,0 L’O L’~ O~ r--I OD O~
0")

~
r-I

o~
’.D

0~ ~ .m~ to ~’~ 0~ 0~ o co

,-I ,~0 o,z

_°.

~o
o

rH

m
09

o 0 .H CD o
E-I



H

--q

I
c~ 8 c; 8 6 c~ c~ c;
co 0o o o o o o o~. ~1 o o o o 0~ o

o ,~to, ~ ~ o~ o~ c~ o ~

l

_ I
I
~ ,~ S c; S c; S 8 c;

0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o o o o
O~ r---t r--t O

O ,-4

r-t

W

8 W
o ~

o

~g

, ’, i .

W
~-

~
~

6
o

~ 6
o

8 8
o o o

~
o

8
o

L~0

~
LO

~
0

~
0
~

0 0 0 0

~
0 G~

o~ o~ ,~ o~
O’~
r~ o r-,l ,-I

1 t~ ,~ o o o o o o o
o

D-- 0 0 0 ,0 ~0 0
~

0 I
~0 0 0 0 ~0 ~LO 0

t.~,l I
r-4 02 r-.’l r-I ~ 0 0

1.0 CO

0~ 0 o o o o o o o
co
o

~I~ o o
~ o o

o -o ,o o o I
o ~Io tnLo ~ o

I
r-I o~ ,-I 1.o o o~

o ~’~ o o o o o o o

co
I~Q, ~0 o o

o
o -o ,o o o I

~Q co l.o o ~q o 0~ o ~o o
I

,-4 o ~

E-I
m ~

0
o ,.~ o E-t

i



o~

o

o

o

I

o~

co

o~

r~ e~

:~ r-I

II

co
o~
o~

I
0
~3

rM

o~

co
o2
o~

03 o~

o oz ~ u~
~0 ,~o e~

~- o

0 0"~ 0 0"%

I¯ ~t co o
~ co m ~o ¯ o I I

to

E~ a~m ~

00 ~ o

~~,.. m CD m 0

0 O,2 0 q-~

~ d g

~--.-

co

m ~

r~

I-4

N~
r-t U~

0

,-’1

CO

,-4

0

J

~ o
o ~o

E~

o~
E~

o~

~o~



C

r-

d

0
r--

cQ

I-I

I I I
I I I ~O

o~ o~ o o,~ ~o ~ ~ ~o co o~ o~ o
",..0 O0 ,.-I O~ ,--1

~~ ~ o

,, ,ooooooo~oooo

~

~ ~ ~ ~o~
.~ ~ ~.~ ~ ~ ~ ~.~ ~

r~

CO

0

0

{1) 0.)
¯ -~ o

~’~

N4-~

m
m ID
o3 m
~’~

m

ID ~.l
t10%

~h
,%

~o."

o

J



ERRATA: Page 15

The value of flower seeds for the

Santa Maria DistriCt should be increased by

$25,000., and the value of sugar beets for the

Santa Maria District increased by ~59~465.



¯ - - ¯

FIELD CROPS

BEANS

1950

CROP DISTRICT KINDS ACREAGE YIELD VALUE

B

E

A

N

S

Los Alamos-
Santa Maria

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa Barbara

Baby
Limas

Small
’ V~ites

Pinks

Misc.

Small
Whites

Pinks

Misc.

Baby
.L,J.hl~C

Limas

Commoll

I:im,~.s

Baby
Limas

Seed
~emLs

4,657

554 854

10,800 57,000

16,555 47,00C

707 !.840

17,600 88~000

53.2

5,660

2,560

45,292

].~468

$ 121,726

150

265,664.

46,999.

5,556.

179,480.

176,250.

7,800.

462~000.

].2~800.

559~690,

7~540.

4,680 4].,869 628,055.

1
"’ ~o 251,090.0 T A L S 88,519 t 556,558 W’~,

i

NOTE: Acreage is estimated. Yield told w).lue are
actual o



TOTAL ACREAGE, YIELD AND VALUE

of Each Variety of Beans.

BEANS ACREAGE YIELD VALVE ....

192£ 1950 1929 1950 1929 1950

Cwt. Cwt.

~inks

Small
V~%~tes

Baby
Limu~

Common
Limas

Seed
Beans

Misc.

TOTAL

9,412

56,502

1,.... a.4~

6,578

1,650

759

I 67,774
I

21,347

52,692

22,387

6,172

4,680

1,041

88,319

23,530 59,555

ill,345

$ 141,180. 223,249.

91,776 863.,984. 445,114,

~r616, lu 7 ¯84~756 112,,]54

39,682 47,852

41,869

2,674

356,558

474,624.

525,094

50,715

$2,449,754.

25,22].

6,145

268~655
i

591,066

552,490.

628,055.

11,156.

$2,251,090.

NOTE: Acreage is estimated. Yield and va].ue
are actual.

CROP

0
N
I
0
N
S

DISTRICT

Lompoc

Santa Maria

TOTALS

ACREAGE

115

47

].62

YIELD

16,550

9,59..!

25,944

VALUE

$35,].00.

9,594.

$d2,494.



i DI TRIOT [ KIND ACREAGE YIELD VALUE

i
Lbs.

(mso.) 175,000

F Santa Naria (Nast.) 1,600 250,000 $565,000°

L S (Sw. Peas) 200,000

OE
W E Lompoc (Sw.Peas) 425 550,000 170,000o

ED I (Misc.)
i 650 26o~o9o 260,000.

T 0 T A L S ’ 2,675 1,215,000 . $795,000.

CROP

G
RH
AA
IY
N

DISTRICT

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa Barbara

Santa Maria

TOTALS

ACREAGE

i0,000

2,500

11,875

24,575

YIELD

Tons

15,000

2,500

17,847

35,347

VALUE

$210,000.

557000°

249,858.

----------T

$494,858.

CROP

U
S
T
A
R
D

DISTRICT
4

Lompoc

TOTALS

ACREAGE

5,541

YIELD

25.~ 587

VALUE

$165,709.

$165,709 ~.

CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE YIF~D VALUE

S
UB
GE
AE
RT

S

Lompoc

Santa Maria

T 0 T A L S

1,200

6~0

1,840

Ton s
19,800

2,700

22,500

$198~000.

4,585.

$202,585°



VEGETABLE CROPS

19.50

DISTRICT KINDS ACREAGE YIELD VALUE

Cars f.o.b.

GUADALUPE-
SANTA MARIA

LO~,~OC

SANTA
BARBAP~I

~mise
Bell Peppers
Broccoli
Cabbage
Carrots
Cauliflower
Celery
Chicory
Lettuce
Mixed Veg.
Parsley
Peas
Spinach
Tomatoes

Total

Bell Peppers
Cabbage
Carrots
Cauliflower
Celery
Lettuce
Mixed Veg.
Peas
Spinach
Tomatoes

Total ~

Green Limas
Peas

Total

TOTALS

40
250
96

Z25
5,055
4,782.

68
16

4,556
1,540

12
95O

12
996

t
18,476

49
105
60
85

4,620
2,802

115
15

2,646
1,125

18
51

8
498

12,189

Cars
15 6
i0 7
85 76

150 76
44 75
80 47

108 81
985 55
16 ii
44 22

1,515

3.15
6O

$ 19,558.
44,694.
54,520.
45,076.

2,509,815.
1,292,727.

52,056.
4,605.

1,477,445.
672,846.

9,950.
65,998.

5,200.
274,050.

$6,502,080.

$ 2,566.
1,680.

40,655.
55,402.
26,058.
25,755.
52,690.
51,819.
4,725.

12,950.

452 $ 254,260.

Cars

[
24 $ 42,800.

5 . 8,000.
I

, 175
,’

29 { $ 50,800.

20,164 i 12,670 ! 6,787,140.¯ i

NOTE: Actual survey of acreage taken quarterly shows that an
average of 28% of acreage credited above to Santa Maria-
Guadalupe originated in Oso Flaco, S-an Luis Obispo County,
but was packed in Santa Barbara County.



CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE YIELD l VALUE

B Cwt.

A Lompoc-
R Santa Ynez i,i15 20,286 $ 20,286.

L
E Santa Maria 8,717 156,912 14~,O66.

Y

TOTALS 9,852 177,198

CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE YIELD VALUE
;

Cwto

0 Lompoc-
A Sm~ta Ynez 2,600 51,195 52,755.

T
S Santa Maria 4,575 52,509 55,154.

TOTALS 6,975 85,7(34 $ 87,889.

CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE YIELD VALUE

A Tons

L Lompoc-
F Santa Ynez 2,112 11,618 $174,2~~

A
L Santa Maria 6,120 55,660 504,900.

F
A TOTALS 8,252 45,276 $679,140.

J,.~

CROP DISTRICT ACREAGE YIELD

W
H
E
A
T

Lompoc-
Santa Ynez

Santa Maria

TOTALS

55

857

912

Cwto

82O

12,858

15,678

VALUE

$ 1,250.

19,287o

$ 20,517o



ORCHARD CROPS

.,,1930

DISTRICT

Santa
Barbara

Santa
Barbara

I
KIgD)S i

t

i
:

~,CF.U]AOE

! Wal ~,~s 5,500

i -----
J Lemons i 2,226

Oranges 466
I

Grapefruit lO
..

TOTALS (Citrus)
I 2,702

,,

Santa Avocados 70
Barbara

T 0 T A L S } 8,272
(All Orchard Crops) I I

I

YIELD I

Tons

1,884

Boxes
292,051

17,958

i,849 I

Lbs.
~4,600

i

V~ItIE

$ 609,840.

$1,556,055.

69,955.

3,288,

$1,629,294.

12,285.

$2,251,417.

APICULTURE

I
CROP YIELD

I

VALVE

Honey

! 50 Tons
i

$5,000.

T 0 T A L 50 Tons $5,00D.

BULBS

I CROP
i ACRES

i
i YIELD

I I
|

I B U L B S I 85 5,600,009
, I

VALUE

$47,000.




