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A STUDY OF AGRICULTURAL PRICES IN NORTH CAROLIMA

(A Report of Progress: Mrgust 1, 1949 to January 31, 1950)

I. Introduction,

One of the essential elements in a free enterprise economy is
knowledge of the market, and one of the items about wﬁich knowledge
1s most needed is prices. This is the fundamental reason for the
insistent demend for prompt and accumate price reporting., The trend
of recent agricultural legislation in the United States, requiring the
increasing use of govermment statistios in the edministration of farm
programs, had given rise to an additional demend for agricultural
price data, There is, of course, the reclsted demend that the in-
formation bs provided at tho lowest cost consistent with the necessary
quality. Ono way of meeting such needs is through the use of modern
statistical sampling methods,

The Unitod Stetes and North Carolina Departments of Agriculture,
in cooperation with the Institutc of Statistics of the University of
North Carolina, are conducting a survey to study indetail the costs
and efficiency of sampling techniques when applied to price estimation,
The study is being conducted in two phases, as follows: ‘

(i) Survey I: A freliminary survey has beon mado to dofine

channels through which farmers buy and sell, and to moasurc

the rolative importancc of the differant channels,



(ii) Survey II: Rosults of Survey I will be used to weight the
various marketing channols in proportion to their importance
td farmoers., Priccs reccived and prices peid by fermers will
thon be obtained from a ssmple drawn mainly from men in the
trade, From theso data, collocted periddically ovoer a yoar,
pricc cstimates will be propared.

Tho following account is a roport of progress to date, including a
deseription of Survey I and its rosults, and an outlinc of the sampling
plan to bc usod in Survey II,

II, Samplo Plan (Survey I),

Ao Mothodology., In Survoy I, information was collocted on markoting
chonnels from a randomly solocted group of farmers in North Carolina,
Expericnco invprcvious surveys had shown that the Master Sample provided
an officicnt basis for scleocting the farmors from whom to collect such
information, Moster Sample arcas wore seloctod in 28 counties, 26 of

which had beon usod in theo April and Scptombor, 1948, surveys of tho

Burcau of Agricultural Economics, Thoe 100 North Carolina countics had

been dividod in to 28 strata of oontiguéus counties, each strata
containing approximetely an coual numbor of farms, The Bureau of
Agricultural Economics then drow a county from each stratum with prob-
ability of sclection of a given county proportional to the number of
farms in that county., Upon consultation with the North Carolina Depart=
mcnt of Agriculture, it was deomod adviséble to add a county(Becaufort was
choson) in the Tidowator arca to inprovo information on potatoés, and add

a county in tho Contral Piedmont (Davidson) to supplement the information



on grain, Two counties in the Coastal Plain Gmpson and Johnston) wore
dropped, since this region appeared to be over~ropresented, With these
exceptions, the countios were the same as thosc used by the Burecou of

Agricultural Economics., The twenty-cight counties finally selected for

Survey I wore:

Anson Clevelnnd Guilford Richnond
Ashe Currituck Harnett Roboeson
Beaufort Devidson Jones : Stanly
Bladen " Duplin Lenoir Swoin
Buncombe Edgecombe Martin Warren
Catawba Forsythe McDowell Wayno
Chathan Granville Northampton Yancey

Dato were obtainéd from cll farmors in selocted Mastor Sample areas
in 27 of the counties;b/ Farmers were so defined ans to inoludo all residents of
of selected areas who had 3 or nore acres of land ﬁnd/br sold $450 W@rfh of
agricultural products in 1948, This lattor figure wns.considered conparable,
under present price levels, to the $250 used by the 1945 Census, Hence=-
forth, unless specifically stoted to the contrary, the term "fermer" will
be used only as thus defined, Approximately 1000 fermers in all wero
interviewed in the sélected arcas. Since countics were chosen from strata
of equal size, the same numbors of schedules were, insofer as possiblas,

taken from each county, Where additional counties wore added, the numbor

l/’Duplin county dnte were not obbtnined. Persomnel difficulties, not scrious
clsewhere, wore extreme hero. Four enumerators wore hired and troined
for this county, but sickness, other employment, and other difficulties,
brovented them from getting tho data until after the deadline had been
passed,



of schedules per county was adjusted so thst the total number of schedulés
for a type of farming area was unchanged,

By using the 1945 Agriculture Census data, a sampling rate for pach
county was computed by dividing the number of farms in the county into the
number of schedules desired, The number of open country segments to be
enumerated in each county was obtained by multiplying the total number of
Master Sample areas in the county by the sampling rete. From a randomly=
selected starting point, the segmente were then drevn systemetically, in
order to insure adequate geographic representation of the entire county:
In addition to these open country segments, some schedules were to be
collected from the "B" segments or “rural places" in the stato, For this
selection, a prcbability velue for a sampling unit from a rural place wid
computed by multiplying the number of "B" segments in each county, as
obtained from Census Form 6000, by tho ssmpling rate for the county,
Counties were then grouped, following type of farming areas as closely as
possible, so that each group could be assigned one segment from the it
areas, One county from each group was then selected with probability
proportional to the chances of selecting a sample unit from the counby.
For oxample; Currituck, .8; Beaufort, .l; Jones,.l; ond Duplin,0; were thé
4 Tidewater counties with their respective probebilities for selection of

a rural place, that were grouped togother for the scloction of one segment

Currituck county was sclected in this manner, along with four other coiintias

\
.in othor parts of the state, Within each county, the individual rural
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place to be enumerated was sclected in the manner deseribed for open country

segments. The rural places sclected werc

County Place

Currituck Popular Branch

Robescen Wost Lumborton

Catawba Area "A" North of Hickory
Richmond Aroa "B"

MeDowell Area "C" SW of Marion

County highway maps worc used to locate the open céuntry sogments to
be onumeratod, BEach opon country segment, on the basis of a map count, was
expootod to ccntain approximatoly 6 southorn farms and 10 dwellings;g/
Aorial photos were used te locate the "B" scgments, 4 skotch of cach selocted
segment, both open country and "Bé, was drawn by the onumcrator when he entered
the arca; all dwellings wore located cn the skotch and a general informetion
schodule was completod fer cach dwolling (Sce Appendix Table 57.,) On tho
basis of the goncral informatiun schedulo, cligibility of familics was doter-
mined, i.c., the farmers worc identified, Information on commoditics
purchasod was obtained from all farmers in the arcas, Schecdulos wore also
taken from all farmers sn as ﬁany of the cightoen studied commoditics as werc

3/

sold.
[ J

2/ "Southern farms" includes operating wnits, i.e., sharcocroppcrs arc cxcluded,

E/'Thc itoms studied included:

Commoditics purchased - groceries, clothing, household articles, furniturc,
building metorial, fencing moterial, farm machincry, feed, sced, housc=-
hold cleetrical equipment, fucl, petrcleum products, othor auto supplies,
hardware, fertilizer and lime, automobilcs,

Commoditics sold = corn, cotton, soyboans, cowpeas, peanuts, lospedeza seod,
lespedeza hay, wheat, oats, Irish pctatoes, swoet potatoes, apples, peaches,
peeans, chickons, eggs, turkeys, hogs,




In the "B" segments, it was impractisal to contect all persons liviig
in the arens to ascsrtain their status as farm families, becruse of very
large numbers of dwellings. County cgents wore réquested to furnish names
of all known faormers in the "B" araas, and thesc frrmers were asked for
names of any other farmors who might have boen overleooked by the county
ngents. Schedules were obtained from all the farmers vhosc names could bo
obtained from ecither source, A summary of the sampling data and records
obteined in eoch county is given in Table 1,

Four: of tho zommoditics stucdied (apples, peaches, pecans and turkeys)
are produced chiefly in a fow concentrated scotions of the state, The
‘selected Master Sample nroas did not include the desirod number of farme¥s
who roported snles of those items, As 2o supplement, information was
obtained by selocting names nt random from lists of growors in concentrated
arcas of production and contancting thesc produésrs directly, They werc
asked to provide the samo type of data os were farmers interviewed in the
roguler samplo counties, The counties cntored and schedules obtained in
this specinl survey of scarce commodities are shown in Table 2,

B, Evaluation of the sample, In Table 1 information is presented {ro#

27 counties in which Master Sample areas weore used, An oxamination of
Columns 4 through 8 reveals considerable difference between the actual
and expected numbers of dwellings nnd farms, In 17 counties an insufficient
number of forms ims found in the regular Mastor Sample areas to provide

the required number of schedules, snd oxtra arens werc drawn, In only three

%
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counties was an cxoess of farmers present in the originally selected arecas,
For about twolve por cent of the dwellings no status was dotermined

(Column 6), because (i) no one was evailable on three successive visits(4%),
or (ii) the dwelling was vacont (8%). While the occupants of some of

the occupied dwellings, whdse status wns not determined, may have been
farmers, it is moro likely that they were non-farmers who worked in
non-agricultural jobs and were not at home during the day, Even after
allowance was made fbr such cases, there were about 10 percont fewer

farmers than were expected on the basis of the 1945 census.

In most areas, there was an excess of dwellings over those
indicated onthe county highwoy maps. Most of this difforence can be
assoclated with the fact that many of tho maps were out of dato and
the population had inercased considerably during recent years., With
thesc contrasting diffcerences found botween tho acbual and expected
numbess of dwellings and farms, there is some suggestion that the
state is becoming more urban in choracter and farmers now represent
a smaller proportion of tho population than in previous years,

For the "B" areas, the urbanization was more pronounced than in
the open country segments, In four of the five counties in which.rural
places were selected, the indicated segments had been includod within
the exrended limits of the neighboring éities and included only =
total of nine farms, In the fifth county, Currituck, the segment

more closely resembled an opon country unit thon a rural place and was
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Table 2, DATA OBTAINED FROM A SAMPLE OF FARMS IN O

NORTH CAROLINA COUNTIES SURVEYED FOR SPECIAL
COMMODITIES,1949,

- County Special Number of Number of
Commodity other Schodules Taken
Studied Commoditics Special - Other
Obtained 7 Commodity Commodities
Alexander Apples 2 11 3
Anson Purkeys 1 15 2
Bladen Pecans 8 -7 20
Montgomery  Psaches 11 8 24
Moore Peaches 7 8 15
Richmond Peaches 10 8 22
Robeson Pecans 12 10 45
Union Turkeys 0 | 10 0
Wilkes Apples 5 12 9




treated as such, For the four counties, the dota from "B" areas were
pooled with thc informntion from open country segments,

In Table 3 a comparison is given of the tenure, size, and race
distribution of the sample frrms and all farms in North Carolina
according to the 1945 Consus, The correspondence between the two is
close, differences arise from (i) sompling variation, (ii) changos in
the population since 1945 when the consus wos taken.

Cooperation among farmers coﬁtacted wns excellent, Information
was obtained from all but about one percent of t he oligibles, Of the
13 not giving information, locoted in 8 scattered counties, only six
were refusals, (Table 1, Col, 9), In addition, there were 27 families who
were known to be eligible, but who giva only pertial information,

In the Mountain countics, very few commodities were produced for
sale, with chickens, eggs, corn, and somo Irish potatoes accounting
for a large part of the snles roportcd. In the Upper Piedmont, almost
all farms produced tobacco, nnd a number of dairy farms were roported,
Since these commodities were not being studied, the number of useful
schedules obtained was somewhat lower than in other areas. Tho
production ig’the Sandhills, Coastal Plain, and Tidewater areas, was
principally of those commodities which were being studied, The number
of commodity schedules and differont cormoditics sold por farm in
these arens, was therefore higher than for the rost of the state., On

those farms which wore visitod espeeinlly for informction on one of
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the four scarce commodities, a large number of other comnodity schedules
were -also obtained, The numbor of schedules from these farms is showm
in Table 2,

Corn, chicken, cotton, ond egg schedules were obtained in almost
all counties; the bulk of most of the other oommodity schedules were
obtained in a few couﬁties. The only avnilable basis for prodicting
the numbers of various commodity schedules to be expected wns the
census data on number of producers. A comparison of cxpected number
of farmers producing the commoditics being studiedé/ and the actual
number of farms in the survey who roported salos;é/mindioates that a
considerable differencc existed for 13 cormoditics (Group 1), beolow,

Little or no difference existed for the remaining 5 (GroupII) commodities,

Group I Group 1I

Expoctod . Actual ~ Expoctod Actual
Comnodity Producers Sallers Commodity Producers Sellers
Corn 869 237 Cotton 399 367
Wheat 220 77 Lespedezan Seed 53 43
Oats 91 23 Peanuts 122 126
Lespedeza Hay 243 23 Soybeans 50 62
Irish Potatoes 486 54 Hogs 175 183
Swoet Potatoos 437 36
Chickens 888 251
Eggs ) 820 334
Pecans 132 9
Apples 437 4
Peaches 339 2
Turkeys 22 6
Cowpeas 42 10

4/ Expected numbers based on 1945 Census data,
B/ In the 27 countios,
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For the commodities in Group I, only about 25 percent of the
expected praducers were found to sell any of the commodity. Of the
crops in Group I, production of apples, peaches, pecans turkeys, and
Irish potatoes is known to be concentrated in a few areas, Special
attention, the nature of which has been described above, had to be
given to these commodities to provide information adequate for a
description of marketing channels,

Sampling varistion and changé in the population since the Census
undoubtedly contributed to the differences between expectation and
realization. Another contifibution to the varistion is emphasized
when Group I is compared to Group II. The'items in Group I, character=-
ized by lgrge differences, include products which, in general, are not
produced primarily for sale, (The crop which seems to fit this
pattern least is wheat; apparently sales of this crop relative to
production afe smaller than is often supposed,) In Group II are
found the commercial crops, and differences here between expected
and obtained date are small. This comparison shows howiwholly inade-
quate are figures on production when used to pradict sales, end suggest
the need for a division of Census production figures into two com-
ponents: (i) produced for farm end/or home use; (ii) produced for
sale,

III.Administration,

A. Enumerators, Enumerators uscd in Survey I were obtained from

several sources: personnel which had been employed in previous surveys
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conducted by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, and North Carolina
Department of Agriculture, personnel hired through the North Carolina
Employment Service, applicants for County Agent work with the North
Carolina Extension Service, and some personal contacts. The Employment
Service was especially helpful in providing high quality persomnel on
relatively short notice,

Enumerators were trained at sessions held simulteneously in
Raleigh and Shelby, Additional training was given on an individual
basis whenever necded, most often in cases wherc enumerators were not
available for the training school or were hiroed after the survey was
under way. The required editing of schedules was minor, and in only
a feow instances was there need for odditional supervision on the field
work,

Personnel who had been previously employed as enumerators were
able to "probe" with greater offect than inexperienced workers and
tho former group generally supplicd more informeation on schedules
‘than the latter, Nower enumerators also had greater difficulty in
finding femilies at home and reported a greater number of "no response
after 3 visits" +than the more expericnced enumerstors, The differencos
was notvlarge, howsver, |

B. Field Costs, Field costs for t he 1005 complete r ccords obtained
int he 27 sample counties averaged $3.65 per schodule., Data shown in
Teble 4 portray the wide variation in the cost per schedule, A large

part of this varistion resulted from the varistions in number of
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visits, When costs werc based on tho number of visits to all families,
therefore, a figure was obtained, which took into comsideration "call
backs" and ineligible non-farmers contaétod. In the two cases where
costs per visit oxceeded $3.00, the counties were in the Mountain

arca and scgments were widely scattered, Enumerator 6 was on the office
staff, ond no allocation of salary wns made, The average cost was

$2.25 poer visit, An average of slightly more than 1,6 visits wore
required to get one schedule, making the cost per schedule inthe
regular survey the above-noted $3.65,

Cost per visit and cost per schedule for the special s urvey wero
practically identical since visits averaged one por schedule, Cost
per visit was thoreforo highor on the special survey than onthe
regular survey, This difference probably resulted chiefly from
differences in travel costs, which are usually higher with list
sampling than with area sampling, A full analysis of costs will be
prepared when’more complete data from Survey II become available,

“The cost of obtaining data from the special commodity inter-
views, for which only kmown producers were contacted, and invhich no
time was lost because of non-cooperators, was ~s shown in Table 5,
The concentrated production of these commodities, and the absonce of
non-cooperators and ineligible non~farmers, account for the somewhat
lower cost per schedule than thot experienced in the area sampling,
As indicated above, howover, cost per visit was somewhnt higher on

the special survey,
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Table 4, Enumerction Costs per Schedule and per Visit,
Survey I, Prices Study, Worth Carolina, 1949,
Enumerator Total ~ Schedules Total Cost Cost
Visits Obtained Fiecld per per
Cost Visit Schedule
1 88 42 $197,5¢ $2.24 $4,70
2 160 64 452,01 2,82 4,81
3 44 39 116,05 2,64 3606
4 ‘80 45 220,97 3.68 4,91
5 60 42 137,56 2,31 3.28
6 46 29 57,50 1.26 1.98
7 132 74 265,95 2,02 3,59
8 143 85 288,34 2,04 4,44
] 110 42 221,51 2,01 5,27
10 b4 47 123,14 2,28 2,.62
11 122 89 258,32 2.11 2.90
1z 65 - 29 122,50 1,89 4,22
13 108 77 137,03 1,26 1.78
14 104 74 249,86 2,40 3,38
15 86 60 292,12 3,40 4,87
16 93 76 274,73 2 .94 3.61
17 118 45 165,93 1.40 3,69
18 45 37 92,19 2,04 2.49
All
enumerstors: 1638 1005 $3673.24 $2.25 $3.65
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Table 5, Cost per Schedule for Enumerntion of Scarce
Comnodities, Special Survey, Prices Study,
North Carolina, 1949,

Enumerator Commod ity Number of Total Cost per
Schedules Cost Schedule
and per

Visit

3 Apples 23 $67,19 $2,.92

1 Peaches 24 87,86 3,66

7 Turkeys 25 6754 2.70

11 Pecans 17 61,70 3,62

Total 89 $284,29 $3.19




IV, Commodities Sold by Farmers

For the eighteen commodities included in this study which were
sold by farmers, the number of schedules per comnodity ranged from
10 for cowpeas to 393 for cotton., A summary ié presentéd in Table 6,
showing the number of farmers reporting sales of the various cormodities,
the quantities reported sold, and the average size of sale, classified
by the size of town in which the séles are reported to have been made,

It is immediately apparent from the table that o very large part
of North Carolina farm products move to market through small tovwns,
This is to be expected in a rural state, where the distribution of

incorporated places is as follows:

Size of inmcorporstcd Number of incorporated
- town geeording to ~ towns in North Carolinn
1940 cendus)

/

Less than 500 212
500 to 999 103
1000.40. 2499 o4
2500 to 4999 o 31
5000 to 9999 19
10000 to 24999 , 17
25000 to 44999 4
45000 or more 5
All towns 85

Even the above tabulation understatos the proportion of smallest toums,
because it includes only incorporstod places, In the twenty-seven

sample counties alone, nearly one hundred additional places werd
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reported by farmers ns places where they eithor bought or sold. Almost
all of these towns ﬁere unincorporated, and fell into the "less than
500" size category,

The relation'between average size of sale and size of thwn in which
it occurred was not the same for the eighteen commodities studied, Thoré
was a tendency on the part of four of the cormodities for sales tb be
larger in lorgr cities; in the case of seven, the reverse was noted; in
the others, no consistont pattern was apparent, The daota for all
commodities are given in Teble 6. In general it appenarad that the
commodities produced primerily for sale were those for which sales
were larger in the larger towns,

It was indicrted above that four of the commoditios studied were
not, because of the highly concentrated nature of their production,
adequately represented in the randomly-sclected sample of farmors,

It wos necessary to make a special survey in nine counties to got data
on peaches, apples, pecans, and turkeys, Four of these counties had -
been entered in the random sampling survey, while five were new countics,
In the countiss entered for spe¢ial crops, farmers were selected from
lists of large producers of the scarce items, and each seclected farmer
was asked to give a full schedule, even though primary interest centersd
upon his report for the scarco commodity,

The following tabulation gives the frequency distribution of
numbers of commodities roported sold by the 1105 frrms visitod for both

the regular and special SUrvoys,



Table 7, Frequency Distribution of Farms, by Number of
Commodities Reported Sold, A Sample of Farms
from 32 North Carolina Counties, 1949,

Number of commodities reported Number of farmers reporting
sold from a list of ninpteen 27 rondomly selcetod 9 special
selectod commodities. 2 counties counties

6] 168 2

1 190 - 89

2 237 10

3 188 8

4 113 15

5 70 13

8 21 5

7 10 7

8 & 4

9 1 0

Total 1602~ 1035

Avorage per farm 2,3 341

Over ons=-half of all the farmers visited Ffoported sales of not more
than two of the cormodities studied, When it is considered that these
include the large numbers of non-commercial sales, like those of eggs
or chickens to neighbors, further evidence is provided that divorsie-
fication is limited,

Table 8 gives a summary of reported sales of t he oighteen
commodities studied by place of sale, i,e., on the farm or off the
farm., As might bo anticipated, the situntions vary widely between

commodities, ranging from the case of cotton, whore less than 1% was

o/ Includes the eighteon studied commodities and tobacco, which wns
T counted but not studied in detail,

b/’Five of the nine counties were differont from those on the list
T of randomly sclected counties,
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Table 8, Sales Reported On and Off the Farm,
A Somple of Farms from Thirty-two
North Carolina Counties, 1949,

Commodity  Unit Numbor On Farm Off Farm Not Reported

of Farmers No, Quantity No, Quantity VYo, RQuantity

Reporting Sales Sales Sales

Sales
32 Randomly-selected Counties
Corn Bushels 253 98 19,934 137 28,158 30 4,272
Cotton Bales 393 11 - 38 387 4,434 18 101
Soybeans Bushels 66 29 14,687 32 5,316 ] 1,122
Cowpeas Bushels 10 6 94 4 21
Peanuts Bags 135 40 7,084 72 10,398 24 3,033
Losp.Seed  Pounds 49 13 16,335 15 39,130 22 59,100
Pecans Pounds 28 6 1,205 20 11,950 3 580
Lesp Hay Tons 26 31 79 6 72
Wheat Bushels 84 20 2,131 50 5,729 15 1,415
Oats Bushels 30 15 5,495 14 - 2,123 1 85
I,Potatoes Bushels 54 12 1,704 38 10,651 6 69
S ,Potatoes Bushels 41 19 2,694 21 1,303 2 15
Peaches Bushels 26 23 167,200 3 860
Apples Bushols 32 24 82,425 7 6,170 1 9,000
Eggs Dozen 355 102 62,792 245 44,044 39 4,447
Hens No,Birds 179 48 2,904 118 4,930 14 433
Brs.&Frs, No.Birds 168 70 135,49% 89 61,311 14 6,593
Hogs No,Hogs 197 76 707 119 1,768 20 315
Turkeys No,Birds 32 14 13,696 14 19,372 5 4,173
8 Special Counties for Scarce GCommodities (includod in tapulation above)
Corn Bushels 16 4 428 12 3,187 1 500
Cotton Bales - 29 29 908
Soybeans Bushels 4 3 100 1 150
Cowpeas ’
Peanuts Bags 9 7 1,076 2 420
Lesp.,Seed  Pounds 6 6 23,780
Pecans Pounds 19 6 1,205 11 7,525 2 500
Lesp,Hay Tons 3 3 13 1 9
Wheat Bushels 5 2 400 3 450
Onts Bushoels 7 4 670 3 660
I.Potatoes
S sPotatoes Bushels 5 1 10 4 466
Peaches Bushels 25 22 166,800 3 850
Apples Bushels 5 3 14,050 2 6,040 _
Eggs Dozen 18 2 20,030 15 8,170 2 150
Hens No,.Birds 6 1 12 5 2,157
Brs.& Frs, No,Birds 8 1 50 5 55,644 1 5,000
Hogs No,Hogs 11 4 150 8 148 1 35
Turkeys No,Birds 26 10 12,929 12 15,561 5 4,173
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reportod sold on the farm, to the case of peasches, wherc less than 1%
were sold off the farm, Data were not obtained on who pays transporw
tation costs in the cases of sales off the farm, but it is obvious
that such information is of great importance, It is one of the points
to be investigated in Survey II,

The individual commodities sold will now be considered seperately,
bnly brief. domments will be made here, but fully detniled tables are
included in the appendix of this roport, The comments below apply
to all schedules taken, both from the randomly selected farms and the
special-commodity farms. Separate tabulation of the schedules from
the special-commodity farms is included in the appendix,

CORN, (Appendix Tables 1 and 2,) Two hundred and fifty=throe farmers
reported sales of corn, Slightly ovor cne-half of this corn (28000 of
52000 bushels) wes sold to buycr-shippers. Farmers wero not spocifie
cally asked whether they know the destination of corn sold to buyere=
shippers, bubt the general observation was that they seldom knew whoro
it went after the sale, Not one farmer reported direct out-of=state
sales, rAbout one-fourth of the corn was sold to milling companies,
while the remaining one~fourth went to a variety of buyers, like sced
dealers, local merchants, and other farmers, Over 90% of the sales
were reportod to have been made in towns of less than 2500 poersons,
Although it is agninst the lew in North Carolina either to buy or sell
corn on other than o shelled basis, almost one-third of the corn was

reported sold in the ear, Most of the sales of unshelled corn wore
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.smaller sales, averaging‘about 150 bushels as compared to 250 bushels
for sales of shelled corn, Most of the shelled corn was sold in the
commercial corn counties of the northeastern poart of the state. While
only nine farmers reported selling graded cern, it is possible that many
more were actually, if unwittingly, selling it on. grade, not realizing
that tho prico they received wes based in part on moisturc content,
This point is to bo investigated in Survey II when factors associated
with price differences will be anslyzed,

COTTCN, (Appendix Tobles 3 and 4,) Sale of cotton was reported by 393
farmers, Over one-half 5f this cotton was sold to local gins, while
cooperatives ond other local buyors took about one-fourth, Only about
one-eighth of the cotton reported was placed under government loan,
Five farmers roported sales out of the state, all of them large sales
avoraging 104 bales each, Three-fourths of the cotton was scld in
towns of less than 2500 population, but most of it off the farm.

Only 38 bales in the 4573 bales reported were sold on the farm. The
equivalent of only 66 bales wore sold unbaled, and thése were concon= '
trated mainly in tho northeastern corner of the state; elsewhere the
sales were almost exclusively on a baled basis excopt for fractional
bales left over when the lint was baled, Less than 2% of the cotton
was sold ungraded, while the largest part, about 65%, of it was

graded by individual buyors, Government or cooperative graders

- graded the romainder,
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SOYBEANS . fAppendix Tables 5 and 6,) Sixty-six farmers reportéd selling
soybeans, the majority of them to buyer-shippers in small towns, Of
the 21000 bushels reported sold, 19000 bushels moved through these
channéls. Other bayers listéd were cooperatives, seed stores, local
farmers, and oil mills, None of the crop wes reported sold outside the
state; in fact 15000 bushels of it was sold on the farm, Less than
one-half of the farmers:reported sales of graded or bagged soybeans,
but about four-fifths of the crop was sold in this wavy,

COWPEAS, (Appendix Tables 7 and 8.) Only ten schedules on cowpeas

were obtained, s¢ it is not possible to describe with any confidence
the marketing channels followed by this crop, The crop is still growm
fairiy widely, but is seldom sold, and its popularity is steadily
decreasing, The crop is therefore of little significance in the prices~
received picture. Of the cowpeas rsported sold, over 90% were sold
either to scod dealers or to loval farmers., All the sales reported
were small quantities, in no casec exceeding forty bushels, Littie
information can be added by inclusion of cowpeas in the prices received
snalysis of Survey II,

PEANUTS . (Appendix Tables 9 and 10,) Among the farmers in the sample,
one hundred and thirty-five reported sales of peanuts, Local shellers
were the largest buyers from farmers, with buyer-shippers a clése
second. Both were operating in the small towns, as evidenced by the
fact that some 85% of the peanuts werc sold in towns of loss than 2500

population. The major portion of the peanuts moving into government
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loan were reported to be going out of state; this is explained by the
fact that most of them wore from Northempton County, on the Virginia
border, The major portion‘of'the peanuts were sold off the farm,
mostly at the place of business of the local shellers, Nearly 90% of
the peanuts were sold bagged or graded,

EESPEDEZA SEED, (Appendix Tables 11 and 12,) This was onc of the crops

most concentrated in one marketing chammel, Practically the entire crop
was moved through local seed dealers and lccal farmers, This implies,
of course, that it was also sold in small towns, as in fact it was,

Only about 1% of the crop was not cleanfat~sale. Location of sale

(on or off the farm) was not reported for‘about one=~half the lespedeza
seed reported, but in view of the fact thet ncarly 90% was sold to

local seed dealers, it is likely thet a large part of this was sold

off the farm, Of the sced for which location of sale was r eported,
about two pounds were sold off the farm for every one pound sold on

the farm,

PECANS., (Appendix Tables 13 and 14.) Production of pecans for sale is
concentratced in relatively few ferms in the éoutheastern quarter of
North Carolina. The random scleétion of farms from the state as a whole
include only nine commercial pecan growers, To supplement this list,
schedules were token from a group of known producers of peeansy Twenty~
Bight growers were interviewed in the two surveys. One~half of the

nuts reported sold were sold to loeal buyers, like retail stores, and |

directly to consumers, The next biggest buyers reported were ths



cooperatives, Tho modal size of town where the nuts were sold was in
the 5000=25000 category, somewhat larger than for most other commodities
sbudied, About bne-half of the nuts were from improved stoeke, and

some 80% were sold ungraded, None of the producers attempted to brand
their product, About 90% of the pecens wore reported sold off.tha farm,

 LESPEDEZA HAY, (Appendix Tables 15 ond 16,) Like salcs of lespedezn

seed, the sale of the hay is concontrated almost centirely in one
marketing channel, most of it being sold to local farmers, Of the 151
tons roported sold by the 26 reporting farmers, 112 tons were sold to
other local farmers, One report of a sale to a local farmer was for
forty tons of hay, in o city of over 25000, This is thought to be an
addross of an absentee lendlord, so the item was placed under Not
Reported in the size of town classification., It is mentioned here
because it ccoounts for over 25% of tho hay reported sold, Of the
remaining hay, two-thirds was sold in towns of less than 1000 persons,
Most of the hay sold was baled, About equal quantities were reported
sold on and off the form,

VWHEAT, (Appeﬁdix 17 ond 18,) Of the 84 farmers reporting wheat sales,
thres-quarters reported selling either to flour mills or feed mills,

. About three-fourths of the reported sales were handled in this way,
Other buyers reported were cooperatives, local farmers, and a small
emount to local merchants aﬁd seed dealers, Nearly 90% of the grain
was 80ld in towns of less than 5000 population, About a third of it

was sold graded, The major portion was sold off the farm, about twice
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as much being sold in this way as on the farm,

OATS., (Appendix Tables 19 and 20) Thirty farmers reported the sale of
7703 bushels of oats, 13 of them selling to local farmers, Only about
one-fifth of the volume of sales, however, were o other farmers, The
major ﬁart of the crop was bought by seed dealers; other buyers mentioned
were feed mills, cooperatives, and local merchents, Four hundred bushels
wore reported to have been placed under govermment loan, Only 451
bushels were sold graded, Seles were chiefly on the farm, two-thirds

of the reported sales having beon made there,

IRISH POTATOES. (Appendix Tables 21 and 22,) The notable point in the

potato deta is the fact that not a single ene of the farmers interviewed
indicated any potatoes sold to the govermment, Fifty~four farmers
reported selling a total of 12,424 bushels of potatoes, the biggest
type of buyer being buyer-shippers. The second most important were
the local buyers, the two together accounting for 11,842 bushels,
Cooperatives, truckers, consumers, hotels and cafes, all were reported
as small buyers, Only two commercial potato counties, Beaufort and
Currituck, were included in the sample, thesc two having been drawn
for the express purpose of providing data on this crop, commercial
production of whiéh is highly concentratedy not only within counties,
but even within townships. Such concentrated production is very
difficult to cover adequately by the use of randomly drawn arca samples

from a large statc like North Carolina, Most of the crop (nearly 20%)



was reported sold off the farm, in towns of less than 1000 population,
About one~half of the reported production was sold field run, the
remainder being sold with various amounts of grading and processing,
The most common method, other than field run, was washod-graded=-sacked,

SWEET POTATOES.(Appendix Tables 23 and 24,) Forty-one farmers roported

sale of a total of 4012 bushels of sweot potatoes, Nearly one=half of
the potatoess were sola to truckers, who were the lergest group of
buyers., Others montioned were local buyors, produce jobbers, retail
storos, and consumers. Auction market sales were montioned by only o
fow producers, and were not as important an outlet among farmers inter-
viewed as might have been supposed, This situation may in part reflect
the lact of convenient opportunity to sell through auction markots
excopt in the eastern Section of the state., The size of town most
froquently mentignod as place of sale wns in the 500025000 population
group, About two-thirds of the potatoes reported sold were sold on the
farm,

PEACHES, (Appondix Tobles 25 and 26,) Over one-half of the peaches
reportod sold by the 26 producers interviewad wero shipped on consigne
ment to terminel markets, The next largest outlets roported were tho
truckers, who took about ome~third of the orop, Other buyers reported
were buyer-shippers and consumers, The part of the crop sold in the
smollest-sized towns amounted io neerly one~half of the peaches

reported sold, but the distribution of scles in towns of other sizes :
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was fairly even in this crop. Most of the peaches sold were graded,
packed, and sold under the brand name of the packer,

APPLES, (Appendix Tables 27 and 28,) The most common way of selling
apples reported by the 32 producers contacted was to truckers. About
80% of the crop was reported to have been sold to them, The only
other important outlets were buyer-shippersAand direct wholesale selling,
Like peaches, apples were sold widely in towns of various sizes, the
concentration of sales in small towns being less pronounced than in
somoe of the other commodities studied, Most of the apples were sold
graded, packed, and wdsr the packer's brand name, The larger part

of ths crop was sold at the farm,

Eggﬁ.(Appendix Tebles 29 and 30,) The salc of eggs was very widely
reported emong farmors interviewed, 355 of thom reporting the itom,
The chennols through which cggs moved were diverse., Hatcheries took
tho lergest single shars, about 41,000 dozen out of the 111,000 dozens
reported, Cash sales to retail storos and other local buyers were the
socond largest outlets, with direct sales to consumers ranking next,
Seles wore distributed over all town sizes, with the largest portion
concentratod in the towns of less than one fhouSand population, Sales
on the farm were slightly more important than those off the farm, in
the ratio of approximately 60-40,

HENS, (A{pendix_' Table.31,) Of the chickens sold, only 8287 of the
total of 215,047 roported sold, werc homs. Local dressing plants

took 2450 hons, which was tho largest number bought by a single type
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of buyer, Live shippers, truckers, and local retailers ranked next,
in that order. The list of important buyers was completed by coope
eratives, produce dealers, and direct purchases by consumers., Nearly
one~half of the hens were sold in towns of less than one thousand
population, the larger part of them sold off the farm, Practically
all the hens (all but 150 of them) were sold alive,

BROILERS AND FRYERS, (Appendix Table 32,) Most of the poultry froduction in North

Carolina is production of broilers and fryers, One of the most
important counties, Chatham, was included in the twenty~-seven sample
counties, The biggest type of buyer reported was a hatchery, but
this was attfibutable to one ostablishment which was both hatchery
and dressing plant. Otherwise the largest buyers were fecd dealers,
who financed the production of the birds and assummed responsibility
in some casos fér morketing, Local dressing plants and cooperatives
were other important buyers, Small towns of less than one thousand
population accounted for most of the broilers and fryers sold, Practie
colly all the birds were sold alive, only 315 having been reported
sold New York dresseod,

ROOSTERS AND CAPONS. (Appendix Table 33.) Relatively small numbers

of roostors and cnpons were roported sold, Those reported, numbering
some 3000, werc practically all sold direct to consumers in small-lot
sales. All of thom werc reported sold alive,

HOGS. (Appendix T&bleé 34 and 35,) Thore were 197 farmers r eporting

sales of hogs, nearly one~half of thom selling through the hog-buying



stations which dot castern North Carolina, Other important outlets

were auctions, local farmers and consumers, ond local butchers,

Since the hog buying stations are usually located in fairly large towns,
the hog marketing outlets were mainly in such towns, ncmely those of
5000~25000 population, Over twice as many hogs wore reported sold off
the farm as on the ferm, About one-third were reported to have boeen
sold by the head, instead of by weight., Only nine producers reported

a discount because of soft pork; tho discounts reported were from 5%

to 204 per hundredweight, There were 150 of the farmers who did not
know whether their pork wes discounted for softness,

TURKEYS. (Appendix Tables 36 and 37,) Thirty-two turkey producors were
interwiewed, and reported sald of 37,241 turkeys, Since the randomly
selected sample of farms failed to provide adequate representation of
the highly concentroted turkoy producers, the men intorviewed were
selocted from a list of known commereial growers, Two-thirds of the
birds were marketed through local dressing plants; nearly all the

others were handled by feed dealers in a manner similar to that used

in broiler produstion, Ali but 1600 of the turkeys reported were sold
by weight, About 28,000 were sold alive, 9,000 were sold New York
dresses, and the remainder, less than a thousand, were sold eviscerated,

Over one=half of the birds were sold off the farm.



OBSERVATIONS ON COMMODITIES SOLD DATA, A few observations of intercst

can be made on the basis of the above consideration of the eighteen

commodities studied;

Q.

The question concerning place of sale, on the farm of off the farm,
seems not to have been interpreted clearly, This is particularly
evident in the fruits, especially peaches. A 1argebproportion of
this crop is reported sold on consignment; yet most of it was also
reported sold on the ferm, The obvious inconsistency, on the
basis of what is known, appears to result from inacouretc roport=
ing on the loéation of sale, More attention needs to be given to
the difinition of sale, to insure that the idea is clearly conveyed
to the rospondent,

The area sampling method is poorly adapted to surveys involving
scarce commoditiecs., Several commodities, as outlined above, were
almost entirely missed bedauso of the concentrated nature of

their production; another crop, potatoes, was scemingly poorly
sempled although allowance was made for concentrated production,
This observation merely re-enforces what is already well known,
Cowpeas should be dropped from further conmsiderstion in this

study. Aoreage in the state has been declining rapidly, and tho
orop is seldom grown for sale, The problem of getting price
quotations will be difficult, and the value of tho quotations

will be small,



V. COMMODITIES BOUGHT RY FARMERS

Sixteen groups of items bought by farmers were included in

Survoy I, ranging from such farm commoditiss as feed, soed, fertilizer,
and farm mechinery, to nonsfarm commodities like groceries, clothing,
and furniture. The farmers interviewoed were asked where they had
purchased the most of each of these items during the past yeor; or,
if they had not purchased any, where they would have purchnsed most
of theﬁ if they had bought any, The nome of the most frequemted
single establishment was obtained wherever possible, along with the
porcent of all purchases of the item made there, and a classification
of the establishment according to type of manﬁgement, ise., independent,
chain, mail order, etc. In cases whore approximatcly equally impbrtant
purchases in a given commodity group were made from more than one
source, data were taken on all such sources. No questions were asked
on volume of purchases; the data refer only to frequency of patronage
of the most often patronized types of establishments,

Table 9, Froquency of Mention of Various Types of Establishmonts

as Most Important Source of Purchases by Farmers, A
Sample from 32 North Carolina Counties, 1949,

Number of Mentions o8 Most Importont
Type of Establishmoent Source of Purchsses
Farm Non~farn All
Commodities Commodities Commodities

Independent 4718 4820 9538
Chain 330 1591 1921
Cooperative 680 37 727
Mailworder 41 272 313
Other farmers 59 0 59
Other 415 306 721

All Establishments 6255 7026 . 13279
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The dominant position of independent stores is strikingly apparent
from these data, It is pertinent o note that chain stores were
patronized five times as often for non=farm purchases as for farm
purchases.' This, of ocourse, does not mean that the volumes of business
were proportionately different, because, for example, the average size
of the individual purchase was undoubtedly smaller in the A&P for
groceries then in an International Harvestor store for farm equipment,
Other points worth noting are the differences in numbers of farm and
non-farm purcheses from cooperstives and from mail order houses,

FARM COMMODITIES, (Appendix Table 38,) The main sourde of purchases

of all groups of ferm commoditics was reported to be independent stores.
The degree to which they dominated the market varicd from the cnse of
Building Materials, in which 90% of the farmers reported their most
important source of purchases to be independents, to the case of Soed,
where the corresponding figure was 53%. Commodity groups will be
considered separately below,

FARM MACHINERY. (Appendix Table 39,) Of the 639 farmers who reported

on sources of farm machinery purchases, 530 preferred independent stores,
The cooperatives, preferred by 60 men, were the second most frequently
mentioned type of establishment., Most purchases of machinery, like

sales of most farm products previously reported, were in small towns,

The modal siie of town, however, was 1000 - 5000, rather than the
smallest-size towns which waro by a wide mergin most commonly reported

as placos of snles. Relntively small numbers of respondents reportod
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more than one major source of purchases of farm machinery,

EEEQ. (Appendix Table 40,) As in the case of farm machinery, the
independent stores were most frequented by the overwholming majority
of farmers for feed purchases, with ccoperatives a poor second, Feed
was reported purchased most frequently in the towns of less than 1000
population, 40% of tho responses being in this crtegory. Local farmers
do not appear as an important source of feed purchascs, a lthough they
were mentioned by farmers as an outlot for sales of corn, wheat, and
oots, There arc probably two reasons for this; (i) the most important

reason is that farmers were sasked to give only their most important

source of feed purchases, while they were asked to account for all their
sales (sales of grains to frrmers were generally small, although

fairly froquent); (ii) the question on "feed" may have meant "mixed
feed" to the respon&ent unless the enumerator specifically explained
that another meaning was implied, The latter situation wns not antic-
ipated in the instructions to the enumerators, so it is unlikely that
many of them made such an explanation,

FERTILIZER AND LIME, (Appendix Table 41,) The patterh of purchases

here, with respect to size of town snd tvpe of establishment, was
about the same as that reported for feed. The only pertinent differeonee
was that more farmers, 837 as compared to 639, reported the puféﬁase

of fertilizer and lime,

L
e

FIELD CROP ~nd HAY SBED, (Apperdix‘Thble 4%°) $eed was reported purchased

from cooperatives mePe than any other comnodity group, although even in
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the case of seed cooperatives wére reported as the most important
source of purchases by only 266 of the 885 farmers reporting, This
figure is to be compared with the 472 who reported major purchases
from independent stores, Purchases from other farmers wore roported
by 59 respondents. The modal size of town in which purchases were
mode was 1000 « 5000,

FENCING MATERIAL. (Appendix Table 43.) Here again independents accounted

for most of the business, with cooperatives far behind in second position,
Most purchases were reported in the towns of 1000 ~ 5000 population.,

PETROLEUM PRODUCTS. (Appendix Table 44,) This category included only

products  used on the farm, Fuel oil used for heating or cooking in the
household was put under Fuel, which will be considered below, Independents
took the lion's share of the business in petroleum products, with the
chain distributors second, but accounting for only 47 of 782 reported
purchases, as compared to the 647 reported from independents, Petroleum
products are,.of course, purchased locally, so it could be anticipated
‘that the smallest towns would be the most often reported places of
purchase, as indeed they were,

BUILDING MATERIALS, (Appendix Table 45,) Although the independent store

wes by far the leading source of all farm purchases, it was farthest
ahead in the purchase of building materials, Of the 718 farmers
reporting such purchases, 651 bought from independents. Cooperatives,
with 29, were second, Most of the purchases were in small towns, the

modal size group being the towns of population from 1000 - 5000.
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AUTO SUPPLIES. (Appendix Table 46,) There was some question sbout the

eppropriateness of classifying this item as a farm commodity, but on

the basis that it included truck supplies end the part of auto supplies
attributable to the farm use of the car, it was so classified, Independents
were reported by about two-thirds of the farmers as the biggest source

of purchases, with chain stores next in importance, Of the 642 farmers
reporting purchases, 434 proferred independent stores, with 170 reporting

a preference for chains, The modal size of town in which purchase was

made was 1000 = 5000 persons,

NON -FARM COMMODITIES, (Appendix Table 47,) Purchases of the commodities
bought by farm people for household and personal use were, like
purchases of farm commodities, mainly made 4t indopendont stores in
small tovms, The proportion of purchases made from indepondents in:
the various non-farm commodity groups ranged from slightly above 90%
for hardware down to 43% for clothing, The latter group was the

onlyv one, farm or pon—farm, in which less than cne-nalf of the férmers
reported their main source of purchases to be independent stores,
Chain stores were a very close second in importance with respect to
purchases of clothing, One of the most apparent differences between
the farm end non-farm commodities was that, while only one major
source of purchases was wusually noted for tﬁe farm items, two and
sometimes more sources were froquently given for the nonsfarm iteoms,
The number of places mentioned therefore sometimes oxcecds the number

of farmers interviewed.
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GROCERiES.(Appendix Table 48,) Independent and chain stores accounted
for practically all purchases of gmoceries, the independents being
mentioned nearly four times as frequently as the chains, The fact
that grocerics are purchased near home was reflected by the size of
the modal towns, which was less than 1000 persons, the smallest size
category considered,

CLOTHING. (Appendix Table 49,) Of the 1538 réports on sources of
clothing purchases, 43% wore at independent stores and 41% at chain
stores, Most of the remainder were purchases from mail order houses,
The clothing purchases from independents showed the some location
pattern as purchases of other commodities, but because of the influence
of chain stores, usually located in Iarger towns, the modal size of
town was 1000 - §000,

FURNITURE. (Appendix Teble 50,) Indepehdent stores dominated in
furniture purchases, with chain stores faor bshind in scecond place,

Of the 818 reports on purchases, 680 were in independent stores,
compared with 99 chain stores, It must be re-emphasized thot this

is not necessarily a good indication of the relative volumes of sales
in independent and chain stores, The sruvey only asked farmers where
they customarily traded, This tended to measure the frequency of

purchases as well as the volume, The modal Bowa size was 1000 - 5000,
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HOUSEHOLD ARTICLES AND SUPPLIES, (Appendix Table 51,) Purchase of

houschold supplies was reported in 1010 cascs, almost cexactly onoe-half of
them being ot independent stores, Chain Stores, the most important source
of supply of about one=~fourth of the respondents, was the ohly other impor-
toant source feported. The modal size of town reported was 1,000-5,000, but
purchases in the lerger towns were not n2s infroousnt as they were in many
of the other commodity groups.

HARDVARE, (Appendix Table 52,) kTho predominance of independent stores in
hardware purchases by farmers was more pronounced than it was in most of
the other non-farm items, Of the 894 roports, 776 were to the effect that
independent stores werce the most important source of purchases, Chain
stores, cooperatives, and mail order houses werc also mentioned, the latter,
surprisingly enough, by only three farmers, Tho pattorn of town size was
very similar to that observed for Housechold Articles, described above,

ELECTRICAL EQUIPVENT,., (Appendix Table 53.) The pattern of purchases was

practically identical to that observed in purchasos of Houschold Articles

and Suppliecs,

FUEL, (Appendix Table 54,) The most important sources of purchases of fuel
were in the smallest towns, almost exclusively from independent distributors,
Only 15 of the 511 reports specified purchaseé from chains; these were 102
"others" reported,

MOTOR VEHICLES, (Appendix Tables 55 and 56,) Scllers of motor vehicles were

classified into two groups: dealers and individuals, Dealers were reported

as the source of about 80% of purchascs, Most of the cars bought from
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individuals were used cars, while those from dealers were gbout ovenly
divided between new and used, Ford was by a narrow margin the most fre=-
quently bought passenger car, with Chevrolot second and Plymouth a poor

third, In purchases of trucks, howsver, Chevrolet wes first and Ford, second,
The modal size of town was the 1,000-5,000 group,

OBSERVATIONS ON COMMODITIES - BOUGHT DATA,

a2, The prcdominance of independent stores is associated with the
predominance of small towns, In towms where chains and other stores
are available, the degree of concentration of purchases in indepon=
cnt storos is sharply diminished, Small towns are ofton unoble to
\support the larger stores, so inovitaebly, the small independent
b stores got the bulk of the trade, In an area less rural then North
Carolino, the dominance of the independont storc would probably be
’ loss,
be In general, the frequently purchased, standardized, or small coste
per-unit items were most often purchased in the smallest towns,
These included groceries, fced, seed, fuel, petroleum products and
fertilizer and lime, Other Commodity groups tended to be bought
in largor towns, but in no case was the modal sizec of town 1arg¢r
than the 1,000-5,000 group. The commodities most reported from

larger towns werce clothing, furniture, and farm machinery,

iy VI. Sample Plan (Survoy II),

The following goneral outline c¢f the sample plan developed for Survey II

will be followed, A fully detoiled statement of tho plan, including a list
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of towns selected, and numbers of cstablishments visited in sach, will be

given in a later report,

1, Prices Paid by Parmers.

A, Allocation of records to towns of diffcorent sizes and to storos

of difforont types,
(1) The genoral objoctive is to keep a/%:: c/ﬁ, whereo
o is the number of rocords to be taken from a given

store type in a given town-size category

is the total number of records to be taken

e

is the number of purchases and/br sales by farmers

jo

in a given store type in a given town=size category
4 1is all purchases and/br sales by farmers.
(2). 4n estimate of c¢/d is availsble from Survey I, and will
be used as the basis for alloeation,
(3)s All records will, insofar as possible, be taken from
one sct of sample towns,
B. Solcction of tcowns tc be visited,
(1)e Towns of less than 1,000
a, Quota of records needed from stores of all types in
this stratum will have beon cstablished in "A", above,
b, All towns listed by farmoers in the 27 randomly-dramm
counties of Survey I will be eligible for selection,

c, Two towns will be randomly sclected from this list,
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(3)9

(4).
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Towns of 1,000 tc 5,000

Q4

Quotas of rocords needed will have boon established
in "A", abovo,

All North Carclina towns listed by farmers in or out
of the sample cownties arc eligible,

Towns will bo stratified by Crop Roporting District,.
Two towns will be scleoted within cach Crop Report-
ing District, with probability of scloction.propor-
tional to tho number of sales reported by farmers in

those townms,

In towns of 5,000 to 45,000, seloction will be made

separately but in the same manner as in the 1,000 to

5,000 group, cxcept that cnc towm por district will be

selected,

All tovms of more than 45,000 excopt Wilmington will

all bo surveyed, Wilmington will be omitted because

practically no farmers in Survey I reported buying or

selling there,

C. Selocticn of tho establishmonts within selected towns,

(1).

(2)0

In towms of less than 1,000, all establishments will

be onumerated,

In towns of 1,000 tc 5,000, the requircd quota of

establishments of different tvpes will bo sclected

proportional to the number of timcs reported by farmers
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in Survey I, 1In addition to these, a supplementary
sample will be selected for each of the different types
of stores from the classified telephone directory, If
this directory is not available, scme other appropriate
list will be used to provide the supplementary informa~
tion,

(3), Tho same proccdure as above will be followed for towns
of 5,600 to 45,000, For towns greater than 45,000,
Qstablishments will be scleocted from the lists pro=-
vided from Survey I in thc same mamner as for towns of
1,000 to 5,000, Supplementary information will be
obtained from respondents falling in block samples
taken from Sanborn maps, The number of supplementary
schedules to be obtaincd will be determined by the
relative proporticn of tho business establishments in
the city that are represcnted on the lists obtained
from Survey I, |

2+ Prices Received by Farmers,

A, The same procedure outlined for selecting towms and estab-
lishments to provide data on prices paid, above, will be used
to selesot sources of pricos received information, It is
desirced, if possiblo, teo soleet one set of towns which will

provide infermaticn on both pricos received and prices paid,
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Data on four ccommodities, characterized by highly concentrated
production arcas and relatively small numbers of producers,
could not be cbtained from a randomly selectod list of farmors,
It was, thereforc, necessary in Survey I to entor the countics
where thebspecialized production occurred to got data on
peachos, pecans, apples, and turkeys, Thesc countics will be
entered in Survey II to obbtain prices received information on
the special crops and on prices paid,

Many farmers sell to truckers and to other farmers, Since no
organized businsss establishment is direetly involved in

these transactions, dota will be tnken from the farmers ro=-
porting such sales, Farmors roporting sales to truckers and/or
othor farmers (data availeble from Survey I) will meke up tho
list of eligibles from which the guota of rocords will be
takon. The farmers to be interviewed will be randomly seloctoed

from this list,



Appendix Table 1.

Sales of Corn Classified by Size of Town

in Vhich Buyers Place of Business is Located,

sOut of: Towns

.
»
.
.

Farmers rcporting : Population of North Carolina All
sales, and bushels towns where sales were made :State :not re-: Sales
sold to different  :Less than: 1,000 : 5,000 :25,000 :Towns :ported : o
types of buyers 11,000 a/ : 4,999 :2,,999 :or more: : b/
Buyer-shipper

Famers reporting 23 16 12 1 1 53

Bushels sold 17,391 2,720 5,092 100 2,L00 27,703
Milling company

Farmers reporting 21 35 20 3 79

Bushels sold 1,990 8,k22 3,427 145 13,984
Local Farmers

Farmers reporting - L2 10 [ 1 1 59

Bushels sold 2,678 353 403 55 100 3,589
Local Merchants .

Farmers reporting 19 8 L 1 32

Bushels sold 1,155 L93 725 250 2,623
Gooperative

Farmers reporting 3 7 L 1 15

Bushels sold 180 555 755 600 2,090
Truckers

Farmers reporting 3 1 7 3 1

Bushels sold 350 50 575 235 1,210
Seed Dealer

Farmers reporting 5 1 1 1 8

Bushels sold 200 50 5 L 259
Others

Farmers reporting 9 L 2 1 L 17

Bushels sold L160 190 106 50 50 856
Total A1l Buyers

Farmers reporting 125 82 55 9 6 277
Bushels sold 2L,lol 12,833 11,088 1,20k 2,785 52,31k

a/ Ircludes inter-farm sales,

Q/ Includes sales to truckers and others whose business locations may be
unknown to farmers,

g/ Famers reporting sales in towns of different sizes do not add to a total
because the same farmer often reported sales in more than one. place,



dppendix Table 2. Sgles of Corn by Condition at Time of.Sale.

Condition
of Corn Sold

Number of
Farmers Reporting

Bughelg Sold

Resular and Special Surveys

Shelled
Unshelled

Graded
Ungraded

Total Corn Sold

Special Survey Only

Shelled
Unshelled

Graded
Ungraded

Total Corn Sold

121
138

251

b3

31,744
20,620

4,855
47,509

52,364

2,485
1,610

800
3,295

4,095




Appendix Table 3, Sales of Cotton Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyer's Place of Bueiness is Located.

se we
L L4

Population of North Carolina
towns where sales were made :0ut of: Towns

Farmers reporting
sales, and bales

e se se e e ve

sold to different :Less than:l,000-: 5,000-:25,000 :§%atu tnot report-: All

types of buyers : 1,000a/ :4,999 :24,999 tor more:tewns : ed b/ :Sales ¢f
Local Ging

Farmers reporting 106 69 46 4 225

Bales sold 1,062 386 410 508 2,366
Other Local Buyers

Farmers reporting 28 44 26 4 1 % ggg

Bales sold 331 279 144 17 14
Government Loan

Farmers reporting 2 8 16 7 33

Bales sold 13 104 223 282 622
Cooperatives

Parmers reporting 7 5 10 5 27

Bales sold 47 49 82 231 409
Local Warehouses

Farmers reporting 2 4 4 1 1 12

Bales sold 14 - 122 24 8 3 1
Mill Buyers

Farmers reporting 6 6 5 1 18

Bales sold 81 34 32 8 155
Others ' 1 6

Parmers reporting 6 1 6

Bales sold 41 5 17 3
Total -

i 427
Farmers reporting 157 137 107 11 5 10 ‘
Bales sold 1,589 979 915 264 522 304 4,573

8] b/ cf See Appendix Table 1.



{ppendix Table 4. Sales of Cotton by Condition at Time of Sales

ll

Condition Number of
of Cotton Sold Farmers Reporting Bales 5So0ld

Regular and Special Surveys

Baled 374 ' 4,507
Unbaled 19 66
Total Cotton Sold 393 4,573
Graded by
Gove or Coops Graders 85 1;523
Individual Buyers 298 24922
Others 5 22
Ungraded 20 82
Not Reported 9 4

Special Survey Only

Baled 29 908
Total Cotton Sold 29 208
Graded by -~

Gove or Coop. Graders 19 432

Individual Buyers 20 : 476




Appendix Table 5

Sales of Soybeans Classified by Size of Town in

Which Buyers Place of Business is Located.

Farmers reporting
sales, and bushels
sold to different
types of buyers

towns where sales were made

_Povulation of North Carolina

*
.

e o

*
.

: Qut of: Towns

* o8 er e¢

A1l

L
1

% er 20 29 c0 s

. .

ess than:1,000-: 5,000-: 25,000:
,000 a/ 4,999 :2L,999 ror more:

Sales

</

State :not re-
Towns :ported :
: : b/

Buyer-shipper
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Cooperatives
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Seed Stores
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Local Farmers
Farmmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Local 0il Mills
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Local Truckers
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Others
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

Total
Farmers reporting
Bushels Sold

21 7
16,279 2,929

L

2
127 505

L20

7
258

2
28

16
3,099

3l
16,712

17
1,290

30
19,280

632
6
L75
13

290

282

68
21,125

: gjé/E/See

Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 6. Sales of Soybeans by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition of Number of
Soybeans sold farmers reporting Bushels sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Graded and hagged 27 16,257

Total Soybeans sold 66 21,125

Special Survey Only

Graded and Bagged 1 20

Total Soybeans sold & ' 250




Appendix Table 7, Sales of Cowpeas Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Loecated,

Farmers reporting : Population of North Carolina 1 :
sales, and bushels : towns where sales were made :0ut of ;Towns tAll

sold to different :Loss thansl,000=: 5,000~ :25,000 :State :not row 1Sales 59/

types of buyers :1,000_2/ 14,999 124,999 sor more:;Towms »:ported'g/
$ $ : : : 3

Local Formers

T Farmors reporting 2 2 2 6
Bushels sold 16 5 14 34
Seed Stores
armers reporting 3 3
Bushels sold 66 66
Cooperatives
armers reporting 1 1
Bushels sold 10 10
Others
Farmers reporting 1 1
Bushels sold 5 5
Total
Farmors reporting 5 3 3 11
Bushels sold 81 15 19 115

59/]9/15/ See Appondix Table],



Appendix Table 8,

Sales of Cowpeas by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition of
Cowpeas s0ld

Number of
farmers reporting

Bushels sold

Regular Surveys

Graded and hagged

Total Cowpeas sold

10

60

115

None reported on Special Surveys.



Appendix Table 9.

Sales of Peanuts Classified by Size of Town in Which

Buyers Place of Business 1is Locatede

.
.

Farmers reporting :

Population of North Carolina

* ®s oa

sales, aad bags towns where sales were made ¢ Out of ¢ Towns & 411

gold to different :Less than:1,000-: 5,000-:25,000 : g4a4e :not report—-:Sales

types of buyers : 1,000 a/:4,999 :24,999 :or more: towns : .od b/ ¢ ¢f
Local Shellers

Farmers reporting 9 37 8 1 1 56

Bags sold 839 3,485 2,748 44 400 7,616
Buyer-~ghipper

Farmers reporting 18 14 6 1l 2 41

Bags sold 3,641 1,965 512 76 86 64280
Government Lean

Farmers reporting 2 4 1 11 1 19

Bags sold 138 443 295 2,138 107 3,121
Liocal Farmers

FParmers reporting 5 1 1 7

Bags sold 669 2 5 676
Local Truckers

Farmers reporting 2 1 3

Bags sold 147 150 297
Cooneratives

Farmers reporting 4 4

Bags sold 270 270
Local Oil Millg

FParmers reporting 2 1 3

Bags sold 43 54 o7
Others

Parmers reporting 9 1 1 11

Bags sold 2,136 110 10 2,256
Total

Parmers reporting 51 58 17 3 14 1 144

Bags sold 7,883 6,099 3,870 130 2,624 107 20,513

2/ b/ ¢/ Sce Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 10, Sales of Peanuts by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition of

¥umber of

peanuts sold farmers reporting Bags so0ld
Regular and Special Surveys
Bagged and graded 121 17,105
Total  Bags :g0ld 135 20,513
Special Survey Only
Bagged and graded 7 1,106
Total * Bags. sold 9 1,496




Appendix Table 1l. Sales of Lespedeza Seed Classified by Size of
Town in Which Buyers Place of Business is Located.

Farmers reporting ¢ Population of North Carolina : H
sales, and pounds :___ towns where sales were made : Out of: Towns : All
sold to different :Less thanil,000-: 5,000-: 25,000 : State :not re-: sales
types of buyers  :1,000 g/ 14,999 21,999 :or more : Towns :por;ed : e/
: : ¢ : : : b :
Local Seed Dealers :
Farmers reporting 21 1, 35
Pounds sold 58,760 3L,225 92,985
Local Farmers :
Farmers reporting 3 1 2 6 12
Pounds sold 3,300 44,000 1,200 5,900 1k,400
Cooperatives
Farmers reporting 1 : 1 1 3
Pounds sold 1,780 L0OO 1,000 3,180
Others
Farmers renorting : 1 1
Pounds sold L,000 L, 000
Total |
Farmers reporting 25 15 2 1 8 51
Pounds sold 63,8L0 38,225 1,200 Loo 10,900 11kL,565

2/ b/ ¢/ See Appendix Table 1,



Appendix Table 12, Sales of Lespedeza Seed by Condition at Time of Sales

Condition of Number of
Lespedeza seed sold farmers reporting Pounds sold

Resular and Special Surveys

Clesned 47 113,365

Total Lespedeza seed sold 49 ' 114,565

Special Survey Only

Gleaned 6 23,780

Total Lespedoza sced sold 6 23,780




Appendix Table 13.

Sales of Pecans Classified by Sipe of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located,

Farmers reporting

Population of North Carolina

a
-

*
.

‘Oout oft Towns ‘ALl

sales, and pounds ! towns where salss were made ‘State ' not re-*Sales
sold to different * Less than’ 1,000—" 5,000~ 25,000 ® towns ° ported } E/
types of buyers * 1,000 a/' *L,999 *2L,999 }or more : oy
Local Buyeré

Farmers reporting 7 3 6 1 16

Pounds sold 1,305 3,300 1,310 200 6,065
Cooperatives

Farmers repcrting 1 6 7

Pounds sold 165 4,775 L,9L0
Buyer-shipper

Farmers reporting 1 2 1 L

Pounds sold 600 1,600 50 2,250
Truckers

Farmers reporting 1 1

Pounds sold L0O 100
Total .

Farmers reporting 8 5 1k 1 1 29

Pounds sold 1,705 L,065 7,685 200 50 13,7C5

a/ b/ ¢/ See Appendix

Table 1.



Appendix Table 1L, Sales of Pecans by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition of Number of Pounds Number
pecans sold farmers reporting sold of
Trees

Regular and Snmecial Surveys

YWholesales
Bagged and graded 3 1,800
Ungraded , . 15 9,650
Retail:
Loose 7 1,155
Bagged 3 650
No report 2 1,50
Total pecans sold 28 13,705
Unbranded 28 13,705
TImproved stock 25 1,079
Total pecan trees ' 28 1,193
Special Survey Only
, Wholesale: ‘
Bagged and graded 3 1,800
Ungraded ' 8 5,575
Retail:
Loose 5 805
Begged 2 600
No report 2 - L50
Total pecans sold 19 9,230
Unbranded 19 9,230
Improved stock 19 979

Total Pecan trees 19 1,043




Appendix Table 15, Sales of Lespedeza Hay Classified by Size of Town in
Which Buyers Place of Business is EKocated,

‘e .
. . .

Formers reporting : Population of North Carolina H
v salos,and bushels + towns where sales were mode : Out of:Towns

:
sold to different  iLoss thansl,000~:5,000=: 25,000; State :not re= :All
types of buyors :1,000_3/ 24,999 :24,999:0r more: towns :ported :Sales
: 1 : : : : b/ : of
Local Farmers
Farmers reporting 11 1 1 8 21
Tns sold 48 4 1 59 112
Feed Dealers
Farmers reporting 1 1 2
Tons sold , 20 1 21
Truckers :
Farmers reporting 2 2
-. Tons sold . 10 10
Others
Farmers reporting 1 1
Tons sold 8 8
Total
Farmers reporting 12 1 1 1 1 10 26
Tons sold 56 20 4 1 1 69 151

&/'_b/_c/ See Appendix Table L



Appendix Table 16. Sales of Lespedeza Hay by Condition at Time of Sales.

st perepe

— —

— —

Condition of Number of

Lespedeza hay sold farmers reporting Tons sold
Regular and Special Surveys

Baled 15 126
Total Lospedeza hay sold 26 151
Special Surveys Only

Baled 2 20
Totel Lospodeza hay sold 3 22




Appendix Table 17. Sales of Wheat Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Tlace of Business is Located.

— — —— —
- — =~ P

Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All

towns where galeg were made ! State :not re~s sales
Less than:1l,000~: 5,000-; 25,000: towns :ported g/

1,000 a/:4,999 :24,999 :or more: b/

v
. * * .

Farmers reporting
salesy and bushels
sold to different
types of buyers

ee s@ ve o9 s oo

se ®e
o se oa

i
|

Flour Mills

Farmers reporting 12 17 8 4 41

Bughels gold 1,334 1,646 460 263 34743
Feed Mills

Farmers reporting 6 14 1 21

Bushels sold 1,310 2,102 100 34512
Local Farmers

Farmers reporting 4 2 3 1 10

Bushels sold 331 315 72 5 723
Cooperatives

Farmers reporting 2 4 6

Bushels sold 500 190 ‘ 680
Sced Dealers

Parmers reporting 2 2 4

3ushels sold 95 175 ' 270
Local Merchants

Farmers reporting 2 1 3

Bushels sold 1156 150 265
Others

Farmers roporting 1 1

Bushels sold 72 72
Total '

Parmers reporting 26 39 16 4 1 86

Bushols sold 3,640 4,347 1,029 253 5 9,275

.@/ h/ Q/ Soo Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 18, Sales of Wheat by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition
of whoat sold

Number of
farmers reporting

Bushels sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Graded

Total sold

Special Surveys Only

Graded

Total sold

20

3,024

9,275

300

850




Appendix Table 19,

Sales of Oats Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located,

Farmers roporting

Population of North Carolina
towns where sales were madé

. .
s .

:+ Out-of:Towns

sales, and bushels : Loss than:l,000-¢ 5,000~:25,000: State :not re- : All
sold to difforent ; 1,000_2/ 24,999 :24,999 :;or more towns :ported : Sales
types of buyers : : s 3 : b/ : o
‘Seed Dealers
Farmers reporting 1 2 2 5
Bushels sold 200 9856 3,500 4,685
Local Farmers
Farmers reporting 8 2 3 13
Bushels sold 1,19] 35 285 1,511
Feod Mills .
Farmers reporting 2 2 1 5
Bushels sold 100 350 25 475
Government Loan
Farmers reporting 1 - 1
Bushels sold 400 400
Local Merchants
Farmers reporting 1 2 3
Bushels sold 100 250 350
Cooperatives
Farmers reporting 1 1 2 4
Bushels sold 50 60 182 282
Total
Farmers reporting 13 4 9 2 3 31
Bushels sold 1,841 600 1,477 3,500 285 7,703

E/E/E/ See Appendix Table 1,



Appendix Table 20. Sales of Oats by Condition at Time of Salee

Condition
of Qats sold

Number of
farmers reporting

Busghels sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Graded

Total sold

Special Survey only

Graded

Total sold

30

451

7,703

400

1,320




Appendix Table 21, Sales of Irish Potatoes Classified by Size of Town

sPopulation of North Carolina
Farmers reporting : towns where sales were mads

in Which Buyers Place of Business is Located,

sales, ond bushclsiLess then:l)00=:5,000~: 25,000
sold to different :1,000 8/ :4,999:24,999:0r more

types of buyers

e ee

. ee

[ . .
. . .
.
.

:Out of:Towns :A1l
:State :1not re-;Sales
stoms :ported : o/

L7

Buyer-shipper

armors reporting

Bushels sold

Lecal Buyers
Farmers reporting
Bushels sold

Truckers
Farmers reporting
Bushels sold

Retail stores
Farmers reporting
Bushels so0ld

Cooperatives

Farmers roporting
Bushels sold

Others
Farmers reporting
Bushels sold

Total
Farmers reporting
Bushels sold

10 5
5,717 1,116

8 2
4,774 6
1

16

2 2
16 26

3

35

5 3

82 107
25 16

10,589 1,306

118

111

100

444

20
6,951

11
4,801

20 111

(o
0
Q

5 14
57 3486

1 6 57
8 77 12,424

3/3/3/ Seo Appendix Table 1,



Appendix Table 22, Sales of Irish Potatoes by Condition at Time of Salc,

Condition of ' Number
Irish potatoes sold farmers reporting Bushels sold

Regular

Field: run 31 6,692

Washed 1 1

Washed and graded 4 527

Waghed and sacked 1 500

Washod, graded and sacked 12 4,349

Not reported ' 5 355
Total Irigh potatoas sold 54 12,424

Nonc Reported on Special Surveys,



Appendix Table 23. Sales of Sweet Potatoes Classified by Size of Town
in Which Buyers Place of Business is Located

it

Population of North Carolina H
towns where sales were made  :Out of: Towns
Less than:1,000~: 5,000~: 25,000: State tnot re~:  All

Farmers reporting
sales, and bushels
sold to different

Al
.
*
*
[
*

%8 &% se oy w8 s

|

types of buyers 1,000 af:4,999 124,999 :or more:Towns :ported : salcs
: : s : Y A e/

Truckers

Farmers reporting 2 1 B 6

Bushels gold 790 785 376 1,950
Local Buyers

Farmors reporting 7 5 3 1 1 17

Bushels sold 514 261 580 12 70 1,437
Local Retail Stores

Farmers reporting 2 2 2 1 7

Bushels sold 15 155 95 5 - 280
Produce Jobbers

FParmers reporting 1 1 2

Busghels sold 70 30 - 100
Others

Farmers reporting 6 2 3 11

Bushels sold 34 185 56 245
Total

Farmers roporting 15 10 8 2 2 6 43

Bushels sold 563 641 1,495 27 856 431 4,012

a/ b/ ¢/ See Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 24, Sales of Sweet Potatoes by Condition at Time of Sale,

Condition of Number of Bushels Sold
Sweet Potatoes Sold Farmers Reporting

Regular and Special Surveys

Field Run 29 . 1758

Washed Only 1 3

Washed and Waxed

Washed and Graded 10 2101

Washed, Waxed, Graded 1 ' 150
Total Sweet Potatoes Sold L1 Lo12

Special Survey Only

Field Run 3 310
Washed Only

Washed and Waxcd

Washed and Graded 2 166
Wached, Waxed, Graded

Total Sweet Potatocs Sold 5 L76




Appendix Table 25,

Sales of Peaches Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located

—— —_—

Parmers reporting
sales,y and bushels

- ee

¢ as

Population of North Carolina :
towns where sales were made :0ut of: Townsg

v 28 99 e

sold to different :Less than:1,000-: 5,000~: 25,000: State :not re All
types of buyers : 1,000 a/:4,999 :24,999 :or more: towns :porjed sales
: : : : : : b/ e/

Congignment Shipment

Farmers reporting 6 6 1 5 18

Bushels sold 55,350 12,400 2,376 22,914 934040
Truckens

Farmers reporting 4 3 3 2 5 17

Byshels sold 7,600 9,600 14,000 20,400 3,060 54,660
Buyer~shippers

Farmers reporting 5 5

Bughels sold 14,750 14,750
Direct to Consumer

Farmers reporting 2 1 1 4

3ushols sold 5,100 100 400 5,600
Total

Farmers reporting 17 9 4 3 5 6 S 44

Bushels sold 82,800 22,000 14,100 22,776 22,914 3,460 168,050

af/ b/ ¢/ Sec Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 26. Sales of Peaches by Condition at Time of Sale,

Condition of Number of
Peaches Sold Farmers Reporting Bushels Sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Graded 19 116,06L
Ungraded 19 51,986
In Bulk 20 59,836
In Containers Packed . 22 108,21k
by grower
Under own Brand 16 , 102,41L
Undcr other Brand 1 700
Unbranded 6 5,100
Total Pcaches Sold 26 168,050

Special Survey Only

Graded 19 116,06L
Ungraded 18 51,586
In Bulk | 20 59,836
In Containers Packed 21 107,81
by grower
Under own Brand 16 102,41
Under other Brand 1 700
Unbranded 5 4,700

Total Peaches Sold 2k 167,650




Appendix Table 27. Sales of Apples classified by size of town in which
buyers place of business is located.

1

. I3
.

Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns ¢+ All
towns where sales were made :State not re-: Sales

Less than: 1,000-: 5,000-:25,000-:Towns :ported : ¢/

Farmers reporting
sales, and bushels
sold to different

0 ap 00 o3 om ep

types of buyers 1,000 a/ : 4,999 :2L,599 :or more: i b/
Truckers

Farmers reporting 2 11 1 1 2 10 27

Bushels sold - 1,600 31,000 o 7,000 1,700 36,575 77,885
Buyer-shipper _

Farmers reporting 2 1 2 1 6

Bushels sold 1,500 500 2,200  L,500 8,700
Direct wholesale
selling

Farmers meporting 1 1

Bushels sold 6,000 6,000
Consignment shipments

Farmers reporting _ 1 1

Bushels sold 300 300
Others

Farmers reporting 2 1 1 2 1 7

Bushels sold 90 10 30 80 4,500 @ L,710
Total

Farmers reporting 6 13 L 3 5 11 L2

Bushels sold 3,190 31,510 2,240 17,500 2,080 41,075 97,595

a/ b/ ¢/ See Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 28, Sales of Apples, by Condition at Time of Sale,

Condition of Number of
Apples Sold Farmers Reporting Bushels Sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Graded 7 25,300
Ungraded : 32 72,295
In Bulk 31 81,755
In Containers Packed 7 15,840
by grower
Under own Brand 5 15,000
Under other Brand 1 300
Unbranded 2 540
Total Apples Sold 32 97,595
Special Survey Only
Graded 3 11,300
Ungraded 5 8,790
In Bulk L 9,250
In Containers Packed L 10,840
by grower
Under own Brand 2 10,500
Under other Brand 1 300
Unbranded 1 Lo
Total Apples Sold 5 20,090




Appendix Table 29,

Sales of Bggs Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located

Fammors roporting

salesy and ddzens
sold to different
types of buyers

-

Population of Worth Carolina

towns where sales were made

a3 se oe oo ee

:Out of: Towns
Less thant:l1l,000-: 5,000~-: 25,000;: State :not re-
1,000 a/:14,999 124,999 :or more: towns iported

H

All
sales
o/

e o6 se er 60 ee

: b

Hatcheries
Farmors reporting
Dozens sold

Retail Stores for
Cash
Fgrmers reporting
Dogzens sold

Local Buvers
Farmers rcporting
Dozens sold

Direct to Consumer
Fsarmers rcporting
Dozens sold

Retail Stores for
Trade
Farmers rcporting
Dozens sold

Cooperatives
Farmers rcporting
Dozens sold

Egg Brokers
Farmers reporting

Dozens sold

Truckers
Farmers roporting
Dozens sold

4

37,467

41

12,559

37
9, 654

46
3,636

1

28
5,311

17
2,450

16
1,281

18
869

10
1,813

348

21
3,612

13
5,425

1,115

13
1,995

1;000

1,000

1,366

1,645

190

950

1,040

6
41,267

3 96

28 22,876

2 2 il
1,050 250 20,474
2 23 98
545 3,957 10,774
3 1 106
250 60 84600
15

3,953

4

1,448

1 2

500 916



Appendix Table 29, Continued

-

Farmers reporting: Population of North Carolina @
sales, and dozens!__towns where sales wers made 3

. e0

Out of! Towns

e s 93 w0 ea o2

sold %o differenttLess than:l,;000-¢ 5,000~¢ 25,000: State tnot re-'  All
types of buyers : 1,000 a/14,999 :24,999 tor more? towns fported snleg
3 : : : : ¢ b/ </
Others
Farmers reporting 7 1 8
Dozens so0ld 825 150 975
Total '
Farmers reporting 200 99 58 18 7 30 412
Dozens sold 689,468 15,697 13,297 6,191 1,848 4,795 111,283

al b/ 2/ Sec Appendix Table 1,



Appendix Table 30, Sales of Eggs, by Condition at Time of Sale,

Condition of Number of
Eggs Sold Farmers Reporting Dozen Sold
Regular and Special Surveys
Graded 12 27,574
Candled Only
No Report 343 83,709
Total Dozen Eggs Sold 355 111,283
Special Surveys Only
Graded
Candled Only
No Report 18 28,350
Total Dozen Eggs Sold 18 28,350




Appendix Table 31, Sales of Hens Classified by Size of Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located

" ee
* se

Population of North Carolina

Farmers reporting : :
towns where sales werc made ‘Out of: Towns

salcgy and hens

as ¢¢ 8% e e e

e ¢& em #> e b

sold to different :Lesgs than:1,000-: 5,000~: 25,000fState:not o= All
types of buyers 1,0003[;4,999 :24,999 :or more® towns :ported sales

; : : : b/ </

Local Dressing FPlants

Farmers reporting 4 2 3 2 11

Hens sold 2,180 100 85 85 2,450
Live Shippers

Farmers reporting 4 10 2 16

Hens sold 1,442 206 70 1,718
Truckersg

Farmers reporting 8 3 21 3 35

Hons sold 333 57 598 71 1,059
Local Retallers

Farmers reporting 15 6 9 2 3 2 36

Hens sold 262 255 223 105 70 38 951
Cooperatives

Farmors reporting 14 4 1 19

Heng sold 426 42 125 593
Dircct to_Consumers

Farmers reporting 18 7 4 2 3 34

Hens sold 226 145 87 70 64 592
Produce Dealers

Farmers roporting 14 2 4 1 21

Heng sold 244 60 170 50 524
Huckstors

Farmcrs reoporting 7 2 1 1 11

Hens sold =235 24 20 90 369



Appendix Table 31, Continuod

Parmers reporting
salesy and hens

Population of North Carolina
towns where sales were made

s we a¢ ve

sold to different
typoes of buyers

e od

1,000 gf:4,999 :24

»
.
[]
[

:Out of: Towns
Lese than:l,000~: 5,000~: 25,000: State tnot re-
+999 :or more: towns :ported

* ee

A1l
sales

of

e e¢ o2 oo eo oo

: b/

Othersg
Farmors roporting
Heng sold

Total
Farmers reporting 66
Hens sold 3,480

1
11

39 5%
2,496 1,435

10
475

1
11

4 8 184
210 171 8,267

al v/ ¢/ Sce Appendix Table 1.



Appendix Table 32, Sales of Broilers or Fryers Classified by Size of
’ Town in Which Buyers Place of Business is Located

— —
—— o—

se ce

Population of North Carolina
towns where geles were made _ :Out of: Towns
Less than$l,000-: 5,000-: 25,000: State :not re-: All
1,000 g/:4¥999 124,999 tor more: towns ;ported ¢ sales

Farmors reporting
sales, and broilers
or fryoers sold %o

diffeorent types of

[
>
-
.
.
L

0e an se s 94 e

buyors : : : : s ¢ gf
Hatchory
Farmers reporting 2 2
Broilers and fryers
sold 95,100 95,100
Feed Dealers )
Farmers reporiing 1 3 1 .. B
Broilers and fryers
sold 3,000 B0O.,525 © 4,300 57,825
Locsel Dressing Plantg
Farmers reporting 5 5] 5 2 17
Broilers and fryers
gold 10,300 2,220 5,185 250 18,4585
Cooperatives
Farmers reporting 2 8 10
Broilers and fryers
sold 5,006 4,489 94495
Local Retailers :
Farmers reporting 15 11 6 1 2 1 36
Broilers and fryers
gsold 7,610 590 145 8 40 50 84443
Hucksters
Farmers reporting 4 2 1 7
Broilers and fryers :
gold 128 5,010 25 5,165‘

Produce Dealcrs
Farmers reporting 10 3 1 1 15
Aroilers and fryers ,
gold 2,445 1,375 15 80 3,915




Appendix Table 32, Continued

ce en

Farmers reporting
sales, and broilers:

Population of North Carolina
towns where sales were made

or fryers sold to :Less than:1,000~: 5,000~ 25,000: State :not re~
124,999 ior nmore: towns ;poir_'jed
b

different types of :
buyers :

1,000 a/:4,999

:0ut of: Towns

All
sales

o/

28 e e ew o e

Direct to Congumers

Farmers reporting 30
Broilers and fryers
‘sold 1,333
Live Shippers
Farmers reporting
Broilers and fryers
sold
Truckers
Farmers reporting 1
Jroilers and fryers
sold 25
QOthers
Farmors reporting
3roilers and fryers
sold
Total
Farmers reporting 70
Broilers and fryors

so0ld 125,497

17

6597

1,149

55

65,955

2256

610

65

20

64245

1 2
125 70
5 5
463 4,410

19 73
601 3,081
8

1,759

1 2
40 65
1 3
35 100
23 178

831 203,401

af b/ ¢/ Sec Appendix Table l.



Appendix Table 33, Sales of Poultry, by Condition at Time of Sale.

Kind of . Alive . | :N. Y. Drossed s Evisccrated :Total Salca
Pouliry Farmers :No, :Farmers :No. :Farmmers :No. :Farmers :No.

Reporting:Birds:Reporting:Birds:Reporting:Birds:Reporting:Birds

. .

Regular and Special

Surveys
Hens 177 8117 2 150 179 8,267
Broilers & Fryers 16l 203,086 5 315 168 203,401
Capons
Roosters 18 3,379 18 3,379
Total All Birds Sold 358 21h,582 L65 265 215,047

Special Surveys Only

Hens 6 2,169 : 6 2,169
Broilers & Fryers 6 60,69 6 60,694
Capons

Roosters 1 3,000 1 3,000

Total A1l Birds Sold 65,863 6 65,863




Appendix Teble 34.

Sales of Hogs Classified by Size ¢f Town in Which
Buyers Place of Business is Located

Farmers reporting
sales, and hogs
sold to different
types of buyers

oe oo se w8 s o

Population of North Carolina

towns where sales were made

1,000 af:4,999 :24,999

.
-
.
.

s we

:Out of: Towns
Less than:1,000-: 5,000~: 25;000: State :not rewt
:or more: towns :ported : sales

*
.
L
.
*
.

All

: : : : s 8 2 gf

Hogwbuying Stations

Farmers recporting 5 10 45 1 2 63

Hogs sold 117 208 865 5 17 1,212
Congumers, Farmers

Farmers rcporting 42 21 2 3 14 82

Hogs sold 344 89 3 44 132 612
Apction Markets .

Farmers reporting 9 6 17 6 38

Hogs sold 49 52 210 26 337
Trugkers

Farmcrs roporting 1 3 3 4 11

Hogs sold 4 23 82 15 194
Local Butchers

Farmers rcporting 4 5 6 2 17

Hogs sold 24 31 48 55 158
Packers

Farmers reporting 3 11 1 15

Hogs sold 61 a7 3 151
Othersg

Farmers reporting 3 1 1 1 8

Hogs sold 82 20 4 20 126
Total

Farmers roporiing 64 49 85 11 4 19 232

620 434 1,299 78 72 237 24790

Hogs sold

af p/ gj Sco Appendix Table 1,



Appendix Table 35. Sales of Hogs by Condition at Time of Sale.

Condition of Number of
Hogs Sold Farmers Reporting Hogs Sold

Regular and Special Surveys

By the Head 90 987
By Weight -~ 105 1559
No Report 18 2Ll
Discount for "Soft Hogs"
No. of "Yes" o 9
No. of "NoV 38
Don't Know 150
Total Hogs Sold 197 2790

Special Surveys Only

By the Head
By Weight
No Report

1L9
18l

< ON

Discount for "Soft Hogs"
No. of "Yes®
No. of "Non
Dontt Know 11

Total Hogs Sold 11 333




Appondix Table 36. Sales of Turkeys Classified by Size
‘ 3uyere Flace of Business is Located

of Town in Which

Farmors roporting
sales, and turkeys

Population of North Carolina
towns where gales were made

so0ld to different
types of huyers

e o2 av es re se

6
1

Less than:1,000-~: 5,000~: 25,000: State inot re=-
,000 2/:4,999 :24,999 :or more

. we e e

s towns :po

ve an

All
sales

of

Local Dressing Plents

Farmers reporting 1 3 19

Turkeys sold 15 2,600 24,663
FTeed Dealers

Farmers roporting 9 10

Turkeys sold 24,909 11,409
Local Buyers

Farmers reporting 1 1 4

Turkeys sold 500 11 533
Others

Farmers roporting 1

Turkeys sold 636
Total

Farmers reporting 2 - 13 34

Turkeys sold 516 11,520 12,072 374241
af bf ¢f Sec Appendix Table ls



Appendix Table 37. Sales of Turkeys by Condition at Time of Sale,

Condition of Number of
Turkeys Sold Farmers Reporting Turkeys Sold

Regular and Special Surveys

Alive 28 27,807
N. Y. Dressed 5 8,784
Eviscerated 1 650
Total Turkeys Sold 32 37,2L1

Special Surveys Only

Alive 23 27,029
N. Y. Dressed L L,98L
Eviscerated 1 650

Total Turkeys Sold 26 32,663




Appendix Table 38, Major Sources of Purchases of Farm Commidities.

:Por cent of all: Population of North Carclina
Type of Storeipurchases made itownsg where purchascs wore nade :0ut of: Towns ¢ All

.at major source:Less thansl,000~: 5,000~: 25,000: State tnot re~: pur-
1,000 14,999 249999 ior more'towns sported ichases

* L3 [ ] b4
. . . 3 I . al

o ae
oo ew

e sé oo

Less than 25% 7 10 2 1 20

Independent: 25 = 75% 109 124 30 23 8 6 305
More than 75% 1,627 1,490 909 267 82 18 4,393

Less than 25% 3 3 2 1 ' 14

Cooperatives: 25 ~ 75% 18 85 6 14 1 124
More than 75% 84 282 114 66 6 552

Less than 25% 2 1 1 4

Chains 25 - 75% 6 27 12 22 2 69
More than 75% 19 104 76 50 8 257

Less than 25% 8 2 1 . 9

Other Farmers: 25 - 75% 5 3 1 1 2 12
More than 75% 21 6 1 2 8 38

Less than 25% 2 1 3

Mail Order 25 ~ 5% 1 5 5 11
Houses: More than 75% 3 13 10 1 27
Less than 25% 9 6 2 3 3 12 35

Others: 25 - 75% 39 30 8 8 3 6 94
More than 75% 131 65 45 24 16 5 286

Less than 25% 27 27 3 vd 4 12 85

Total: 25 ~ 75% 17 270 56 78 20 14 615
More than 75% 1,832 1,950 1,145 422 122 32 5,553

a/ Farmers reporting sales in towns of Aifferent sizes do not add to a total
because the same farmer often reported sales in more than one places



Appendix Table 39, Major Sources of Purchases of Farm Machinery,

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns All
Type of Storespurchases made :towns where purchases were made : State :not re—: Par-

tat major source:less than:l,000-: 5,000-s 25,000: towns tported :chases

-
L 4
»
.

s s 1,000 14,999 :24,999 sor more: : : af

Less than 25% 1 1 1 1 4

Independont: 25 - 75% 2 7 1 4 14

More than 75% 117 186 151 39 18 1 512

Less than 25% 2 2

Cooperativess 25 ~ 75% 2 7 2 11

~ More than 76% 12 26 3 5 1 47
Less than 25%

Mail Order 25 - 75% 1 2 3

Houses: More than 75% 2 1 1 4

Less than 25% 1 1

Others: 25 ~ 75% 1 3 4

More than 75% 3 7 9 10 2 1 37

Less than 25% 2 3 1 1 7

Totals 25 - 75% 5 15 4 8 32

More than 75% 137 221 163 55 22 2 600

& See Appendix Table 28.



Appendix Table 40 Major Sources of Purchases of Feeds

L] - . L3 -
. . I3

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Store:purchasos mede :towng whero purchages werc nade : State inot ro-: pur~
tat major source:Less than:ly000-: 5,000~: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

: : 1,000 :4,999 $24,999 :or mors: : : af
Less than 25% 2 2
Independent: 25 - 75% 24 20 6 3 53
More than 75% 276 177 109 28 9 599
Less than 25% 1 1
Cooperatives: 25 ~ 75% 7 16 3 2 28
More than 75% 9 49 21 12 2 93
- Less than 25% 1 1
Chains: 25 - 75% 4 4 3 1 12
More than 75% 2 5 4 4 15
Less than 25% 1 1 2
Others: 25 ~ 75% 4 1 2 VR
More than 75% 11 7 3 2 1 24
' Loss than 25% 3 1 1 1 6
Totals 25 - 75% 39 41 11 8 1 100
More than 75% 298 238 137 42 16 731

a/ See Appendix Table 38.



.Appendix'Table 4l. Major Sources of Furchases of Fertilizer and Lime.

tPor cent of all:

Population of North Carolina

* o8

:0ut of: Towns

All

Type of Storetpurchases made :towns whero purchases wers made : State tnot re~: pur-
.at major source:less than:l,000~: 5,000~ 25,000: towns .ported :chasges

14,999 24,999 10T MOrec:

af

Loss than 25%
Independents 25 - 95%
More than 75%

Less than 25%
Cooperatives: 25 - 75%
More than 75%

Loss than 25%
Chains: 35 -~ 7
More than 75%

Less than 25%
Others: 25 ~ 75%
More than 75%

Less than 259
Total: 25 ~ 75%
More than 75%

1
22
225

2
21
50

19
15

62
295

B

D

1
48
733

4

28
29

1
3
22

S
43
101

15
122
0955

2/ See Appendix Table 38.



Appendix Teble 42, Major Sources of Purchases of Field Crops and Hay Secd.

[3 . - .
.

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns ¢ All
Type of Store:purchases made :towns whers purchages woros made :State itnot re~: pur-
tat major source:less than:l,000~: 5,0N0~: 25,000: fowns tported :chases

: : 1,000 14,999 124,999 ior more: : : of
Less than 25% 1 6 1 8
Independent: 25 - 75% 15 28 10 5 1 1 60
More than 75% 152 122 90 34 6 404
Less than 25% 2 3 1 1 e
Cooperatives: 25 « 75% 3 31 3 4 , 41
More than 75% 40 126 31 19 2 218
Less than 25% 6 2 1 9
Other Farmerst 25 - 75% 5 3 1 1 2 12
More than 759 21 6 1 2 8 38
Less than 25% 1 1
Chains: 25 - 755 5 1 . 1 7
More than 75% 4 6 3 3 3 19
Loss than 25%
Mail Order 25 ~ 75%
Houses: More than 75% 3 1 4
Less than 25% 4 3 1 1 9
Others: 25 - 5% 5 4 3 12
More than 75% 19 " 7 1 1 1 36
Less than 25% 14 14 3 1 1 1 34
Total: 25 - 75% 20 71 17 10 3 3 132
More than 75% 236 267 132 59 15 10 719

a/ See Appondix Table 38.



Appendix Table 43, Major Sources of Purchases of Fencing Materials.

Type of Store

Se w6 es us oo

Per cent of all: Fopulation of North Carnlina :0ut of: Towns : All

purchases made :towns where purchases were nade : State tnot re=: pur-

at major sourco:less than:1l,000-: 5,000~-: 25,000: towns tported :chases
¢t 1,000 :4,999 :24,999 jor more:

: s af

Less than 25% 2
Independents 25 - 75% 8 6 2 3
More than 75% 190 192 101 33
Less than 25% v
Cooperativess 25 - 75% 1 5 3
More than 75% 6 25 30 8
Less than 25%
Chaing: 25 - 5% 2
More than 75% 2 2 6
Less than 25% 2
Mail Order 25 - 755
Houses: More than 75% 2
. Less than 25% 1
Others: 25 - 75% 1
More than 750 1 4 1
Logs than 25% 2 1 2
Totals: 25 ~ 75% 9 11 2 9
More than 75% 197 223 134 49

6 4 526

[}
oy 02

©

13 4 620

2/ See Appendix Table 38.



Appendix Table 44,

Major Sources of Purchases of Petroleum Products.

1Per cent of all: Population of North Carolina
Type of Storespurchases made :iowns where purchases were madc : State :not re~: pur~

:0ut of: Towns

. o8

A1l

tat major source:Less than:l,000-: 5,000-: 25,000: towns sported schases

: : 1,000 :4,999 124,999 :or moro: : a/

Loss than 259 1 1 : 2
Independent: 25 ~ 75% 14 9 2 3 1 29
More than 75% 251 193 122 30 15 5 616

Less than 25%
Chainss 25 ~ 75% 2 1 3 6
More than 75% 2 27 11 1 41

Less %han 25%
Cooperativess 25 754 1 1
More than 75% 1 1
Less than 25% 2 1 8 11
Others: 25 - 75% 5 1 2 2 10
: More than 75% 23 25 10 1 4 2 65
Less than 25% 3 1 1 8 13
Total: 25 - 75% 19 13 1 5 5 3 46
" More than 75% 276 245 143 33 19 i 723

2/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 45. Major Scurces of Purchases of Building Materials.

ﬂ

. . : . . .
. . s
1

tPer cont of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Store:purchases made :towns where purchases were madc : State tnot re-: PUL=
tat major sourceiLess thanil,000~: 5,000-: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

: : 1,000 14,999 :24,999 tor more: : s af

Less then 25% 1 1

Independent: 25 - 5% 14 17 6 4 3 3 47
More than 75% 192 253 108 44 4 2 603
Less than 25% :

Cooperativest 25 ~ 75% 1 4 1 6
More than 75% 1 6 11 5 23
Less than 25%

Chains: 25 ~ 75% 3 4 2 9
More then 755 1 1 2 4
Less than 25% 1 1

Others: 25 - 75% : 8 4 1 1 14
More than 75% 5 3 2 10
Less than 25% 1 1 2

Totals 25 ~ 754 23 28 11 7 3 4 76
More than 75% 198 260 123 51 6 2 640

a/ See Appendix Table 28.



Appendix Table 46, Major Sources of Purchases of Other Automobile Supplics.

Per cent of all; Population of North Cprolina :0ut of: Towns : All

purchases made :towns where purchages wore mafdc ¢ State tnot re-: pur—

major scurce:Less than:l,00N-: E,003.: 25,500: towns sported :chases
¢ 1,000 14,999 :24,999 :or more: : : af

Type of Store

e oo sa s ee
o
¢t

Less than 25,4a

Independent: 25 - 75% 9 15 5 5 34
More than 75% 136 142 73 29 10 5 400
Less than 25% 1 1
Chains: 25 - 75% 1 13 4 11 29
More than 75% 6 56 43 35 140
Legs than 25‘79 1 1
Mail Order 25 - 75% 3 4 ?
Houses: More than 75% 1 10 2 13
Less than 2570
Cooperativess 25 ~ 75%
More than 75% 2 2
Less than 25% . 1 1
Others: 25 - 75% 1 1 : 2 4
More than 75% 4 2 3 1 10
Less than 25% 1 1 1 3
Total: 25 — 75% 11 29 9 19 4 2 74
More then 75% 146 201 126 w4 13 5 565

&/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 47,

Major Sources of Purchases of Non~farm Commedities.

* .
L] .

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns
Type of Storespurchases made :towng where purchases were made :State tnot re-: pur~

sat major source:le

-

s All

ss than:1,000-: 5,000~: 25,CC0: towns sported :chases

: : 1,000 34,999 24,999 :or mome: : : af

Less than 25% 26 19 10 6 3 5 69

Independent: 25 - 75% 225 271 143 62 17 10 728

More than 75% 1,536 1,386 762 258 60 21 4,023

~ Less than 25% 15 42 33 17 3 1 111

Chaing: 25 ~ 75% 44 231 134 128 11 4 602

‘More than 75% 25 337 321 186 6 3 878

Legss than 25% 1 1 1 35 11 2 51

Mail Order 25 - 75% 7 10 85’ 45 1 148

Houses: More than 75% 1 3 3 41 23 2 73
Less than 25%

Cooperatives: 25 - 75% 5 1 6

More than 75% 4 20 2 5 31

Less than 25% 4 3 3 51 61

Others: 25 ~ 75% 17 21 9 10 2 53 112

More than 75% 53 37 12 8 13 10 133

Less than 25% 46 65 47 53 17 59 292

Totals 25 ~ 75% 286 535 346 286 75 68 1,596

More than 75% 1,619 1,783 1,100 498 102 36 5,139

2/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 48. Major Scurces of Purchases of Groceries.

. [ .
r

:Por cent of alls Topulation of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns ¢ All
Type of Storespurchases made :towns where purchases were made : State tnot re-: pur-
sat major sourceiless than:1,000-: 5,000-: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

* oe

: : 1,000 14,999 124,999 :or mores 3 : af

Loss then 25% 15 3 1 3 1 23 .
Independent:. 25 - 75% 110 75 38 9 5 237
More than 75% 503 192 89 37 14 5 840
' Less than 255 9 29 21 11 1 1 72
Chains: 25 ~ 75% 15 88 70 27 3 1 204
‘ More than 75% 9 37 33 17 1 7
Less than 25% 2 1 2 14 19
Others: 25 - 75% 5 9 1 5 18 33
More than 75% 1 4 5 1 11
Less than 25% 26 33 24 14 2 15 114
Total: 25 - 75% 130 172 109 41 3 19 479
More than 75% 513 233 122 59 16 5 948

a2/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 49, Major Sources of Purchases of Clothing,

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Store:spurchases made :towns where purchases were made : State 1not re-: pur-

tat major source:Less than:l,000-: 5,000~: 25,000: towns s:ported :chases

» we

: ¢ 1,000 4,999 :24,999 tor more: : : 2/

Less than 25% 6 10 7 3 2 3 31

Independent? 25 ~ 75% B4 107 61 30 6 7 265
More than 75% 100 146 33 27 8 3 367

Less than 25% 1 8 7 5 2 23

Chains: 25 - 75% 19 94 86 51 6 2 2508
More than 75% 6 147 127 63 2 350

Less than 35% 1 1 1 32 0 1 45

Mail Order 25 ~ 75% 4 i 70 36 1 118
Houses$ More than 75% 3 15 10 1 29

Less than 25%
Cooperativess 25 - 75%

More than 75% 1 : 1
Less than 25% 1 1 18 20
Others: 25 - 75% 5 2 2 20 29
More than 75% 1 1 2
Less than 25% 9 19 16 40 13 22 119
Total: 25 ~ V5% 78 207 156 151 48 30 670
More than 75% 107 296 210 111 18 e 749

a/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 6O,

Major Sources of Purchases of Furniture.

———

&
L

tFer cont of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns

¢ All

Type of Storespurchases made :towns where purchases were made : State :not re~: pur-
sat major source:less than:l,C00-: 5,000~: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

: 1,000 14,999 :24,999 :or more: : : af

Less than 25% 1 i
Independents 25 ~ 5% 6 14 8 6 1 35
More than 75% 131 302 142 57 12 644

Less than 25%
Chains: 25 - 75% 4 4 10 18
More than 75% 1 16 44 17 3 81
Less than 25% 3 1 4
Mail Order 25 - 75% 2 1 3 6
Houses More than 75% 7 2 9
Loss than 25% 3 3
Others: 25 - 75% 1 2 1 4
More than 75% 4 1 1 2 1 4 13
Less than 25% 1 3 1 3 8
Totals 25 - 75% " 13 14 19 4 1 63
More than 75% 136 319 137 83 18 4 w4y

a/ See Appendix Table 38.



Appendix Table 51, Major Sources of Purchases of Household Articles and Supplies,

: : : : :
:Per cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns § All
Type of Store:purchases made :towns where purchases were made : State :not Tew: pur—

tat major source:Less than:1l,000-: 5,000-: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

: : 1,000 :4,999 :24,999 :or more: : : af

Less than 25% 4 3 2 2 1
Independent: 25 - 7505 av 36 9 g 2 2 85
More than 75% 232 161 84 23 6 4 510
Less than 25% 4 5 3 1 13
Chains: 25 ~ 75% 5 41 18 27 2 1 04
More than 75% 6 105 67 48 1 1 228
Less than 250 1 1
Mail Order 25 - 755 2 1 8 3 14
Houses: More than 755 4 5 1 10
Less than 25% 1 15 16
Others: 25 ~ 5% 2 3 2 1 10 18
More than 75% 3 3 4 10
Less than 25% 8 9 5 1 1 17 41
Total: 25 - 5% 34 79 31 46 8 13 211
6 6 758

More than 75% 241 269 151 75 1

a/ See Appendix Table 38.



Appendix Table 52, Major Sources of Purchases of Hardware.

- et — oo et
— e —

. . a .
3 . .

tPer cent of all: Population of North Cagrolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Store:purchases made :towns where purchases were made : State :not re=; pur-
tat major source:Less than:1,000-: 5,000-~t 25,000: towns :ported tchases

s eouw

: : 1,000 24,999 24,999 ior more; : t af
Loss than 25%
Independont: 25 - 75% 15 15 16 2 1 49
More than 75% 268 290 154 51 9 4 6
Less than 25% 1 1 2
Chains: 25 — 75% 4 2 2 5 13
More than 75% 1 6 9 4 1 21
Less than 25%
Cooperativest 25 - 75% . 2 1 3
More than 75% 3 14 1 4 22
Less than 25%
Mail Order 25 - 759 1 1
Houses? More than 7 1 1l 2
Less than ZS%A
Others: 25 - 75p 2 2
More than 75” 1 1 1 3
Less than 25% 1 1 2
Total: 25 - 75% 19 19 18 9 1 3 68
More than 75% 273 311 164 60 11 5 824

a/ See Appendix Table 30,



Appendix Table 53. Major Sources of Purchases of Houschold Electrical Equipment.

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Storectpurchases made :towng where purcheses were made ! State :not re=: pur-

tat major source:Less than:1,000-: 5,000-: 25,000: towns :ported :chases

: t 1,000 14,999 :24,999 :or more: : : af
Loss than 25% 2 2
Independent: 25 ~ 75% 5 11 g 5 29
More than 75% 172 197 97 42 9 4 521
Less than 25‘,‘5 1 1
Chains: 25 - 75% 1 2 3 7 13
More than 755 2 17 33 31 88
Loss than 259 1 1 |
Mail Order 25 ~ 5% 1 5 3 9
Houses: More than ’75% 3 14 6 23

Less than 25%

Cooperatives: 25 - 75% 3 3
More than 75% 6 1 1 8
Loss than 25% 1 1 2
Others: 25 - 75% 5 1 g 8
More than 75% 2 3 1 6
Loss than 25% 1 3 1 1 6
Totals 25 - 75% 6 22 12 17 3 2 62
More than 75% 176 223 139 88 16 4 646

a/ See Appendix Table 38,



Appendix Table 54, Major Sources of Purchases of Fuel.

—— — —

3 [ . .
.

tPer cent of all: Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All
Type of Storstpurchases made :towns where purchases werc made : Stato :not roe: mar-
tat major source:Less than:1,000~: 5,000-: 25,000: towns tported :chases

: T 1,000 :4,999 :24,999 :or more: : : af
Less than 255 1 1
Independont: 25 — 75% a 13 3 1 2 1 28
More than 755 130 9 113 21 3 365
Less than 253
Chains: 26 ~ 5% 1 1 2
More than 75% 9 3 1 13
Less than 25% 1 1
Otherss 25 - 75% 4 6 2 1 1 13
More than 75% 43 25 11 4 5 88
Less than 25% 1 1 2
Total: 25 - 75% 12 18 6 3 3 1 43
More than 75% 73 132 127 22 7 5 466

2/ See Appendix Table 38,



Aprendix Table 55, Major Sources of Purchases of Motor Vehicles,

Source of : Description :tc

Population of North Carolina :0ut of: Towns : All

wns whore purchases wore made :State :not re-: pur=~
purchase of car :Less than:1,000-: 5,000~; 25,000: towns :ported :chases
1,000 :4,999 :24,999 :or more: H
Now 13 40 20 11 1 2 87
Dealor Used 10 56 21 0 1 97
Not reported 3 4 5 2 0 0 14
All cars 26 100 46 22 1 3 108
New 0 2 1 0 2 0 5
Individual Used 26 12 9 2 6 2 57
Not roported 0 0 2 0] 0 1 3
All cars 26 14 12 2 8 . 3 65
Now 0 1 0 0 0 0] 1
Other Usod 1 0 0 1 0 0 2
Not roported 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0 0
All ears 1 1 0 1 0 0] 3
Now 13 43 21 11 3 2 93
Total Usod 37 68 30 12 6 3 158
Not roportcad 3 4 7 2 0 1 17
All cars 53 115 58 25 9 6 266




Appendix Table 56,

Kinés of Motor Vehicles Purchased,

Meke of car Passenger cars : Trucks Total
Ford 73 20 93
Chevrolet 59 29 88
Plymouth 23 ) 23
Buick 5 0 5

. Other 45 12 57
All makes 205 61

266




Appendix Table 57,

Specimen field schedules,
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NORTH CAROLINA * NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U.S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

mleigh’ N. GQ Raleigh' N. 0. waShington 25' D. c. :
@ o : Cooperating

SAMPLE AREA SKETCH

County » Segment Mumber : Enumcrator

R T L VI L Iy L T P P P A SV

Total No. Dwellings

. Date irca Entored . ' )
- Total No, Farms ' _—

. Date Areca Completed
Nos Farms Eligible

'No, Non=coopcrators

1

No, Sehedulos
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SCHEDULE NO. BUDGET BUREAU NO., R4Q - 1992

(If cligible as shown in APPROVAL EXPIRES 12-31-
Items 7 and 9)
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S, DEPARTMENT OF "AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONQOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Washington, D, C,
A Cooperating
County,
Segnent
Dwelling No,
GENERAL INFORMATION SCHEDULE , Unoccupied
Non~Cooperator

Give reason

Enumerator

1, Name of operator

2. Address

3+ Race e Tenure

5« How many acres do you own in this or adjoining counties?

6, How many acres do you rent from others or work on shares for -
others?

7+ This makes a total of acres that you either own or rent
from others, Is that right? ‘

8. How many acres do you rent out to others, including croppers?

Acres

‘Acres

Acres

Acres

In the questions that follow, we are concerned with your share of the product from

lend rented out, as well as with the produce from the land you operatie yours

elf,

9« Was the total value of products sold last year more than $2507

‘ Yos or No

IF ITEM 7 IS LESS THAN 3 ACRIS 4ND ITEM 9 IS "NO", THIS RESPONDENT IS NOT
ELIGIBLE FOR THE SURVEY, THANK HIM AND GO ON TO THE NEXT,

THE RESPONDENT IS ELIGIBLE AND SHOULD BE ASKED THE QUESTIONS BELOW IF ITEM 7
IS 4T LEAST 3 ACRES QR ITEM 9 IS "YES",

10s Did you sell any of the following from last year's (1948) productions

Corn? Yes ( ) No( ) Peanuts? Yes (
Cotton? Yes ( ) No ( ) Lespedeza seed? Yes (
Soybeans? Yes () No ( ) Pecans? Yes (
. Cowpeas? Yes () Mo ( ) Tobacco? Yos (

) No( )
) No( )
) No( )
) No( )



~2~

1ls Did you sell any of the following from this year's (1949) productions

Lespedeza hay?
Wheat?
Oats?

Irish potatoes?

Yes (
Yos (
Yes (

Yes (

)
)
)
)

No (

No ()

)

Mo ()

No ( )

Sweet potatoes? Yes ( ) No (
Peaches? Yes () No (
Aipples? Yes ( ) Mo (

12, During tho 1dst 12 months (Oct, 1948-Scpt, 1949) did vou scll any of the

followings
Eggs?
Chickens?
Hogs?

Turkeys?

Yes
Yes

Yes

(
(
(
(

)
)
)
)

No (
o (
o (

o (

)
)
)
)

)
)
)

FOR EACH ITEM CHECKZD "YES" ASK ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS IN SUPPLEMENTAL SECTIONS .
4, B, C, ETC, IF NO ITEMS 4RE CHECKED “YES", PROCEED DIRECTLY TO SCHEDULE T,



(1)

COUNTY BUDGET BUREAU NO, RAQ = 1992
SEQMENT
SCHEDULZ KO, | APPROVAL EXPIRES 12-31=49
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF iGRICULTUR.AL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Weshington, D, C.
Cooperating

CORN
1, How many bushels of corn did you produce last year, including

your share of corn produced by your tenants? Bushels
2, How many bushels of your corn crop did you sell? 4 Bushels

ae Of these, how many bushels were sold as shelled corn? Bushels

IF SOLD SHELLED: IF NONE SOLD SHELLED SKIP TO 3,
(1) How many bushels of shelled corn was sold on
a graded basis? Bushels
3¢ Of the bushels L. Where did you 5, What is the name and
of corn sold (item 2), deliver the addross of the
how many did you sell corn for the to whom you sold
to each of the fol- agreed price? corn last year?

lowing?
At your Other

farm lace Nome ~Town or City
Buyer-shippers? Bu, ( 5 ( )
Bu, ( ) ()

Seed declers?

Local merchants
(other than

seed dcalers) Bu, () ()
Truckers? Bue ( ) ()
Local farmers? _____ Bu, () ()
Government loan? Bu, ( ) ( )
Others? —Bu. () ()

(Spocify)



COUNTY
SEGMINT
SCHEDULE NO,

NORTH CAROLINA
STATE COLLEGE
Raleigh, N, C,

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE
Raleigh, N, C,

(B)

BUDGET BUREAU NO. BAO = 1
APPROVAL EXPIRES  12=31=49

Cooperating

COTTON

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
3U, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

Washington, D, G,

1, How many bales of cotton did you harvest last year ine

cluding your share of cotton produced by your tenants?

2y How much did you sell as baled cotton?

as Then you sold the equivalent of

3+ How many bales of your cotton was graded by:

as Government or co~op, graders?

be Individual buyers?
c, Others?
de Not graded?

4e Of the bales of
cotton sold (item 2),

how many did you sell
to each of the followings

>Local gins? Bales
Local warehouses? Bales
Cooperatives? Bales
Mill buyers? Bales
Local buyers? Bales
Others? Bales

(Specity)

5¢ Where did you

deliver the cot;on
for the agreed price?
(check which)

At your Other
farm place
) ()
() )
() ()
(<) ()
() (2
() ()

Bales

Bales

Bales in
the seed

Bales

Bales

Bales

Bales

6, What is the name

and address of the
to whom
you sold cotton
last year?

Town or City

Name




(c)

COUNTY BUDGET BUREAU NO, Q0 =1

SEGQMENT '

SCHEDULE NO. _ _ APPROVAL EXPIRES  12=31=49

NORTH CAiROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

Raleigh, N, C. Raleigh, N, C, Washington, D, C.

SOYBEANS

l, How many bushels of soybeans did you harvest last year, including your share
of soybeans produced by your tenants? . Bushels

2. How many bushels of your soybean crop did you sell? ___ ___ ___ Bushels

as Of these, how many bushels were sold graded and bagged ___ Bushels

3, Of the ______bushels of 4, Where did you 5¢ What is the name and
soybeans sold (item 2), deliver the soybeans address of the _____
how many did you sell to for the agreed price? to whom you sold soy=-
each of the followings - (check which) beans last yoar?

At your Other :
farm ace  Name Town or City

Buyer-shippers? _Bu, ( ) ()

Local oil mills? ______ Bu, ( ) ()

Seed stores? ___ _____ Bu, () ()

Local truckers? Bu, () ()

Local farmers? Bu, () ()

Cooperatives? ________ Bu, () ()

Others? Bu, ( ) ()

(Specify)



(D)

COUNTY, BUDGET BUREAU NO, R40 - 1992

SEQMENT
SCHEDULE NO, . APPROVAL EXPIRES 12=-31-49
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Waghington, D, G,
A Cooperating
COUPEAS
1. How many bushels of cowpeas did you harvest last year
including your share of cowpeas produced by your tenants? Bushels
2+ How many bushels of your cowpea crop did you sell? Bushels
ae Of these, how many bushels were sold graded and bagged? Bughels
3e¢ Of the bushels of 4, Where did you 5« What is the name and
cowpeas sold (item 2), deliver the cowpeas address of the __ ___
how many did you sell to for the agreed price? to whom you sold cow=-
each of the followings (check which) peas last year?
At your COther
farm ge Name Iown or city
Seed Stores? .Bu. () ()
Cooperatives? Bu, () ()
Local farmers? Bu, ( ) ()
Others? Bu, () ( )

(Specify)



Local truckers?
Local farmers? Bags

Others? Bags

(E)

COUNTY, __ | BUDGET BUREAU NO, R40 = 1992
SEGMENT '
SCHEDULE NO, APPROVAL EXPIRES 12 = 31 - 49
NORTH CARbLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU., OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Washington, D, C,
Cooperating

EEANUTS
1, How many bags of peanuts did you harvest last ycar, including

your share of peanuts produced by your tenants? Bags
2, How many bags of your peanut crop did you sell? Bags

ae Of these how many bags were sold on a graded basis? Bags
3. Of the ____ bags of 4o Whore did you 5¢ What is the name and

- peanuts sold (item 2) deliver the peaw address. of the

how many did you sell nuts for the agrecd to whom you sold peanuts

to each of the fol=- pricc? last yecar?

lowings (Chock which) '

At your Othor
farm place Name Town or city

Locol shellers? Bags )
Buyer-shippers? Bags
Seed stores? ____Bags
Cooperatives?

Lane TP o TP TR o S S T e

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

o
0
o
/2]
P e I T e T e T e Y

(Please specify)



(F)

COUNTY, - BUDGET BUREAU NO, R4Q = 1992

SEGMENT

SCHEDULE NO, _ _ APPROVAL EXPIRES  12=31-49
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Roleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N,C, Washington, D, C,

Cooperating

" LESPEDEZ4 SEED

L.

Re

How many pounds of lespedeza seed did you harvest last year, including
your share of seed produced by your tenants? _ Pounds

How many pounds of this seed did you sell? Pounds

ae Of the seed sold how many bushels were cleaned seed? Pounds

3. Of the pounds 4e Uhere did you 5« What is the name and address
of seed sold (item deliver the seed of the _____ to whom you
- 2), how many did you for the agreed sold your seed last year?
sell to each of the price?
followings
At your Other
farm _ place Neme Town or Cit
Buyer-shippers? Ibse ( ) ()
Local seed
dealers? _Ibs, () ()
Cooperatives? Ibse ( ) ()
Local farmers? s () ()
Others? Ibse () ()

6o

(Specify)

Of your production of _ pounds of lespedeza seed last year (item 1), how

much was of the following varieticst

Korean? Pounds Kobs? Pounds

Common or Tennessee 76% Pounds Sericea? - Pounds




(@)

COUNTY BUDGET BUREAU NO, R40 = 1992
SEQMENT

. SCHEDULE NO, APPROVAL EXPIRES  12-31-1949
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Waeshington, D, C,
' Cooperating

, PECANS

. 1, How many trees of bearing ags do you have? Number

ae How many of these trees are from improved stock? Number

2, How many pounds of pecans did you harvest last year?

3. How many pounds of pecans did you sell last year? Pounds

as Of these how many were solds:

(1) wholesale: (2) Retails -
a) Bagged and graded? Pounds (a) Loose? Pounds
b) Ungraded? Pounds (b) Bogged? Pounds
4e Of the pounds 5« Uhere did you 6, What is the name and address of
. of pecans sold deliver the the to whom you sold
(item 3), how many pecans for the pecans last ycar?
did you sell to agreed price?

each of the following?

At your Other
a ace Name Town or City
Check which)

Processors? Lbs. () ()

Buyer-shippers? Lbs, () ()

Consignment

shipments? ——DS () ()

Truckers? Lbse () ()

Road~side stand? ___ Ibs, ( ) ()
. Others? Lbs, () ()

(Specify)

7; Of your sales of bagged pecans how many were sold unders:

. as Your brand name? Lbs, b, Another brand name? ,______;___Lbs.
es No brand name? Ibse



(1)

COUNTY BUDGET BUREAU NO, R40 - 1992
SEMENT __ '
SCHEDULE NO., APPROVAL EXPIRES — 12=31=49
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARIMENT U, S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECOWNOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Releigh, N, C, Weshington, D, C,
Cooperating
LESPEDEZA HAY
1, How many tons of lespedeza hay did you harvest this year, including
your share of lespedeza hay produced by your tenants? Tons
2s How many tons of lespedeza hay did you sell$ ' Tons
as Of the lespedeza hay sold how much was baled hay? Tons
3« Of the tons of 4e Where did you 5¢ What is the name and
lespedeza hay sold deliver the hay address of the
(item 2), how many did for the agreed to whom you sold hay this
you sell to each of the price? year?
following:

At your Other

farm place Name ‘ Tcwn _or City
(Specify which)

Feed mills? —— Tons () ()
Feed dealers? _______ Tons () ()
Truckors? —— . Tons () ()
Local formers? . Tons () ()
Others? Tons () ()

(Specify)



COUNTY,

SEGQMENT

SCHEDULE NO,

NORTH CAROLINA

STATE COLLEGE

Raleigh, N, Ce

HHEAT

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE
Raleigh, N’p C.

()

BUDGET BUREAU NO, JB40 = 1992
APPROVAL EXPIRES  12-31-49

U,S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Washington, D, C,

1, How many bushels of wheat did you produce this year, 1nclud1ng

your sharc of whcat produced by your tenants?
2, How many bushcls of your wheat crop did you sell?
ae Of these, how many bushels were sold on a graded basis?

3¢ Of the _____ b

bushels of

wheat sold (item 2),
how many did you sell to
cach of the followingt

Buyer-shippers?

Flour mills?
Feed mills?

Seed dealers?

Local merchants

(other than

seed dealers?

Truckers?

Local farmers?

Government loan?

Others?

Bu,

Bu,

—r——-——-—-Bu'

Bu,

Bu,

Bu,

Bu,

(Specify)

Bu.»

(
(
(

e T . NP o U e T

At your
farm place

(

)

Ne” g N

(
(
(
(

L S S . e Y e S

Where did you
deliver the wheat
for the agreed price?

Other

)

Bushels
Bushels

Bushels

5¢ What is the name and

address of the
to whom you sold
wheat this year?

Name Town or City




COUNTY

SEGMENT

SCHEDULE NO,

NORTH CAROLINA
STATE COLLEGE
Raleigh, N, C,

QATS

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE
Raleigh, N, C,

Cooperating

(x)
BUDGET BUREAU NO.,  R40 = 1992

12-31-49

U, S,  DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Washington, D, C,

APPROVAL EXPIRES

1. How many bushels of oats did you produce this year, inecluding
your share of oats produced by your tenants? Bushels

2, How many bushels of your oats did you sell?

Bushels

8s Of these, how meny bushels were sold on a graded basis? ————Bushels

3, Of the bushels of
oats sold (item 2),
how many did you sell
to each of the follow=
ing:
Buyer-shippers? Bu,
Bu.
Food mill? N - > D
Seed dealer? Bu,
Local merchant
{other than
seed dealer) _____ Bu,
Truckers Bu,
Local farmer? Bue
Government loan? Bue
Other Bu,

(specify)

e

(

(
(
(

TN N AN N~

Where did you 5, Uhat is the namc and

deliver the
oats for the
agreed price?

At your
~farm ____ place

)

(
(
(
(

Lo T o S Y .o Y

Other

address of the _____
to whom you sold
oats this year?

Name Town or city

RS T ST X W AT S, L O e———————

—rol . Yo et < MG W, Y WLy

OO -t 2 e - om—-




COUNTY
SEGMENT
SCHEDULE NO,

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE
'Ra-leigh’ No C.

NORTH CAROLINA
STATE COLLEGE
Raleigh, N, C,

Cooperating

IRISH POTATOES

- 1o How many bushels of Irish potatoes did you harvest this year, in-
cluding your share of those harvested by your tenants?

2+ How many bushels did you sell?

Field run?

3. How many of those sold were:
Washed only?

Washed and graded'only?
Washed and sacked only?
Washed, graded, and sacked?

(L)
BUDGET BUKEAU NO, R40 = 1992

APPROVAL EXPIRES  12=31-49
U,S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Washington, D, C,

Bushels

Busheis

Bushels
Bushels
Bushels

. Bushels

Bughuals

4e If any of your potatoes were graded, who did the grading? e

5« Of the __ bushels of
potatoes sold (item 2),
how many did you sell
to each of the fol=

deliver the
potatocs for
the cgreed

lowings prico?
(check which)
At your Other
farm __ plasce
Buyer-shippers Bushels ( ) ()
Local buyers? Bushels ( ) ()

Terminal markets
on consignments? Bushels (

Government purchase? ___ Bushels(
Trucker? Bushels (

Retail store? Bushels

Cooperative? Bushels

AI\AAA’\’\
T N et N’ e Nr S

(
(
Roadside stand? _____ Bushels (
(

Other ? Bushels

(please specify)

(buyer, Govt,, etc. iscaue
specify)

6, Where did you 7, uhat is tho 1ams and

addecsa of b,
to whon you sold
potatocs this yecar?

Namc Town or City




COUNTY,

SEGMENT

SCHEDULE NO,
NORTH CAROLINA

STATE COLLEGE
Raleigh, N, C,

SWEET POTATOES

1, How many bushels of asweet potatoes did you harvest this year, ine
cluding your share of those harvested by your tenants?

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE
Raleigh, N, C,

2+ How many bushels did you sell?

3. How many of those sold were:

4e If any of your sweet potatoes were graded who did the grading?

5 Of the

bushels 6,

of sweet potatoes sold
(item 2) how many did
you sell to cach of the

followings

Grower-shippers?

Local buyers?

Produce jobbers? .

Truckers?

Local retail
stores?

Roadside stands?
Others?

At your Other

farm ___ place
Bushels ( ) ( )
Bughels ( ) ( )
Bushels ( ) ( )
Bushels ( ) ( )
Bushels ( ) (
e Bushels () ()
Bushels ( ) ( )

(please specify)

Where did you
deliver the
sweet potatocs
for the agreed
price?

(Check which)

Cooperating

Field run (unwashed)?
Washed only?

Washed and waxed only?
Washed and graded only?
Washed, waxed, and graded?

EUDGET BUREAU NO,
APPROVAL EXPIRES

(1)
QO - 1

Bushels

Bushels

Bushels
Bushels
Bughels
Bushels

Bushels

12-31-49

U,S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Washington, D, C,

please specify

What is the name and address
of the to whom you sold
sweet potatoes this year?

Town or City




L)

7 (Please specify)

COUNTY____ BUDGET BUREAU NO, R4O - 1992
SCHEDULE NO, APPROVAL EXPIRES  12-31-49 _
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH C4ROLINA DEPARTMENT  U.S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF 4GRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C. Roleigh, N, C, Washington, D. C.
Cooperating
PEACHES |
1., How many peach trees of bearing age do you have? Number
2+ How many bushels of peaches did you harvest this year? ' Bushels
- 3« How many bushels of peaches did you sell this year? ———Bushels
4e Of these how many were sold: Graded? ——eemBushels
Ungraded? Bushels
5¢ How many were sold by you: In bulk? Bushels
In containors _
packed by you? Bushels
IF SOLD IN COHTAINERS: IF NOHE SOLD IN CONTAINERS SKIP TO QUESTION 7
as What kind of containcrs were used?
(Kind and size)
6, Of the packed peaches how meny wore solds
as Under your own brand name? Bughels
be. Under another brand name? Bushels
¢, Under no brand name? Bughels
7« Of the bushels 8, Wherc did you 9, What is the namec and
of peaches sold (item 3), deliver the peaches addrcss of tho
how many did you scll to for thc sgrocd to whom you gold peachss
cach of the followings _price? thid year?
(Chock which)
At your Othcer
form __place  _Namo Toym or city
Buyer-shipper? Bu, () ()
Consignment shipment?- Bu, ( ) ( )
Processors? Bu, () ()
Trickers? Bu, ( ) ()
Roadside stand? Bu, () ()
Cooperatives? Bu, () ()
Other? Bu, ( ) ( )




(0)

COUNTY, DUDGET BUREAU NO. RAQ - X

SEGMENT,
SCHEDULE NO,

APPROVAL EXPIRES 12-31-49

NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U, S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Washington, D, C,
Cooperating
APPLES
1. How many apple trees of bearing age do you have? A Number
2, How maﬁy bushels of apples did you”harvest this year? . Bushels
3, How many bushels of apples did you sell (or will you sell)? Bushels
4y Of these, how many were solds Graded? Dushels
Ungraded? Bushels
5, How many were sold by you: In bulk? e Bushels
In containers packed by you? Bushels
IF SOLD IN CONTAINERS: IF NONE SOLD IN CONTAINERS SKIP TO QUESTION 7
as, What kind of containers were used?
(kind and sizc)
6, Of tho packed apples, how many were sold:
ae Under your own brand namc? , Bushels
b, Under anothor brand name? . 7 Bushols
¢y Under no brand name? = Bushels
7« Of the _____bushels of 8. Uhero did you 9, What is tho namc and adaress
apples sold (itcm 3), how delivar the of the to whiom you
many did you scll to cach appilea £ar the gold apples thig year?
of the followings agrend peics?
(chezir waich)
At your (thor
farn vlace Nome Town or city
Buyer-shippers? Bu, () ()
Consignmont
shipments? Bu, () ()
Proccssors? Due () ()
Truckors? Bu, ( ) { )
Cooperative? Buy () ()
Road-side stand? Bu, ( ) ( )
Other? Dus ( ) ( )

(Plcase spoeify)



COUNTY,

SEG@ENT

SCHEDULE NO, ___.

NORTH CAROLINA™  NORTH GAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE

Raleigh, N, C,

STATE COLLEGE

Raleigh, N, C,

EGGS

e ——

1. How many laying hens do you have now?

(P)

BUDGET BUREAU NO. R4Q_— 1992
APPROVAL EXPIRES  12-31-49

U.S, DEPARIMENT GF AGRICULTURE
BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECOWOMICS
Washington, D, C,

Cooperating

Number

2, How many dozens of eggs did you sell during the

last 12 months (Oct,=Sept,)?
3. Of these eggs how many were sold as graded eggs?
4s How many werc candled only?

5. Of the dozen 6,

eggs sold (item 2)
“how many dozen were
sold to the follow-

ings

Egg brokers?
Local buyers?
Feed dealeré?
Cooperatives?

Egg grading
stations?

Hatcheries?

Local cafes,

restaurants,

o hotels?

Retail stores
for cash?

Retail stores
for trade?

__doz,

doz,

dogz,

doz,

doz,

Sttt s

doz.

doze

S ——

doz,

doz,

D ——————

Direct to consumers? __doz,

Others?

doz,

(Pleage specify)

Dozen

Dozen

— Dozen
What is thc nams snd address
of the buyer of eszch type
to whom you customarily sell?

Where did you 7,
deliver the

eggs for the
agreed price?
(Check which)

At your  Other ,
farm _place _Name Town or city
() ()

() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() )
() ()




COUNTY,
SEGMENT
SCHEDULE NO.
NORTH CAROLINA
STATE COLLEGE
Raleigh, N. C,

CHICKENS s

1, How many chickens of all kinds did you raise'during

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT

(Q)
B0 - 1992

2-21-

BUDGET BUREAU NO,
APPROVAL EXPIRES

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECCNOMICS
Washington 25, D, C,

OF AGRICULTURE
Raleigh, N, C.

Cooperating

the last 12 months (Oct,-Sept,)? Number
2¢ How many chickens of all kinds did you sell during

these 12 months? Number
3+ Of these how many did you sell as followst

Total Alive N.Y, Dregsed Eviscerated

Hens

Broilers or fryers

Capons

Roosters
Le OFf the. hens 5o Where did you 6, Give the name and

you sold (item 3),
how many did you sell
to each of the followings

Loecal dressing plants?

Prbduce dealecrs?
Live shippers?
Locel retailers?
Hucksters?
Truckers?
Cooperatives?
Direct to consumers?

Others?

address of each type
of buyer to whom you
customarily sell,

deliver the chickens
for the agreed price?
(Check which)

At your Other
farm ace Name Town or cit
No.
No,
SN | o7
Noe

No,

D ——— )

__________No .

No,

S cvam——

() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
Noo () ()
() ()
() ()
() ()
() ()

No,

_(Please specify)

(continued)



7' Of the
 fryers sold (item 3),
how many. did you sell to
sach of the followings

local dressing plants? ___._____ No. (,_l ( -%g
- Local yetailers? "-  / Voo { ) v (?-I
"Food déalers? -v—f;trwr—-—NG* ¢ ) i “(.r)
Hucksters? e Newd ) c;i)
Produce dealers? __;;*____;;Nb.i({') }f~€ )
Yive shippers? _ﬁ’:_.?______Noo;';( ) ( )
 DArect to consumers? __;________Nb.ﬁ(. ) : ()
‘Dthers? No, ( ) ()

Chickens (continued) = 2

brojlers and 8, Wherc did you

deliver the chickens

for the agreed price?

(cheCk which)

(Please spﬂcify)

Give name and address
of each type of
buyer to whom you
customarily sell,




COUNTY,_
SEGMENT APPROVAL EXPIRES  ]2-31-49
SCHEDULE MOy _ oo
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT U,S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU., OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N,C, Washington, D, C,
Cooperaling
HOGS
1. How many hogs 4 months old and over do you have on your farm now?
2+ How many pigs did'you raise this spring? ———
last fall? -
3., How many hogs (and/or pigs) did you sell during the last
12 months (Oct,=Sept)?
4e Of these hogs 5. Where did you 6. What is the name and address
how many did you sell - deliver the hogs of the to whom you
to each of the fole for the agreed customarily sell?
lowing: price?
At your Other
Number farm place Name Toyn or city
(Check which)
Hog-buying stations? ( ) ( )
Auction markets? ( ) ( )
Local butchors? : ( ) ( )
Sausage plants? ) () ()
Packers? ( ) ( )
Truckers? ' ( ) ( )
Others? ( ) ()
(Please specify)
7. What percentage of the hogs sold liveweight did you éell: By the head? %
By hundredweight ? %
- 100%
8, Does you local market pay less for "soft hogs"? Yes
No
Don't Know

ae If "Yes®", how much legs?

(R)
BUDGET BUREAU NO, R4Q - 1992

Cents per pound




(s)
BUDGET BUREAU NO, R4O = 1992

COUNTY
SE@MENT APPROVA.L EXPIRES  12-31-49
SCHEDULE HNO,
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT UeS, DEPARIMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATZ COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS
Raleigh, N. C, Raleigh, N, C. - Washington, D, C,
' Cooperating

IURKEYS
ls How many turkeys did you raise last year (Oct,-Sept.)? _ Number
2 How many turkeys did you sell last yeaf (Octe~Sept,)? Number
3, Of the e burkeys 4o Where did you 5¢ Give the name and address

sold how many did deliver the of the to whom you

- you sell to each of turkeys for the sold turkeys last year,

the following:

Local dressing

plants? . Number
Feed dealers? Number
Cooperatives? Number

Others? Number

(Please specify)

6, How many of the turkeys sold last ycar did you sclls By the hecad?

7. How many did you scll:

- agreed price?

At your  Other
2%;&, place Name_ Town or city
C

heck which)

) ()
) ()
) ()
) ()

Lo SR S &

By the pound?
Alive?
New York Drossed?

Bviscerated?

L



A7)

COUNTY, BUDGET BUREAU NO, ,

SEGMENT APPROVAL EXPIRES  12=31-40

SCHEDULE NO, , ,

NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT - U,S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

STATE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE BU, OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS

Raleigh, N, C, Raleigh, N, C, Washington, D, C,
Cooperating

Now I would like to ask about the kind of stores (independent, chain, mailworder
housc, farmers' cowop) at which your houschold buys the supplics for the use of.
yourself and your family and for rumning your farm,

By independent we mean stores that arc operated directly by or for tho owncr,
and arc not parts of a chain,

By chain we mean all companies that operate four or more brench stores, such as
Jo G, Penny Co,, & & P, Woolworth Co,, etc,

By mail-order house we mean companies that sell by meens of orders through the mail
such as Sears, Roebuck, and Co,, and Montgomery, Ward, and Co, If you go to one
of these stores to buy rathsr than ordering by mail it would be considered a

chain gtore, .

1, a, Groceriess About what percent ~ be What is the name and sddress of the

of your expenditures for gro= store of each type at which you
cories during the last 12 : customarily trade? :
months have been made ats Neme own or cit
Independent stores? % '
Chain stores? %
Other? %

(Please %B%Xify) ‘iaaf'%

2, a, Clothings About what percent be What is the name and address of the
of your expenditures for clo- store of each type at which you
thing during the last 12 months have customarily trade?
been made ats ' Name To r Cit
Independent stores? %

Mail-order houses? %
Chain stores? —2
Co~ops? %
Other? ‘ ‘ %

(Please specify) . :
TOTAL 100 @
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Household articles and be What is the name and address of the
supplies: About what percent store of each type at which you
of your expenditures for customarily trade?

household articles and supplies
during the last 12 months have

been made at: Nape Town or city
Independent stores? %
Chain stores? %
Mailworder houses? %
Other %
Please specify ——
TOTAL 100 %
Furnitures About what percent be What is the name and address of the
of your expenditures for store of each type at which you
furniture during the last 12 customsrily trade?
months have been made ats Name Town or city
Independent stores? % -
Chain stores? %
Auctions %
Mail~order houses? %
Other % .
Please specify
TOTAL 100 %
Building materiels: About what =~ b, What is the name and address of the
percent of your expenditures store of each type at which you
for byilding materials during customarily trade?
the last 12 months have been
made ats Name Town or city
Independent stores? %
Chain stores? %
Co-opsa? %
Other . %
Plecse gpecify e
TOTAL 100 %



3

. 6e a, Fenoing materials: About what b, What is the name and address of the
percent of your expenditures for gtore of each type at which you
building materials during the last customarily trade?

12 months have bcen made at: Nemo fowmoor _eity
$dependent stores? %
Chain stores? % —_
Mail=-order houses? %
)
Co=ops? %
Other - %
Please specify
TCTAL 100 %

7+ 2« Farm machinery; ibout what percent be What is the name and sddress of the
of your expeadiiures for farm store of each type at which you
machinery dvring the last 12 customarily trade?
months have been made at: Nang Towm ~r clity
Indcpondent stores? —_ o e

~ Maileorder houscs? % — -

. Auctions %

Co=ops? % ) _—

’ Other % |

Plcoge specify
TOTLL, 100 %

8, a, Feed: About what percent of your b, What is the name and address of the
expenditures for feed during the store of each type at which you
last 12 months have been made at? customarily trade?

Name Town or city
Independent stores? %
Chain stores? %
Co=ops? %
Other? %
i - FPlease specify R

TOTAL 100 &



o

9¢ a, Ficld crop & hay secdss About
what percent of your expenditures
for field crop and hay sceds
during the last 12 months have

e

be What is the name and address of the
store of each type at which you
customarily trade?

been made ats Name Town or city
Independent stores? % |
Other farmers? %
Chain stores? %
Mail=order houses? %
Comops? %
Agents? %
Other? %
Please specify —
TOTAL 100 %

10, ae Househ#ld electrical équipment:

About what percent of your
expenditures for household
electrical equipment during the

be What is the name and =ddress of the
store of each type at wiisn you
customarily trade?

last 12 months have been made at: Name Touwn Ca gity
Independent sotres? % et ot e
Chain stores? % _
Mail~order houses? A —
Co=ops? % e
Other? ‘ %
Please specify  we.
TOTAL 00 %

11, a, Mael: dbout whab persent of b, What is the name and address of the
your expend’tices tor fuel store of cack type at which you
during the st 12 months customarily trade?
have been made ot Name Town or city
Independont stores? %

Chain stores? %
Co=ops? _ %
Other? %

(Ploasc specify)
TOTAL 100

R
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12+ as Potroleum products: About what
percent of your expenditures
for pctroleum products during
the last 12 months have beoen

b, What is the namc and address of the
store of each type at which you
customarily trade?

madc ats ﬂgmg Toun or city
Indcpendent storcs? %
Chain stores? %
Cowops? %
Other? %
Pleasc specify

TOTAL 100 %

13, a, Other auto supplies: About what
- percent of your expenditures
for other auto supplies during
the last 12 months have been
made at?

Indopondent storcs? %

be What is the nome and address of the
store of ench type at wvhich you
customarily tradc?

Neme Town or city

TH

Chain storcs?

Mail=order houscs?

A

—ae ey -

=Y

Co=ops?

WAk €1y et e LA iwemes sowed

N

Other

A M W AT A b LAt

Please speci o e
pTOTfir 00 %
1. a, Hardwarc: About what percent of
your expenditurcs for haordwarc
during the last 12 months mve
been made ats

be Whalt is the namc ond ad7neas cf the
store of cach type ot whi~i vou
customarily trade?

Hame Lovn ov city

Indcpendent stores? 4
Chain storcs? %
Mail=order houses? %
Comops? | %
Other? %
Ploase specify e

TOTAL 100 ¢
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15, a, Fortilizer and lime: About be What is the nemd encaddress of the
what percent of your expenditures store of each type at which you
for fertilizer and lime during customerily trade?
the last 12 months have been made
at? Name Lown or city
Indopendent storcs? %

\ ] Chain stores? %
>
Co=0ps? %
Othor? 4
Please specify
TOTAL 100 ¢

16, a, Automobilcs: Did you purchase b, Did you buy from an
an automobile during the last .
twelve months? Individual ( )
Yes () No () 7 Deoler ¢ )
If YES, was it a Other ¢ )

Car Truck Pleasc specify
. Ford () ¢ ) Ce Was the automobile
: de What arc tho namc and address of the
Plymouth ) ( ) scller?
Buick () ( )
Other ( ) ( ) Hame Town or city

Please spcecify

7



