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TENTH ANNUAL REECRT OF
THE COCN CREEK FAWM ACCOUNT WOPK

1942

e Ry Mituhell,l H. 0. AndorsOn,l
end Fo E. McNa11,2

This roport is bascd on farm rocords for 26 farms in tho Coon Creek
Area for 1943. Comparisons of some of the more impertent factors affect-
ing the net income of these formers are included in this report, as is ale
80 a discussion of the food production 6f 19,3 and the food production
probabilitics for 194);.

Food production increased in 1943

The production of all the more important farm products was larger in
1943 than in 1942. Production of both butteriat and hogs was 7 per cent
higher, while the production of cggs was 10 per ceont larger than for the
year prcvious. Theso incressos were due primorily to the larger numbers
of livestock kept rathor then to increases in productions por unit.

The unusually largc quantities of feod necessary for this produc=
tion of food wore due primarily 4o an unusually favorable growing season,
although increased foed purchuses, longer crop rotations, the increcsed
use of lime, commercinl fertilizers, hybrid corn and Vielnnd octs were
also important contributing factors.

Crop 1and was farmed moro intcensively in 19L3

In the cttompt to moct wartime nceds for fcod, those Coon Creock

. operators formed mwo-o intenrively in 1943 than in 1942, The proportion

of crop lend in hoy decrcascd from L6 to L3 por cont, and the amount in
c¢orn increascd fros. 22 i 27 per cont. This tendeney to decrease the

hay acreago and irercass tho corn acreage, clthough not ia line with

80il conservation rocommendations, may bo justified on the grounds of the
nations wartime need for incrcased food production. Over o short period
& shift in orops of this ncoture mey be effective in incroasing food
supplies, although it is very probable that over o longer period the roe=
verseo wonld be true becnuse a reduction in hay aerc.gu might hove a very
adverso offcet on the por zero Yiolds of buth corn cnd small grains. After
the war, thoso farmers will rrobably follow more closely thoso crop rota=
tions based ¢n their land usc capnbilityr.

IR y
’Soil Conservation Sorvice, Economic Rescorch, 2, Prcfessor Wisconsin
Agriculturcl Experiment Station, Division of «gricultural Economics
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Crop yiclds ﬁébe'higher in 1943

The growing soason wus favorable in 1943 with the result that tha
. yields for most crops wore highor than for 19421 Yields were lowdil for :
only two crops, barley and tobacco. Increased yiolds, although due;
 Primarily to a more favorablo growing season, were also influencéd by :
the use of more hybrid corn, Vicland oots, lime; bommoroial fertilizers
strip cropping and .other soil conserving prectices. : 2.

\The farm familv furnished most of the labor

These 26 farms were operated with the equivalent of two full time
workerss Eighty per cent of the work was done by tho farmer end his
family end only 20 per cont by hired workers. The number of workcrs on
these fefms was ebout the same s in 1942, and in-general was adoquatcs
A few of the larger farms, however, wore definitoly short of labor, and
will continue to oxpericnce zome diffieculty in meintaining production at
the high levol of 1943 unicss some adjustments can bo made ‘o meet this

" labor shortage. :

labor worked harder and produced more in 1943

The increased productions in 19l3 wore obtainod with a labor force
about the samo as that of 1942, This indicates an increascd productivity
for labor. Each workor in 1943 took aaro of 2.5 eocres more of erop land
and one unit more of productive livestock than was the caso tho year
provious. The effectiveness of his labor was increased further by groater
productivities per aocre of land and per unit of livestock. In torms of
physical commodities, he produccd more than the worker in 1942 by 6 tons
of hay, L% tons of corn silagc, 82 bushols of corn grein, 135 bushels of
oats, 3 bushols of other grain, 155 pounds of butterfat, 175 pounds of
. pork, and 147 dozens of eggs~ Docrcased productions per worker were %
obtained for only three commndities, these being )j.7 bushols of barley,
L8 bushels of mixed groin ani 268 pounds of tobacco. In terms of dollar
valucs, each worker in 1943 produced more by $339 worth of n1ong and

worth of livestock and livestock products than he did in 1542, . ‘

A continuation of this high productivity for labor might be aided
by a labor exchange program, whoereby some cf the labor on smell farms
could be used effectivcly on larger farms, ospecizliy during "veak
load" labor periods such as sceding and harvesting. A factor to be con-
sidered is the increasing number of older men now on farms. Thesc men are
now carrying a very heavy labor load, and will of nocossity become phy-
sically less cffoctive as the war emergency period lengthens. Replaco=-
ments for such workers seom unlikely until the wor is over, so it scems

probable that productions on farms dependent on such workcrs must sooner
~or leter decline.




L

ery per farm, or 15 p°1 0enc: of tho;r maxhlnery a‘d eculpment 1nvento
In 1942 they purchased 56 worth of new machinery,:or 23 per cent of.
their machipery and equlnment inventories. These purchases .are large_ .
‘then necessary' for normdi replacement purposes, so' it seems reasonable .'°
“t0 'assume ‘that the machznery on ‘these farms is sufflclent in amount - and
# in good enough condition to satisfactorily meet.the demends ' of “the 19d+“
" crop season. A further favorable’ factor is the recent increase in the
" steel allotment available for the menufacture of farm machinery.,

Food production prospects for 19&L

It seems probable that 194); food productlons will be no greater
than those of 1943; in fact, they may be considerably less, depending
almost completely upon the growing season this summer. An unfavorable
‘growing season will not only reduce the ferm productions of feed but
also the available supply of purchased feeds from other areas.

One fourth of the 13L3% livestock production was obtained from
*purchased feeds It seems certain that less pu“chased feed will be avail-
able to these farmers in 194L.  For tkis reason if pasture and crop
productions for 194l are less, farn operators will of necessity have to
reduce livestock numbers in accordance with these reduced feed supplies.

Liquidation of surplus hogs and poultry may be carried on more
easily and with less serious effect on the organization of the farm
than will the liquidation of much of the dairy herd. If the present
trend in price relationships continues, this will be the wise thing
to do,

' Each individual farmer should watch his present feed supply, and

_ carefully appraise his prospective production for 19lLi. As soon as he

+is aware of an impending feed shortage, he should reduce his livastock
: numbers. In the consideration as to the extent of this reduction, he
v.8hould realize that it is unlikely that he can buy more feed during

""”per1ods of feed shortage than he can when feeds are more abundant.

it Reduced feed supplieS'will be particularly serlous on relative-

3 1y small farms where the operators have depended on purchased feed as
a method of obtaining an adequate volume of business. . It seems probable
-that the operators of these farms will soon be dependent on the live-
stock productions that can be obtained from the feeds grown on their
limited acreage. This will emphasize the importance of getting the
largest possible production by means of crop selection, a mores liberal
-use of lime and commercial fertilizers, and of concentrating on those

'@;mtypes of livestock that will usually give the lergest return for feed.

Ordlnarlly dairy cattle or poultry will return grester profits from

"feed than will hogs. Price relationships during the past 2 or 3 years,

‘however, have been.favorable to hog production. The result has been

tan enormous expan510n of the ‘hog industry.




- Poultry’ anu'egg'sale
‘Other 1livestock sales.. .
_Government payments{..?

: Tobacco 50l€Sevesvenin. P j oy 267 E il YO0 e
- Other crop salese.sae.. i 17 283 ! 73
Miscellancous inécme... 26 523 149
Cash farm receipts.. 4270 8330 /3681
Produce usocd in homa... 519 1173 L20
«*uwgmlnvggtdry increascesqs.. 63z 1018 501
Gress farm roceintz,. 7h21 9821 L€ o2

Exnon £O8§ 3
Focd purchasodesss.es .. T8l < 726 250
bnu1gmont % auto expansc ; 288 123 efl
Livestock cxpons Teeeaay : 190 27a }91
Orop eXpanioos s isvissnes 273 flU i81
LLbOr h]rod-.-.--.....- .?,:HS ;155 105
Roal esteto expsnsces. 8C 27 a4
Taxeb...-.--...-.-...-- 18:} -:‘?5 161
Insurancc and miscellancous 90 ee L8
Cash opereting expensc 2228 2581 129l
/i Livestock boughtessecns 380 v T iit: 80y
" Real estate improvemonts * . 192 ... 198 I ()
it Equipmont boughtesessase. . el s Lol - 16
. Invontory decreasuSee.ss G o - ' 66
Unpaid family laboresses e liB2 580
ﬁ}fBoard of hlred lahor.... f 150 - 65
: Farm oxpengesessscsess 3760 . ; Lsgz - e7ko
Net farm incomessssoss . i e 5279 1862
Interest cn investment.. 830 1003 795

Operator's earningseea : 2831 a4 p
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Vet iucor;s ;E'KQr St ngg or ‘ban iu L3l

-,fGrosp farm earnings incrcasso fnom #6070 to, T

cent,  This wes- due in. part to'the-increased: produotions e
poultry, and hogs previously mentioned, and: in; part to. pricetinc
ol o8 per cent for butterfat, 20 per cent for poultrv produots, and'
.. 2 per cent for hogs.

Gross farm expenses , 1n01ud1ng interest on farm capitael,
increased from $3771 in 1942 to $4590 in 19,3, or 22 per cent. One
_third of this increase was for purchased feed. All expense items, ;
with the exception of taxes, showed incresses over the preceding year.

-t @

The range in cperator's eernings is great on thesc farms

The average operator's earnings oa these 26 farms was $2C31.
The range in earnings was from (1159 for the 5 lowest profit farms to
8L236 for the 5 highest profit ferms, & difference of W»077. (see table 3)

Most of the difference in income wes caused by differences in
the volume of business. Cash receipts were larger by §46L9, or 126
per cent. This larger volumo of sales was due in part to larger ferms,
the high income farms having an avecrage of 86 acres in crops in com-
parison with 51 acres for the low income farms. There wore Ll; live-
stock units on the high income farms as ccmpared with 27 units for
the low income farms. (see tables 7 and l;)

Tablo lj.~=Livostock numbers cnd production of butterfat hogs and oggs

-4 e Your’ Average - 5 highest 5 lowest ;
g ol : ferm .26 farms income farms income famms

l’cm lhumbal‘;--..-..-....... : 20..,4 , 23.1 17!7
-Other cattle, numbereesc... Qe 1640 1343

;! “Pork produced, cWteceeoeos Eli.5 7842 156 L
AV Poultry,  nUmMberesseseceoss ; 156.0 170.0 - i s RIS
e =Sheop’ numbe.r‘...-.....-... 10-0 ) 23.2 i
~Productive livestock units 33,8 L3.8 L 2646 .
: .HOI'BGS, number........-.og- 3.1 2.8 2'9 :
%' Butterfat produced, 1bsees 5062 5839 3554
Eggs prodused, dozenseeees. 1671 2365 623




.for all the difference in 1noome, hnqever, ‘a8 the one group of farma
averaged $9% cash income per acre of orops,! while the second group -
averaged but $72. This differends was due in part to 1ar.g;er feed
‘purchases by $8 per livestock unit onithe higher income fermss These
farmers made more by buying more feeds  They also had &) larger butte
fat production per cow by 28 per. ﬂent,gand a larger’ raturn per: dolia

4. 0f feed consumed by 32 per oent than did the operator of the 10W inn 7
coma farma.‘ ; R B A it '

As a rosult of +hese dlfferenoes befween the two groups of far

‘livestock productions were larger on the high income group by 64 per
cent for butterfut, LOO per cent for pork, and 280 per cent for eggs

The libc"nl fccdlnr of duiry cnttle is nocessary for large. prqguction

The average butterfat production per cow was 2&9 pounds for the
26 farms, 307 pounds for the 5 highest producing herds and 190 pcunds
for the 5 lowest producing herds. (see table 6)

The. higher productions were obtalned by more liberal feeding.
'The higher producing cows received more feed than the lower producing
cows by 189 pounds of concentrates and 1471 pounis of roughage. They
also had access to somewhat better pestures. This liberal feeoding paid
well as is shown by a roturn nbove feed costs of $147 per cow for the
high producing animals as contrasted with but $72 for those with low
productions.

A relatively high lovel of faeding is desirable whon feed supplies
are ample as they have been for the past feow seasons. If and when feed
shorteges develop, however, it will bo desiiable to cull the poorer
producers so as to donserve feed for the better cowse 4 limited feod
supply fed to good quality cows in the right amounts will return more
to the farmer than would tho seme fevd fed to a larger number of cows . .
a part of which are inferior animals. The impending feed shortage will .’ ®

" “place particular emphasis on quality livestock and the best possible /.

methods of feeding and genoral care. Deiry foeding specialists re=-
commend that legume hay and silage be the foundation of the dairy rations
 In addition, ‘each cow should receive one' pound of concentratos for every:
.three or four pounds of milk produced, ospecially for good quality W
‘enimals that are capable of a high level of p:oduct1on.

The proper feedlng of the duiry calf also will become incrcasing—-
ly important as feod shortages develope There is a considerable smount
‘of experimental evidence to show that dairy celves can be raised.satis- o
‘factorily with LOO to 600 pounds of whole milk; the smaller figurc wheh'
akimmilk is available and the larger dmount whon it is not. ,To feed .
4more than this mey prove uneconomical, especially at o timo like tha
preaent when the priee of milk is unusually high. A furthor considorae
tion is the coriticel need of milk and 1ts oroduots Lor aumnn consumpe
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' Self fed hogs on good ‘parture mke the most economical gains

. Hogs make the most rapid and. economical geins when self fed ¢
ood pasturese Legume’Lastures are preferred, althoughk oats and rep
asture is almost as satisfactory. The pasture lots should be rotate
0 that the same field will not be pastured more often then once eve

third year. . . .. A AL e - ! i

Table 8 .shows that the farms with the highest returns over feed:
osts used only 32l pounds' of ‘concentrates in addition to skimmilk -
+'and whey to produce 100 pounds of pork. In cortrest, the farms with

- the lowest returne over feed costs used, 7,2 pounds of concentrates for'

- each 100 pounds of gein. Theé self feeding of corn and protein supple= .
ments on clean legume pustures, and the avoidance of losses from diseases
and parasites by adhering tc a sound sanitetion program, helps make

' for a very considerable saving in feed.

coultry production may be made to pay

Poultry production ih recént years has expanded into an ime-
portant enterprise - on several of these farms and is a dependable
sourte of income on most farms. The early hatching of pullets, the
‘use of clean range, and the liberal feeding of the young birds until
they start laying in the early fall seems to be the best means of
assuring conditions for a heavy production of eggs during the fall,
winter, and spring months. Some successful poultrymen sell all their
old hens in the summer, usually in August when egg production falls
to a low levels Other poultrymen, who seem tc be equally successful,
like to keep about 50 per cent of thoir better layers through the second
winter, raising an equal number of pullets for replacements. This
latter plan of menagement vorks out best in a divided pcultrv house
that makes possible a separation of the hens and pullets. This separa-
tion of the old and young birds is particulary important in the early
. fall months when the pullsts are too small to hold their own with the
..»hens in physical combat end in the competition for feed and weters

o Table 7 showe that the farms on which meny of these practices
viwere put into effect produced 169 eggs per hen, end the feed costs per
’when were somewhat lower than those found or ferms with an egg produce
‘tion less than half as great. The feed cost of 15¢ per dozen eges
.. (7 for the farm flocks with the highest returns above feed costs in com
parison with e feed cost of L3¢ per dozen for the farm flocks with
the lowest returns, indicates very clearly the advantage enjoyed by
farmers who used the most desirable poultry practices.
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;*vNumber of lambs raiaed.¢

Corn 311age and shreda.....
.Corn and small Eraffieseeee’s ihaie e

Value of feed per ewe (1)
Net increase per EWEsesassertacannenae
Returns above feed costeseierainaians
-Returns per $100 feedserssvennnnnnna,

LRI I ]

(1) Includes %1450 pasture charge per

Table 6 s=~Feed cost and returns from dairy cows,

26 farms Coon Creek, 19,3

Your Average 5 farms with S5 farms with
farm 26 farms  highest B.F, lowest B. F.
‘ per cow per cow
Number of c¢oWSeseseeass 20.4 19.2 18.9
Butterfat sales per cow, '
pounds. . 225 279 164
Total B.F. produced per :
COWeseoss 2L9 307 190
Price of B.F, per 1lb,.. : $.74 $.70 3072
Pounds feéd per cow
Corn & small grain.. 132); 1237 1353
Protein feed.-.-.... = ; 368 Ll?l 166
TOtal conoentrates - 1692 1708 1519
i V*Ali‘alfa NG O ) -862 772 1670
Mlxed hﬂ.ynco..-o---oto- 5 3163 2875 22}46
Soybﬂan h-ay....-.lo--.o 23 Lot of 118'
Tokal Na¥eessonssrss Lol 3645 3034
Sllage.---.-........ 5530 ?500 3737
Corn stover & straw. 2.3 1187 561
Total roughage*... 6104 . 6332 Lsél
Phsture chargodeeeceees " ,36;7&2 %7.07 : ""§5i07 :
Total feed Oost.---oooo » $76|’-l-6 $80 23 : %3'&5
Total value B.F. per cow 0 i g 3135 92
',’“?Returns ovor feed cost.. BTN "agedit
¢ -ﬂliketurna for $100 feed.. ~214.00

Y .* oneathlrd total pounds 511age

e
_-—-__.__._
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4& Jbunds foed per hen s
©orn and small grain..esees
ommercial feedess..

Total.......

Skimmllko.o--n.o---.---.--.

LICRCE TR 1

oonlol-‘p-.l

"Feed 008% per henseecssescee $2.52
Value of produce per hen
Eggs producedececc-oececces $3 59
~ Poultry sales and increase. o5l
Totel credits per hen.is L1z
Returns over feed cost per hen 1.61
Returns for $100 feedessaas $16l;

- 1413

$2.59 $2.75
$5.15 $1.98
1-09 '28
6.2, 2.26
3.65 (=) .19
$82

$2l1

Table 8 »~~Feed cost and returns from hogs, 18 farms, Coon Creck, 1943

Your Average 6 farms having 6 farms having
farm 18 farme highest returns lowest rsturns
above feed cost above feed cost
Pounds of hogs produced... 7871 10963 2977
Average marketing weight.. 2l 23l 266
Pounds of feed per cwt. hogs
corn'....‘....-'........ 291 168 LJ'BB
Small graificesescasvens's 153 92 265
Protein supplementesa... L9 €l LL
Total concentrates.ese " 493 32l L2
Skim‘llk or Whey-.. esese i L],].L‘. 698 b e
Feed cost exclusive of pasture 310.72 $ 7.49 $15.35
~Price received for hogsae, — 13,65 13 .64 13.55
Returns above feed cost - e ]

Per cwt.-....-..-..- ‘~2.93 6.15 (-) 1!80
Returns per $100 feed.vess $127 $182 $88
Table 9 4y~~Fead cost for horses,VEh fahms, Coon Creek, 1943

Your Averege I highest 5 lowest
farm prof1t farms profit farms

‘ 2}4 farms

. Feed per horse ¢ BR T
Cﬂ”ain. PQunngcoo-lo.q-ol_t
my, PoundSecscecaccece '

..w Fodder & stover, pounds

Value of feed per horse.ss...
-ﬁthher Of horsesccecscesas
“Crop acres per farmesssces
Crop acres per horseeeeeecs

Lo1
5161
600
$L9
2.9
50.9
1746

e T S N A LT T




: -able}.O.--Farm produots uaed by the i m fam , 26" farmg (8%h. Creok,

Ave“uge i h hlg,he.ﬂ: ;
* Your farm .26 _farmy " profit: farma)__ prol i
Quantity Value' Quanti cv 7 Valuo . Quantnw Walue «"Quanti 7 Vi

3 EEG. doz....._“;-‘ $r

.~.{§Creama Pts.-.--, AR

stal, leocoooo_ } e ﬂ%
"Pork leQOQ---;' 28 " .
=Beef lbSeccoae 16
Potatoes, buse. 17
Canned prod.gts 19
Garden produce 35
“ Wood, cOrdsaee.. 69
Average value
per farmeeecss 519 L73 420

Table 1l.--Investment in real estate, machinery, supplies, feeds, productive
livestock and horses, 26 farms, Coon Creek, 19,3

Your farm Average 5 highest 5 lowest
.26 farms profit farms profit farms

Crop acreSescecacecss ‘ 66.1 86.5 5049
‘Land and buildings... - $988l $11161 $ 8627
Machinety and equipment e 2030 20,9 1517
Suppl‘iesl.l......l... _l‘ f h50 - ; 817 68
,,‘Feeds..;......-...-.. : g :171h' A 25h9 ‘1398
2w Productive livestocks . 2283 @R 2020

ey bl 230 i
16608 2009 - 1Loéo ey

Al

4 ’ . Total investment...
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«Agricultural Experimént Station stari;ed a far_m

AServxce in.cboprration :
eoord routs 1n the

Coon Creek Area in 193L with 3h.recoﬂd'

were discontinued in 1955"but othe

. up to 50 for the year) ;

" “.woceeding years.

Tahle 12 ,=-Detail of earnlngs and mlscellaneousﬂ

Detail. of earnlngs ve
:,"the ten-ycar period are shown Ln.&a'

Fﬂom 33 t0 5$records Wero corpleted in the 9uc-

,}

: :.;, i3

otron dat

ar“:for

data, Coon' Creek, 193hnh3._

1951,-1936 1937 1939 19b0-1942 19h2 19&3
Nunlber Of farmseeescsecce i LJ,3 hl_‘ 38 33—‘- 26
Cash reodlpteeveass e .. Bre27 ' $eess $37LL $L869 $6262
Increase inventorye.essse 12 Gin 669 780 632
Farm products to home... 318 287 341 L2l 525
Gross farm carnings.. 2157 2626 L5k 6070 7419
Cash @XPOnECssssssescvse 600 102k 2057 2715 3295
Decreasc in inventory... 15 118 -- -- e
Unpaid family laboreses. 109 152 239 30 Lé2
Farm cxpansoseesceses B54 126G, 2276 3019 3757
Fﬁm ear‘ningﬂu.... sessae 1503 1332 21478 3051- 36?2
Interest on invcstment.. 58% Snn 689 154 850
Operator's carnings.. 720 . 683 1789 2299 2832
Crop acroSsessescescscce 53 59 €2 61 66
Opcrator's ceeornings per ;

CrOp GOYGeesesscscs . 14 $12 $ey w38 $L3
Value cf crops per crop acrc 2l 2l 28 29 L3
Yiold por acrc, COrNeess - 51 o 6L 66
Yiold per acre, oatSeess - 30 39 L1 L8
Yield por acre, huyesees - 1.7 2el 243 2«7

. Productive livostock units 26 28 29 31 3L
Returns por $100 foodess  $150 $180 §237 §270 212
Butterfat salcs, lbsesss 2738 3133 1018 L2g2  Leol
Butterfat salcs por cow. 177 19, 205 26 225
Hog produccd, lbs. 1721 1834, LE1T 5100 5450
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