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‘The main purpose of this 1nvestlgat10n was to

determine patterns of establishment ir farming followed by youth 1n
ggve Wisconsin counties.”™Specific objectives were: (1) to determine
o among the 1957 high-school graduates nad .ever farmed and were
actually farming in 1968; (2) to determine the_similarities and
d;fferences of those who stayed in ‘farming and of those who did not
in relation to 19 characteristics; and (3) to determine the progresq
made while farming. Durimg the Fall of 1956, 764 male high-school
seniors, including 346 who were farm reared or whose father #as
involved in farming, were selected for the study. All of the group
who had - indicated that their present occupatlon was farming or that
they had faxmed at some time in the ‘years following high-school
.graduation were surveyed throggh mail questionnaires and telephope
€

interviews.

is report: provi

8 the study datg resulting.from a

comparison of \those presently farmmng and those who:terminated. The
comparison is

job responsibili
information, meth
control of capital, te

de on the basis of education, youth club meémbership,
ies,” capital ‘investment in home.farm, baakground
used to enter farming, capital accumulation,
e -in farming, extent of involvement, use of

credit, participation in continuning education, progress made while
farming, involvement in farm oiganizations, approved practlces
followed, farming status achieved; capital investabnt "and income,

future plans, and why men quit farmlpgA,(DB).
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WDRKING AT HOME FORBOARD AND ROOY OR - - pated more in Wfversity of Wisconsin Short
. WORKING AT HOME FOR AN INDEFINITE AL- Courses, college attendance and special courses,
LOWANCE ARE UNSATISFACTORY METHODS - .ot )
e D FORGETTINGESTABLISHEDIN FARMING, Odly *©  ACH{EVEMENT IN FARMING IS ASSOCIATED'
two of the 20 indtviduals who began farming under WITH USING APPROVED PHACTICES, The
* this arrangement are ngressing toward estab- greater use of apgroved practices amung those -
.. - lichment in farming. ) presently farming contributed substantially to jn«
' creased milk and butterfat production per cow; -
«- - CREDIT IS ESSENTIAL FOR A SUCLESSFUL ok- more pigs raised per litter, and greater yields of ’
GOING FARM OPERATION, Seventy-three per- corn, oats and alfalfa,
- cent of thosd presently firming used credit to fin- ) . -
_ ance the business compared to only 26 percent of CONSIYERABLE FINANCIAL P ROGR ES/S HAS
‘ those presently not farming, °  BEEN MADE BY THE YOUTH IN A DECADE OF
. ~ FARMING(-Over half of the individuals present- ~
4 THE ,CONTROI. OF -CAPITAL IN FHE INITIAL ly farming control investments in excess of
STAGES OF FARMING INCREASES CHANCES » $30, 000, About 54 percent reported annual in-
- ) FOR SUCCESS IN FARMING, Those individuals comes between $15,000 and $30, 000, Increase.. .
presently farming controlled substantially iarger , in gross inconies ranging from $1, 500 to $10,500
«~ investment when they bggan armlng than "thoge were re ported by 81 percent of those who are ' )
" who left the farm, » presently farmlng. ) \
MORE INDIVIDUALS PRESENTLY FARMING INDIVIDUALS PRESENTLY FARMING HAVE ,
WERE QUITE CE"RTAIN WHEN HIGH SCHOOL ACHIEVED A(HIGH LEVEL OF JOB SATISFAC= '
. . SENIORSTHAT THEY WOULD HAVE AN OPPOR-,. <TION., When asked what they plan to be doing in
) TUNI’];‘_‘( TO BECOME ESTABLISHED N FARM- ten ytars from now, 94 percent mdicated that
ING ON \'HE HOME FARM. Nearly half of those plamﬁre in farming,-
. now farming said that their fathers were willinR o QE
" . to deve a share agreement or that they felt NOT ALL ARE FARMING WHO DESI TO D(),
there was ar:fpportunity tp take over the farm SO, Twenty-two percentof thosewhoare no long- -
when th€ father tetired, Only about 25 percent er farming indicated that farming is the most de- : \
of those who have leftthe farm felt they had simi- _ sirable way of earming a living: i
-1 l/.opportunitles. . \ v '
.. " VOCATIONAL AGRICULPURE AIDS@N ESTAB- ~ —

; LISHMENT IN F, /NG. A much greater per- . . /-3{\ ‘

centag§ of the-fapming group were engolled for

three Br four yéars of vocacional agrﬂ:ultur?\%n B j »
high shool than those who have left the farm, . : hN .
- . - ' * '

HIGHER SCHOLASTIC ACHIEVEMENT I¥ ASSO- ‘ ‘ / . L . " VY
CIATED WITH ESTABLISHMENT IN FARMING. ! .

- Eighty-four percent of those presently¥arming' @
achieved a ‘grade average of C or better in high
< school compared to 64. pércent of those presently
not fai'ming.’ ){ e

YOUNG MEN BEQOMING ESTABLISHED

/ ARMING ARE INJERESTED IN POST HI ~ v\~ T L
’\S{Dﬂ%L EDUCA NAL PROGRAMS SPONSOR i ~

‘ . ED BYDEPARTMENTS OF VOCATIONAL AG , - .
CULTURE AND BY. UNIVERSITY, EXTENSIO
Thirty -eight percent of phose7predently farm
participated in educationf] meetihgd, #ponso ‘
the local agricultural department compared to 22 A . . '
percent for thos® who haveleft the farn, Twenty- PR

nine percent of the farming sroup also partici- ’
' i .\ B ' ; o N A )
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! WILL HE TAKE OVER?

A LONGITUDINAL, FIYE COUNTY . .
.. “'STUDYOF*%+ ~,
TERNS OF ESTABLISHMENT IN FARMING
BY WISCONSIN'S FARM YOUTH.

- ~

w.-T. RA KE‘R. F.O.MARTINSON AND G.W.SLEDPGE .
. / LY -
’ . '/ . . S .
° - . . :, \‘ ~ . )
14 - .
) g : _ 3
' “Introduction - N - :
. » -

Each ydar many peoplé enter Tarming efther full-
time or part-time,/ Most prospectivé full-time
4 farmers expect a farm income will enable them .
to live,comfortably, rear and educatera family, P —
. %\. nd hopefully accrue an estate. [Entrance-into -
; B farming can cccur in various ways. Some work

f the farm to supplement income tn earlier.
, years, others purchase a' small@arm and rent

Ty a additional 1and svhile others relyon family aesis- y <
| tance to needed 1#d and capital to make a r ‘

s © beginhing in'f4rmigg. -~ , , . ' /
!
N

To become estlished in farmi generally re- ,
ie/.l Establithlnent includes -, —
S’ . stability of tenure, Ngreater returfp for labor and ’
»  ’‘financial investment, nd personal §involvement in - . !
t w» , Mmanagerial decisions, ) ) - ’ PR
3

p ‘ Limited study has been made of4he {establishi yent
al) process and of the characteristics of\the indiidu~ '
¢ alg who enter-and persist in farming, in confrast _
) ose w‘ho drop out, -Helping young men dpvel- )
% " opMe ability to become established in fagming? .
en a long term objective of Vogationall Ag- .
4 " picultudg, the Cobperative Extensionfervice, and .
. . / (ﬂiher rurdal agencies, The staff of these agencies - . 1
/ have a sp 1 interest in this“study, ' (

v \94
l\ -ﬁﬁk . . N\ ; . .

¥

. T )
s investigation was part of Wisconsin EXpeniment Statign Project.985 **Opplortunities and Methous of Getting Fstablished in Farming tor
Wisconsin Rural Youth,” a longitudina}l study&segun in 1956, *

W Bjoraker 1s professor Depar ment o Agncultural and Extension Educ!uon. Unaversity of Wisconsin-Madison V. O. Martinson was 4

reseagch assistant in that department at the tune of this $tudl and now 1s a consultant i Agricultural Educatiod, Wisconsin Department of Pub-
, hic Instruction, G, W. Sledge 1s Associate D€an of*Rgsident Instrucston and profc\sor. [?partmem of Agricpltural and Extensiorr Education, _
University of Wisconsin-Madison. - N ; , : S
. . . \ A -
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-—\\\ Oh/e(n”es of The Slucl\ -

4

The main purpo;g(Jl,f‘he mveqtlgatlon was to | + f. uwumber mvolwd n paxt—umo f‘n"mim,
/. dretermine pattern, estab.ashment in farmmg i : g. how xmual capitat investment was ac-
followed by vquth in five Wisconsin countiec The quiced - -
specific objectives were: h.* use of eredit in the farming operafion
1. to determmo who among the 1957 hlgh school " i. use of approved farming practices
male graduateb ever farmed antd were actu- _ . "‘
ually farming in 1968, . 3. to_determine the progress madc while farm-
2. to Jetermine the similarities and rhfferencee ' iné with respect to: - .
. of those who stayed.in farming And of those a. increage in crop vields
who did not with respect to; b. increase in livestock production
a. method of getting stafed in farming . ¢, net worth 5
b.‘ participation m farm ‘rgapifzations g. gross income
’ participation in evening classes sponsor- e.. crop acres ¥ . -
v ed bya votationalag.iculture department f.” #livestock units > ¢
pr.cextension progrdms . g. capital invested
d, ' participation in FFA and 4-H programs ‘
. ¢. vouth's evaluation of vecational agricul- N
ture and 4-H in the preparation for the b ‘e
business of farming . i
. , s 4
?
L]
‘_\-‘ »
. The G roup S tua’lea’
During the fail of 1956, 764 students in 31 high 6. e\notence of homogeneou‘; and heterogeneous
schools were selected for this study. Al were ' « Population areas
male high scl}bol seniors including 846 youth who N
were farm reared or whose father was presently? R 7. the emstence of low, medlum, and high in-
involved in farming. 8 come areas . .
The group was not a random sample. _However, The counties selected were Adams, Iowa, Mani-
thej selection of individuals was representatlve of ' towoc, Polk, and Price. All individuals of the
the total non-metropolitan population of Wiscon- ] original group of 764 who had indicated that their
sin, To insure this the following criteria were ‘ present occupation was farmijng, or that they had
established: - . farmed sometime in the years following high
’ . school graduatioq-were contacted thrgugh, mail
1, geographic distribution .- * questionnaires and telephone interviews.

¢

a3
.

vaf',iety in types of farnfing, soil productivity,
farm size and farm investment

3. services of vocational agriculture and egri-
cultural extension . . 2

4. varxation in the number of schools and voca-

tional agrlculture departmcnts in the counties
mm————T

5. cooperation from personnel in the counties




Education .

Adequate mental ability and knowledge of agricul-
ral subject matter are essential for successful
peration of today's farm, Table 1 reveals that
ercent of fhose presently farming had a high
school grade average of Cor better (or two or
above on an A = 4 point basis), Those nc longer
farming achieved at a lower level, yfith 85 per-
centachieving a-grade point of two or above.
Twenty-two percert of the non-farming group had
a grade point of one compared tg only eight per-
cent of the farming group. ° '

L3

. " TABLE 1

. -
High School Grade Point Averages-of Respondents
Who Remained Farming and of Those Who -Left.

4

PRESENTLY PRESENTLY

[GRADFE POINT* FARMING _| NOT FARMING
AVERAGE n % n %

‘) f 4

4 / 1 3 2 9.
3 .10 27 .4 17
2 121 57 11 48
1 o |33 . 8 5 22
No vesponse 2 5 1 4
Totals 37 100 23 100

*A=4

Vocational training is important toan individual's
siiccess. Table2 shows 78 percentof those pres-
ently farming were enrolled for four years in vo-
cational agriculture as compared to only 48 per-
cend of those presently not farming. FEighty-six
percent of the farming group enrolled for thrée or
four years in vocational agriculture compared to
57 pe.cent of the non-farming group. Eleven
percent of those presently farming had two or
less years of vocational agriculturetrainthg, coa-

~

&X !
e -
.

~

’
-

>

Comparison of Those Presently Farming
and ThoseWho Terminated

. trasted to 30 percent of those who left the farm,
Vocational agriculture was not offered by some
of the respondents' schools,

Several true-false testy were administered to the
respondeﬁts while they were high school seniors
to measuse knowledge in various areas, Those
presently farming achieved considerably higher
scores on the.tests in soils, crops, dairy cattle
and farm managernt. . .

" Youth Club Viembership

TABLE 2

Years Enrolled in Vocational Agriculture for Reg-
pondents Who Remained Farming and For Those

Who Leift. _

EARS ENROLLED
IN VOCATIONAL |PRESENTLY | PRESENTLY.
AGRICULTURE | FARMING _|NOT FARMING
TRAINING n % n %]
- - z _ hd
None 3 3 4 17
|
1 1 3 I
2 0 0 5 13
. .
.3 3, 8 2 9
. { .
8 |
r‘ 4 29 | 78 11| 4
| .
No response 1| 3 3 8
! r
j i :
Totals 37 {190 |23 | 100
. . ‘;I

Members.ip in 4-H _and the Futyre Farmers of ,

America was extensive, Those presently farm-
’ing indicated 81percent merbershipin FFA con-
t.asted £t0~70 percent for those non-farming. Al-
though vocational agriculture and FFA wa#not
’ - ) k .

»
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3 , : ’ -
» . E . ’
available in all 31 schools inoluddd in the ssudy, those who had terminated farming while 59 perk .
’ every county had 4-H club organizations, Mem- -, cent of those® presently farming had been 4~'H

bership in 4-H had been held by 70 percent,of members,

.o - T e - , -4 . N

\}'\ . t ) _— "
s i

.

EN

LATL VY

-

P
»
‘ 1] b ® “ *
- + Figure 1. Voc#tional traiming m‘agricuhurc is important to cireer success. Seventy-eight percent of those presently farming had four years *
. . of Vo-Ag tramning compared to only 48 peicent of those who left Tarming. . m
o '
0 + b
+ - PR \ - ¥
- . « R ' ‘ ) .
Job Responsibilities : * ‘
Earlier research sfggests that the extent of job : dividuals who continut to farm-had more job res-"
responsibilities while living at home on the farm _ ponsibilities on the home fafm than did those who
influenceg the youth's attitude toward farming as are presently not farming. . :
- an #ccupation, K was found in this study that in~ : « .
M . ¥ -
. . e 7 ‘ C
- B
) . . - ,e b

Aruitoxt provided by Eric . . y
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- * Capital Investment i Home Farm ‘

When seniors, 48 percent of those now farming
ffflﬂ/the opportynity for establishment was good
and all of them felt the home fapm was of suffi-
cient size. Of those who left farming, only 26
percent felt @ similar opportunity existed and 17 -

“. percent felt the home fasem was too small,
’ - T
. . Table 3 shows the distribution of napital invested ' 5
. in 1hc home farms of the respondents when theg ,
‘ +  were Seniors in high school. More of the indivi- * )
- duals presently farming came from home farms . *
with larger capﬁ‘a{ investment,
R ' . \ -
o ~ TABLE 3 ,
\ - ‘i N !’
¥ . ‘Estimated Capitat Invested in the Home Farms-of
1937 Graduates While High Sehool Seniors, o,
.
® »
. DOL1LARS PRESENTLY | PRESENTLY
., - [INVESTEDIN , | FARMING | NOT,FARMING -
H e . MIOME FARM n % n .
i [:4
1] . . *
R . . LgsS shan $10,000 | ‘0° o 0 | 0
$104000-$19,000 | 17 3 4 - 18
N S w : -, B
R 320, 000-$29, 000 SN | 3 13 :
4 v
n ’ . : . r A <
. $30, Q00-$39, 000 5 11 L, ., 4 Figure 2 A youth’sgttitude toward farming 1s influenced by the
. O ' ben i extent of his job responsibilities on the homg tarm  Those who
-t 1 ! continued to fatm had more job responsibilities o the home faim .
. 3 -$4 :
j : $10'/009 $49, 000 f % 18 1 : ' 4 than dud those who left farming \
$50, 000-$59,000 |- 3 | § 30 13
i ‘
. . . l g I
$60, 000-36Y, 000 .1, 3 1 1 4
. . ' . ! ! . L ,
. ] | o 3 :
. . $70, 600-$79, 009 1o 3 o | 0 \ real difference existed between the two groups in
' . " ! | : terms of socio-economic status, their perception
' .o - $80,000~-$89, 000 0 t 0 0 | 0* of their fathers' satisfaction in farming as an -
‘ L T b j .occupation, the extent of their enrollment in pro-
. $90, 000-$99, 009 o I o+ 0 ductive .enterprises while lnvolved in FFA and ‘
| : 4-H, and the size of the home farm in cropacres,
Over $100,000 3 ‘ 8 L 1 1 The number of brothers in the family had no ap-° ,
, : ; preciabléNgifference on an individual's establish-
No response 7] 8 9 i 40 ment in far¥hing.
T i B
.. . ! | * , .
Totals 87 - %100 23 100 Vethods Used to Enter Farming
. ( Wisconsin farmers used several methods to begin
. \ farming. Table 4 shows the status of the respon-
. . dents as they began to farm, All those witha - -
Buch / “  definite business arrangement, whether wages,
o .
‘ CAETol I”’”””‘_””'”‘ . partnership or renter, are all still farming.
'3 1ata oﬁ’additionaj variables were collected when More family assistance wag provided to the group
the re€pondents w ere high schoo) sénjors. No presently farmingthmitothose no longer farming.
~ ’ TN -
A ' | S
T -
e 9 -
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TABLE 4
Methods Utilized 10 Make a Beginning in Farming
for Respondents Who Remaised Farming and for
Those Who Left. * -
METHODS US‘P.'D PRESENTLY ! PRESENTLY
TO BEGIN SFARMING |KOT FARMING
FARMING n & . ‘N
Board and room 0 ‘ 0 6 26
A
At hoﬁw——,indvfmitv :
allowance * 25 12 52
At home--detinite s, .
allow:mc(-‘\ ! 3 .0 0
.. . [ -
At homie for wage @24 v &
; .
. | .
Away from home
for wage 0 -+ v 0 0
Rartner<hip with ‘
parents 11 31 0 0
Partnership with T,
other thaniparents| 2 51 W 0
Renter operhtor 10 27 0 . , 0
,‘ Y
Owrer operfitor ' 2. . 5 0 . 0y
: ’.E . i
No response 0 | W B 22
| |
. i . ‘f/
Totale. 37 | 100 23 100
| 1
\ - ¢ - * : \\
- s ! }
- ’ & /
1 f ; . !
. .
Capital Secumulation ' ‘

Capital accundlu.latiun through earnings’and sav-
ings is essefitial to begin and advance in farming,
High school scniors accumulated a relatively low
1evelof capitalin terms of requiremests for entry
into farming., Twenty-two percent of those pres-

“ently farming had assets over-$1, 100°while only
four percent of the non-farming group had this
anmount,

. THe most important sourc® of capital was from
wages earned onN\the farm; off-fapm wages were
second, All other sources, such™as wife's earn-
ings, gifts, and inheritance, piayed a very small”
role in helping the respondeyts acquige capital.
The two groups were compared on the amount of
capital invested in the fadming business atthe
time of entry into fa1;m‘icE./,«}.1ttlo,diffm'm'.cv Was

foupd, g
- " R
-
)
! ™
L T .
Control of Cuprtal ’

The amountof capital investment under control of

the operator at time of entry is shown in Table 3,

Clearly, in the group presently ﬁ'{l'rﬁing, more

individuals controiled larper capital investments.
* ‘

. TABIE 5 .
. N L 4

' ok,
Ameunt of Capital Controlled by the Operator at,the

Time of Entry into Furming for Respondents Who
Remained Farming and for Those Who { Oft.

— -

. PRESFNTLY | PRESENTLY
INVESTMENT | FARMING | NOT FARNING
UNDER CONTROL | n 7 n | g
Less than $1,000 | 4 | 11 o E 18
: ) ’
$1,000-$2;999 ,| 2 |, 5 200
: i i
$3, 000-$a, 999 3 8 0 7- 0
a N i‘
$5,000-%6, 999 0 0 0 ; 0
! i
Y N
$7,000-$8, 999 0 .0 1 ! 4
- x\ ‘g
$9,000-$10,999 | 1 | 'a I A
. S |
$11,000-$15,999 |. 3 8 vy
. .L‘ ‘. X
$16,000-$20,000 | o\' | ‘o Ty i 13
3 ' - : s t
More than $20, 0vdj 12 |35 A R B
. ’ ‘. !
No response 11 30 ‘10 1w
. e T t
. Totalks 37 1100 23 1 100
: . d
. i “
<

Ty

Y S,
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Tenure in furmmg .

Data reveal ‘thﬁt thos e presently farm‘ng have
farmed from two to eleven years. The mean was
9,9 years. Thirty-five percent farmed from four
fo'seven years; 59 percent fr'om/elght to eleven
.years, and 46 percent have been farmdng since
graduation from high s¢hool, Those presentIy

J4arming, but not continuously from hlgh school

graduatiop, were involved in other pursuits such
as military servicé, college or other ed‘ucationél
experiences, Some worked in feed stores, feed
mills, factories, cooperatives and insurance.

- ¢
Tenure or thp farm for those presently not farm-
ing extended up to seven years with a mean of 3,6
vears, Seventy-nin¢ percent farmcd up to three
vears and 22 percent from four to saven years,
Some apparentlv st'a‘yed at home and helped their
parents until a suitgble job opportunity became
available, Those who left the farm are now em-
*ployed in bulk milk handling, the farm machinery
business, engine assemblingand banking. Others
are, employed by county government, feed mills,
w ﬂehou%eb, elx,ctrw companjes, factories, hard-
ware stores, and'paper corhpanies. A welder,
mechanic, carpenter,” United Parcel driver and
entoinologis't complete the list.

¢ L)

Extent of Involvement S
The degree of involvement or intensity in farmiug
is, foung-in Table 6. [Fifty-geven percent of those
presently farming worked full time' on the faym,
An addition'al 16 percent worked less than 25 days
off the farm durigg ‘the year; 19 percent of thé
farming group woxr{ed over 10Q days off the farm
and thereforeé;‘e onsidered pawrt- ti‘me farmers,

of those presently not farming
to the farming operati¢n during
their tenure on'the farm, Thirty-nine percent of
the non-farming group wprked off,the farni more
than 100 days and therefore were classified as
part -time farmers. Some used part-time farm-
ng to get established in farming, while others .
ked off the ,arm to prepare for a full time off

the farm position, * ‘’

Cnly 26 per?_ent

AN

-~

”~ .

.- [ ‘“TABLE.6 _ -
. . v - / \A

Extent of Involvement in Far\t‘ning Immediately Fol-

lowing High Sc\pel Graduation in 1957 Until 1968
for Respondents W fio Rema,med F"n'mx,ng and £or

Those Who Left. ~
b 2

B4
» o

OFF-FARM

pRF%KrLY PRESENTLY
TARMING_ |NOT FARMING

e *nAT%

S

WORK . n

2

. o
None . 21 - l 57 ° 6 ([
1

Less than 25 days 6

oo | e
50 - 74 daf ‘0 0 1

75 - 100 days 13 0

Over 100day“ T 19 9
. T

NZ) response ‘ 2 5 :

5 - 49 days 0

JEE S IR

-

P

T T +
Y
,

Totals

. , , f* '.
N - _ .
Lse of Credit (

Credit is a necessary tool {r’ modern farming.
Seventy-three percentnuf ﬂpse presently farming
borrowed money tofinance the ﬁrming operation,
whereas only 26 percent of those not presently
farming used tredit. Reasons for borrowing are
listed in Table 7. '

=

.
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TABLE 7

~

Extent and Use of Borrawed Funds While Farming
For Respondents Who Remained Farming and For

Those Who Left,

L

Aftendance in Post High School Pdmatim‘?ﬂ Pro-

TABLF &

I

f

PRESENTLY.| PRESENTLY
PURPOSE FOR' FARMING |NOT FARMIN
BORROWING n_ ‘| % ‘n %
- T | <
Feed (hay, silage, - )
small grain) 6 16 0 0
" |Feed (orotein- ‘ .
.supplements, mill ' .
feed, etc.) 6 16 0 0
. 1 ’
Machinery and !
equipment -126 71 3 13
Purchase livestock |11 30 4 17.
v.
Taxes and operating
expense 8 | 22 1 /) .
|
Fertilizer 11 1 30 1 ‘4?
Real estate |4 38 | 3 | 13
~
Buildings / ] 1 1 4
- \‘ '

Those presently farming borroxxed money more
extensively for production purposes than those
who left the farm. Most (71 percent) used capital
to buy machinery and equipment. Thirty-¢ight
percent used borrowed funds for purchasing real

" estate, 39 percent borrowed to buy fertilizer and *

22 percent borrowed to pay taxes and operating

expenses, Le8ser amotints were used for feed

purchases and for buildings., Those who left the

farm borrowed less money. - -

' X
o—’A‘. \ . e \\

.

. grams (Table 8),

t

Participation i Continuing Educeation

~Continuing education keeps farmers ahreastqf
modern technological a&vancement Recognizing
this, 4 summary was made ofattendance in mdjor
ag-related post-high school educatiional pro-
Those presently farming were
more involved in continulng education in agricul-
ture,

- - -

.

grams by Respondents Who Remaiined F'nmmg 'md
by Those Who Left. .
. , P
o PRESENTLY PRESENTLY
EDUCATIONAL | FARMING !'NOT FARMING

PROGRAMS I  |'mn . a
Young farmer ' Y

clrsses - 13 ¢ 35 2" . 9
Adult farmer .

classes 8 22 2 Ty

TN
Short course at ‘

UW -Madison 3, 8 0 0.
College 1 - 3 ¢ 70 . 0
Extension meetings| 11 ' 29 , 3 13

’ N AW
Special courses 5 1 16 2 179
No response I Y - ; -
1 L
- . )
-~ ’ , »

Twenty~nine percent of those f%irrhing and 13
percent of those not farming attended one to three
extension meetings. A closer look at participa-_
tion in"the extension meetings revealed that in
the farn¥ng group five percent attended ten or

\ more meetings and anu-her five percent dour to

8ix meetings, without any comparable attendance
of those no longer farming. When asked to rate

“the degree of helpfulness of the extension pro-

grams, 52 percent of those t'ar(m‘mg versus 13
percent et those not farming notcd it as helpful.

The’ .extenk of post-high s chool partlcipatxon in

umeetings sponsored by Vocational Agriculture -
Nepartments is shown in Table 9.

“

[+
¢
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TABLE 9

.a

® Figure 3. Cbmi;ming educationrkeeps farmers abrehst of Modern te
wvolved in programs for post-high school agriculturalgducatipn then were those who [§ft farming,
. . . ' \
can

. . ’
tion irr Educational Mgetings Sponsored by
ational Agriculture Departments by Respondents
Remained Farming and by Those Who Left,

Tl . AL
"

MEETING PRESENTLY | ESENTLY
ATTENDANCE- FARMING #, NOT FARMIN
1IN PAST YEAR | =»n P -
More than 10 6 | 16 ﬁh"
7310 5 14 '3 13
4'- 6 \1 3 2 ‘9
1-3 ’ 2 5; 0 0
None #20 54 13 |- \56
No response 3 . 8 5 22
Totals 37 [100 | 23 | 100

o : . £
logiu'i?dvinoemem. Those who stayed in farming were more

-,

S, y .
Slightly over half of botK grbups did not pgrtici- = -
pate in'theqq meetings (some schools do not have s
vo-ag departments). Among participants, those
presently farming had the greatest exposure,
Forty-nine percent found the meetings very help- I-\

ful, but only 22 percentof those not farming:

A

agreed.

w

Progress M ade While Earmin 18

One question ralsed by the researchers concerned

the progress made by each §roup while farming,

Had those who terminated fayming progressed as .

much as those who continued in farming? To an-

-swer this question a number of variables werle ‘
studied. One dealt with the iucrease in the num-
berof crop acres while farming. Table 10 shows *
that those who left the faym expanded farnt acre-

age less than those who stayed, ' .‘ s _




&

) 79 TABLE 10
Increa - of Crop Acrés.on Respondents' Farms
While Farming for Those Who Remaiued Farming
and for Those Who Left, -

»

PRESENTLY | PRESENTLY
CROP FARMING | NOT FARMIN
lACRES - n % | a %
R .
- §No Increase 11 30 6 ¢ 26
[ .

0- 24 4 | .11 1 4
25- 49 - N 1 | 4
50-74 © _ | 5 13 0 0

! “

75- 99 R 5 0 0

100-124 2 5 0 0

125-149 0 0, 0 . 0
® - = . R
150-174 1 3 0" 0

Over 175 4 11 1 4

No response 3 .9 14
‘Totals 37 100 23 100
v

farm ng were: (1) m r of dairy cows; (2)
poundd of butterfat per + (3) pounds of milk
r cowy_(4) number of brood sows; (5) number of
pig ed per litter; (6) corn and alfalfaacre-
¢ "' and (7) yields per acre of hay and oats,
1pg8€ continuing rm showed more increases
hese areas than thdse who left the farm, The
increases were ssiipilar to those in crab acres
(Table 10), )

Otl;er variables used to m?sure progress while

(4%

\

Involvement in Farm Oxganizations

Strong leadership is one'need of ural America.
Participation in organizations vital to the farmer
and holding officer positions .in such organizations

e

o

o ' .

\ reveals leadership development, Forty, percent .
of those fat;ming held membership in one or more
fdrm organizatibrs, while only nine percent of .

+  those not fayming were members while farming,
None- of the not-farming group had served as an
officer comp(\f;-ed to eight percent of those now
farming, ‘

v
- 1

Approved Practices Followed ’

The respondents indicated approved practices
used in.dairy, crops and so#is, swine, sheep, and
beef enterprises. The approved practices listed
in the questionnaire came irom technical litera-
ture and were examined by University specialisis
in the respective fields, Table 11 summarizes
the_number/and per¢entage of respondents using
‘approved practicesy

-

TABLE 11 ., ..
Y L4
Use of Approved Practices on Respondents' Farms
for Those Who Remained Farming and for Those
Who Left‘. :

PRESENTLY PRESENTLY
® FARMING NOT FARMING
APPROV (N=37 . (N=23

PRA(_?TIC S n % | mean | n % meany

Dairy ,\ 30 [ 81 21,3 |11 |48 |16.1

Crops and sofls| 28 | 76 | 8,6 |10 43 | 7.9
4 .

ale

Swine 11 | 30 | 14.9 5 [ 22 |12,0
Sheep 1| 3(13.0} 1| 44110
Beef 4 111 5.5 0 0 0
/‘—“ -
13

oAy




5 , ..
!
. Dairy, crops and solls, and swine‘\ﬁue_re most im- -
) . -rtant for both groups. Considerably fewer of
. those respondents who left the Zarm tndicated that

they carriedout approyvéd practices, and the mean
number of practices chcked was lpwer in-all five
areas, )

Farming Status Achieved
. Data were collected to determine farming gtatus
\ 4 ‘achieved while farming, ranging from being-at
home with an itiefinite aHowance to that of being
an dwner (Table 12),

‘ Sixty-three percent of those presently farming
Yy  were owners, while quly 30 percent of those not
farming were owners when they left farming.
Only five percent of thosepresently farming were
in the "at home--indefinite allowance'' classifica-
tion, while 17 percent of those who terminated
" fagiing were in that classification. It should bé
noted that 22 percent of those presently not farm-
ing had heen farming while in school. :

<t

3 T

Figure 4. Approved practices are associated with’ success,
Those who continued to farm used approved practices more

- extensively than did those Who left farmjng.

.

TABLE 12

Farming Status Achieved While Farming by Res-
pondents Who Remained Farming and by Those Who
4

Left. .
PRESEN'[LY PRESENTLY
FARMING FARMING | NOT FARMIN
STATUS . n % [+ n° %
Owner,« - 23 /| 63 7|~ 30\'
Renter . 6 | 187 2 9 s
i} -3
Away from hofne
| for wage 0 0 @l 4|7
At home--indef - . L~
ihite allowance 2 5° 4 - 17 :
At home--def-' 7 )
inite allowanceg 1 3 n 2 9
J’értnérship /{\ 5 2 o1 - -
. , . ] ~ A \}
Fathér-son’ oper - | N ' -
ating agreement \2 5 \ c| 0
|Work at home '
for wage 1 .3 o] a
Farmed while ‘
* 1 7'in school 0 0 5 22 .
Totals 3:47. 100 23 | 100 -
: &
Ve - C.
&i o
/ /

. Capital Investment and Income

Farming is a business enterprise. To become
established one must have sufficient capital, both
of one's own and under one's control, to operate
a farm large enough to produce an adequate in-
come., A comparison of the two groups showed
those presently farming#ad more capital invest-
ed in farming, more capital under their control, \
greater increase in gross income while farmlng, .
higher . gross income in the last year of {gpming,

and greater net worth. . )

4T

-




rl s
. | ) o,

FILMED FROM BEST AVAILABLE COPY  ° :

. . R .

T
+
«
€
9
5
\
y N

e i

C e [

‘o

o
uh

FRIC R | -

Aruitoxt provided by Eric




; ‘ & - .
' A FILMED FROM BEST AVAILABLE €OFY
; . . . #
. oo . ‘
’ -~ 8
L4
) O 4

3

{

- T

R

rRIC [ | g

Aruitoxt provided by Eric




