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SUGGESTED USES AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY 

This study of the incomes and expenditures of 346 Kansas farm 
families, who were members of the Farm Management Associations 
and who kept the records, should be of value to those who wish 
guides in setting standards for handling farm family resources. The 
public worker who works with Kansas farm families may find in 
this study much material that will be helpful. Planning for future 
expenditures has been common in recent years and such planning 
can be expected to  continue. The data from the records of these 
346 Kansas farm   families give definite facts on which such planning 
can be based. Study of the experiences of these families and appli- 
cation of the results may help to make Kansas farm life more en- 
joyable and t o  raise the standards of family living on the farms of 
the state. 

In using the data i t  should be remembered that the families in- 
cluded probably are somewhat better than average in their abilities 
t o  obtain and to use income. Also, they are from only a portion of 
the state. More complete coverage of the state and records from 
families of all types of abilities in handling their resources are 
needed. Plans are made for such studies and i t  is hoped that in 
future years more adequate information will be available. Since 
conditions change from year to year, it is desirable that such studies 
be kept current. 

(4) 
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FARM INCOMES AND LIVING COSTS FOR 
CERTAIN KANSAS FAMILIES1

MYRTLE A. GUNSELMAN 2 

SCOPE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY 

Satisfactory living for farm people is affected by the size of the 
farm income and the manner in which i t  is spent. Studies of farm 
family income and expenditures have been made in several states. 
The largest and the most comprehensive of these studies is the Con- 
sumer Purchases Study of 1935-'36 made by the National Resources 
Committee and other federal agencies. One section of this study 
dealt with farm families in the Mountain and Great Plains Region, 
of which Kansas is a part. 

The present study covers a longer period than the previous studies. 
Data on farm family living were obtained for a period of seven 
consecutive years while the previous studies covered shorter periods. 
The data herein reported were obtained from daily records kept by 
family members while the data in most of the earlier studies were 
from surveys based upon estimates made by some member of the 
family chiefly from memory and covering income and expenditures 
for a period prior to  the time that the estimates were made. 

The present study was made possible by the cooperation of 346 
Kansas farm families who kept records. These families were mem- 
bers of the Kansas Farm Management Association. After keeping 
the records, these farm people loaned their account books to the 
Kansas Agricultural Experiment Station and the needed data were 
copied from the records. These 346 farm families were located in 
48 of the 105 counties of the state. Forty-five percent of the fam- 
ilies lived in south central Kansas and 55 percent in northeastern 
Kansas. The locations of the families, by counties, and the number 
of annual records for each county are shown in Figure 1.

Of the 346 farm families, 15 kept records for each of the seven 
years, 16 for six years, 10 for five years, 10 for four years, 54 for 
three years, 108 for two years, and 133 for only one year. This gave 
a total of 802 annual records of farm family incomes and expendi- 
tures. 

The data from such records make i t  possible to  determine the 
pattern of family living on these farms. It is probable that these 
families were above the average of all Kansas farm families, both 
in their abilities to obtain farm income and in their abilities to
spend the income wisely. The fact that they were sufficiently inter- 
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ested in such matters to keep the records and to make them avail- 
able for research and educational purposes is indicative of their in- 
terest in their own well-being and in the well-being of others who 
may benefit from these studies. 

The period from 1934 through 1940, during which these records 
were kept, was one of change. In  1934, Kansas farmers still were 
feeling the effects of the depression of the early Thirties. The federal 
agricultural programs were just getting under way on January 1,
1934, when the first of these records was started, and the programs 

continued throughout the period of the records.  These federal pro- 
grams had a material influence on the incomes of Kansas farmers 
during the period covered by the study. 

In 1934 and 1936, and to a lesser extent in 1937, drought affected 
the incomes of Kansas farmers. Beginning in August, 1937, and 
continuing until the outbreak of World War II in Europe in Sep- 
tember, 1939, business activity in the United States receded. This 
recession was checked and reversed with the beginning of the de- 
fense program in late 1939 and in 1940. During the seven-year 
period there was a general uptrend in farm prices and in prices of 
consumers’ goods. Farm prices for the United States, as reported 
by the  United States Department of Agriculture, advanced from 90 
percent of the  1934-1939 average in 1934, to 100 percent in 1940. 
Farm wage rates were at 95 percent of the 1934-1939 average in 
1934, and advanced to 126 percent  in 1940. During the same period 
the prices of consumers’ goods advanced from 95.3 percent in 1934
to 100.7 in 1940. 
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These changes in prices of commodities sold and bought by Kan- 
sas farm families affected their cost of living. Not all prices moved 
upward a t  the same rate or to the same degree. For example, in 
June, 1934, the level of the prices of all items in the cost of living 
index published by the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics 
was 95.3 percent of the 1935-1939 average. By December, 1940, it
had risen to 100.7 percent. During this same period the index of 
retail prices of food increased from 93.0 to 97.3 percent of the 1935- 
1939 average, prices of clothing advanced from 96.6 percent to 101.6 
percent; prices of house furnishings from 92.9 to 100.4 percent; and 
prices of all other items included in the cost of living index ad- 
vanced from 97.9 to  101.8 percent of the 1935-1939 average. (Fig. 2.)

The general rise in the cost of living from 1934 to 1940 affected 
all families. The farm family, however, may have felt the change 
less than the urban family. Under usual circumstances the farm 
family obtains its dwelling as a part of the farm operated and may 
not be affected by rising rentals to so great a degree as the urban 
family. Also, farm families have the advantage of producing on 
the farm many of the items entering into their living. 

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

Detailed information on the cost of living of Kansas farm fami- 
lies has been lacking. This study was undertaken to  provide some 
of this needed information. As long as data were not available for 
Kansas farm families i t  was necessary to estimate the probable situ- 
ation from cost-of-living studies for other states. Such procedure 
involves the possibility of serious errors. Data taken from the 
actual expenditures of Kansas farm families materially reduce the 
probability of error in judgment. Such data are becoming more 
necessary as planning for the farm business and the farm home and 
family living increases in importance. 

This study of Kansas farm family income and expenditure was 
undertaken to obtain information regarding: (a )  The relation be- 
tween size and composition of the farm family and the amount and 
the types of expenditures; (b )  the relation between size of income 
and types and amounts of expenditures; and (c) certain other per- 
tinent factors which may affect family expenditures and their rela- 
tion to the standard of living. 

PROCEDURE 

The data on which this study is based were taken from the farm 
and home account books kept by members of the Farm and Home
Management Associations of Kansas. There are four of these as- 
sociations, each of which employs a fieldman who devotes his full 
time to the work of the association. The members of the associa- 
tions pay fees which make the work possible. The fieldmen work 
under the supervision of the farm management specialists of the 
Extension Service of Kansas State College. By coöperative agree- 
ment between the extension service, the  Kansas Agricultural Ex-
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periment Station, and the departments of home economics, and 
agricultural economics of the agricultural experiment station, all 
assist in the work by analyzing the record books and preparing re- 
ports that  will be helpful to the members of the associations. The 
data from the records are available for research studies of the agri- 
cultural experiment station. It is through this cooperative arrange- 
ment that this study was made possible. 

Each of the farm families included in this study kept two sets of 
books. One was a record of farm inventories, farm receipts, and 
farm expenditures permitting the determination of net farm income. 
The other was the home account book, which gave the expenditures 
for family living and the quantities and values of farm-produced 

The fieldman for each association visited each of the members 
from three to five times a year, conferred with the farmer and other 
members of the family, and checked the records for accuracy and 
completeness. At the end of the year the records were collected by 
the fieldman and brought to the representatives of the agricultural 
experiment station for study and analysis. In  the spring months 
of each year the extension specialists in home and farm management 
held summary meetings to assist these farmers and farm families in 
evaluating the results of their operations and expenditures and to 
consider ways of improving the farm and home plans for the next 
year. 

The author of this publication was in charge of the study and 
analysis of the home records for the agricultural experiment sta- 
tion. She attended some of the summary meetings held each spring 
and visited the 31 homes where records were kept for six or more 
years. The purpose of these visits to the homes was to  supplement 
the data given in the home account books with additional informa- 
tion about the house, its furnishings  and equipment, and to aid in 
evaluating the records of expenditures. 

In  this study only those families were included who kept complete 
records for both the home expenditures and the farm business. Con- 
sequently, for each family included in the study there was a com- 
plete record of the amounts and sources of the farm income and the 
amounts and types of the expenditures for farm family living. 

products used in the home. 

PERSONNEL OF  FAMILY 

fied by type of family, number of years records were kept, and the 
net income of the family for each year that records were available. 
Useful comparisons can be made only between families having 
similar characteristics. The production and consumption programs 
of all families are influenced by the number, the ages, and the sex 
of the family members. Consequently, it was necessary to classify 
the farm families into types or groups having similar characteristics. 
As the term is used in this report, family type refers to the size of

The 802 annual records kept by the 346 farm families were classi-

IET n/a




the family and the ages of its members. The 346 families keeping 
the 802 annual records used in this study were classified into five 
groups or family types as follows: 

Type I included those families with two members, consisting of husband 
and wife only. 

Type II included those families with three or four members, consisting of 
husband and wife and one or two children less than 16 years of age.

Type III included those families with three to six members, consisting of
husband and wife and one child 16 years of age or older with or without other 
children. 

husband and wife, a t  least one child who was less than 16 years of age, and 
Type IV included those families with five to  eight members, consisting of 

other children regardless of age.
Type V included those families of five to 14 members, consisting of husband 

and wife and three or more other adults, or a husband and wife and five or 
more other persons regardless of age. 

Each of the 346 families could be classified as one of these five 
types. Hired help and relatives who were not members of the im- 
mediate family were not included in determining the family type. 
The 346 families included 3,320 family members. In addition, there 
were 407 other relatives and hired help living in these 346 farm 
homes. 

One hundred forty-three of the annual records were for families 
of Type I, consisting of husband and wife only. This represents 
18 percent of the records. (Table 1.)  The remaining 659 annual 
records included 1,716 children, an average of 2.6 children for each 
of the records. Of these 1,716 children, 991 were sons and 725 were 
daughters. One-fifth of the sons and one-fourth of the daughters 
were in families of Type II.   (Table 2.)  Forty-three percent of 
all the children were in families of Type IV. The average size of 
families of Type IV was 5.76 persons. (Table 3.) One-fourth of 
the children were less than six years of age and approximately one- 
half were six to 16 years of age. More boys than girls were more 
than 16 years of age. (Table 6.) 

The average of these families had other relatives or hired help 
living in the home each year to the extent of 0.5 person each; in 
other words, there was one outsider for each two families. (Table 
4.) There seemed t o  be no relation between the size of the family 
and the number of others in the home. 

Twelve percent of the husbands and 17 percent of the wives were 
less than 30 years of age. (Table 5.)  Only 7 percent of the hus- 
bands in Type I were less than 30 years of age while 18 percent 
were 50 years of age or older. In  all types of families 24 percent 
of the husbands and 17 percent of the wives were 50 years of age 
or older. (Table 5.)
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SIZE, TENURE, AND VALUE OF FARMS OPERATED 
Size of Farms.-The farms operated by these 346 families varied 

in size from 94 acres to 8,012 acres. The average size of all farms 
was 464 acres and the most common size was 320 acres. Sixteen 
families who kept a total of 41 annual records operated farms of 
more than 1,000 acres each. The net farm income tended to rise as 
the size of farm operated increased. The average size of the farms 
operated by the families in the upper net-farm-income group was 
more than twice as large as the average size of those in the lower 
net-farm-income group. (Table 7.)  Fifty-seven percent of the land 
in all farms was under cultivation. 

IET n/a




Tenure of Farms.-Slightly less than one-third of the 346 farm 
families owned all the land they operated during one or more of the 
years for which they kept records. Forty-two percent of the farm 
families owned a part and rented the remainder of the land they 
operated. The other families were tenants who rented all the land 
they operated. 

Farm Value.-The value of the real estate owned varied from 
less than $8,000 t o  more than $83,000. The former was valued a t  
$48 an acre and the latter a t  $94 an acre. Eighteen of the owned 
farms were valued a t  less than $10,000 16 between $10,000 and 
$25,000 and 34 at more than $25,000. Only three of the owned 
farms were valued a t  more than $50,000. The value of the farms as 
reported in the 217 annual records of the owned farms averaged 
nearly $22,000. 

FARM INCOME 

The income from farming may be considered either as the total 
cash farm income after expenses are deducted, which is usually 
spoken of as net cash farm income, or as net farm income, which 
takes into account changes in the value of the inventories of feed, 
supplies, buildings, machinery, and livestock, and includes the value 
of products furnished by the farm toward family living. The latter 
figure, net farm income, more correctly represents the change in 
financial status of the farm family for a given period. 

The  net farm incomes of the families in this study varied widely. 
The lowest was a loss of $1,974 and the highest was a gain of 
$12,800. Six percent of the annual records showed a loss, 9 percent 
showed gains of less than $500, and 66 percent showed gains of be- 
tween $500 and $2,500. (Table 8.) 

The lowest average annual net farm income for all farm families 
during the seven-year period was $958 in 1938.  The highest average 
annual net farm income was $2,057 in 1936. The one-third of the 
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farms having the lowest annual net farm incomes averaged $449, 
the middle one-third averaged $1,482, and the upper one-third av- 
eraged $3,230. (Table 9.) 

There appeared to be no consistent relationship between the size 
of the family and the size of the net farm income. (Table 10.) The 
average annual net farm income was lowest for those families of
Type I (husband and wife only) in each year excepting 1935, when 
their incomes ranked third among the five family types.  But, in 
1935, there were only slight differences in the average net farm in- 
comes of families in Types I, III, and IV. In most of the years, 
families of Type V had the largest net farm incomes. These were 
the largest families, but since less than 2 percent of all families 
were of this type the number involved is not sufficient to warrant 
conclusions. 
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The median net farm income, which is the central figure when 
they are arranged by size, was lower than the average net farm in-
come in all years of the study. The average was increased by a rel- 
atively few families with exceptionally large incomes in each year. 
(Figure 3, and Tables 10 and 11.)
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The average annual net cash farm income, which is determined 
by subtracting cash farm expenses from cash farm sales, averaged 
$792. I n  172 of the 802 annual records a deficit was shown. The 
others showed varying amounts of cash left after cash farm ex-
penses were paid. Comparisons on this basis are of value since the 
cash 'remaining after cash farm expenses are paid is available to
pay cash family living expenses. (Figure 4, and Tables 12, 13 and 
14.)  The well-being of the farm family is determined to a material 
extent by this margin between annual cash receipts and annual cash 
farm expenditures. Sound planning for the family budget must be 
based chiefly on this figure. 
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The average amount spent for all items consumed tended to move 
upward from 1934 to 1937, decreased slightly in 1938 and 1939, and 
then increased in 1940. This probably reflects the trend in net cash 
farm incomes as shown in Figure 4. Net cash farm incomes were 
lower in the latter years of the study. The lowest average annual 
expenditure for consumption items was $1,098 in 1934 and the high- 
est was $1,364 in 1937.  (Table 15.) The greatest relative increase 
in expenditures was in home improvement, which was twice as large 
in 1937 as in 1934. Food costs were lowest in 1934 and 20 percent 
higher in 1937, when the cost of food averaged highest. 

In  addition to  the expenditures for consumption items, annual 
expenditures as gifts and contributions averaged $60 a year per 
family. Nonfarm investments as savings or payments on life in- 
surance policies showed comparatively little change from year to
year and averaged $100 per family per year. 

Table 16 shows comparisons of average annual expenditures by 
net-farm-income groups. Levels of living, as measured by the total 
value of the items, increased slightly as average incomes increased 
from the lower one-third to the middle one-third. Then they in- 
creased substantially for the upper one-third of the families when 
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considered from the standpoint of the size of the annual net farm 
income. The average annual value of the products furnished by the 
farm was greatest for the upper one-third income group and was 
approximately one-third of the total value of all items used in family 
living. 

As would be expected, the total value of the items used in family 
living varied with the size and the composition of the family. Fami- 
lies in Type I, consisting uniformly of two persons, used items cost- 
ing or valued a t  approximately $1,000 a year. On the other hand, 
families in Type V, which included an average of more than four per- 
sons, used items costing or valued at an average of approximately 
$1,700 a year. (Table 17.) The value of all consumption items 
used by families in Type III, in which there was a t  least one child 
16 years of age or older, was $78 more than the average for families 
in Type IV. The value of food, household operation, and medical 
care for families in Type IV was more than for the same items for 
families in Type III.
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Food.-The expenditures for food, as given in Tables 16 and 17, 
included all purchased food as well as the estimated value of farm- 
furnished food. The average annual value of food for all families 
was more than one-third of the total value of all consumption items. 
Two factors seemed to influence the value of the food used. One 
was the size of the net farm income; the other was size of family. 
The average annual value of the food used by families in Type I
was $359 and for amilies in Type V was $701. (Table 17.) 

Purchased Foods.-Purchased foods included all meats, vege- 
tables, fruits, milk, cereals and other food products such as ice 
cream, candy and soft drinks. Food furnished to hired help and to 
guests also is included, as are restaurant meals and meals a t  school. 

Home-Produced Foods.-Farm-furnished food used in the farm 
home is spoken of as home-produced food. The estimated value of
this food was based on the quantities used times the prices which 
would have been received if the products had been sold in the local 
market. Fifty-five percent of the average annual value of all food 
used by these families consisted of home-produced foods. (Table 
18.) Dairy products represented slightly less than one-half of the 
average total annual value of all home-produced food. Poultry, 
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eggs, and meat had a total average annual value slightly less than 
the average annual value of the dairy products. Farm-produced 
fruit averaged only $8 a year per family. 

Vegetable gardens contributed $26 to the estimated average an- 
nual value of home-produced foods. Slightly less than three-fourths 
of the 802 annual records gave an estimated value for the home- 
produced vegetables. The average annual estimated value was $35.
Home-produced fruits were reported in only 40 percent of the rec- 
ords and added $20 to the value of home-produced foods for those 
families reporting home-produced fruit. The average family of 
Type I obtained 56 percent of their food in the form of home-pro- 
duced products and the average family of Type V obtained 62 per- 
cent of their food from this source. 

The average annual per capita cost of food was $73   for families 
of Type V and $142 for families of Type I.  The average daily cost 
of food per person was 20 cents for Type V families and 39 cents for 
families of Type I (Table 19).  
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Housing.-Housing costs included the cost, of all minor repairs 
to the house and the estimated annual rental value of the house. 
Housing costs were 15 percent of the value of all consumption costs. 
But the average annual cash expenditure for housing was only $24 
a family. 

Estimated Rental Value of House.-The estimated annual 
rental value of the house was obtained by estimating the value of 
the house and taking 6 percent of this amount. The average value 
of the houses was $2,478, the lowest value being $300 and the high- 
est $12,380. On the average, other farm buildings had a value ap- 
proximately $300 more than the value of the house. 

Clothing.-On the average these families spent for clothing ap- 
proximately 10 cents out of each dollar that was used for family 
living. Families of Type I, however, spent for clothing only 7 cents 
out of each dollar. 

For the seven-year period the average annual expenditures for 
clothing for wives were $39, for husbands $30, for daughters $27
and for sons $23 (Table 20). Expenditures for outer garments were 
the largest  items. The expenditure for footwear was twice as large 
for wives as for other members of the farm family. (Table 21.) 
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Household Operation.-Household operating expenses included 
fuel for heating and cooking, electricity, telephone, laundry, clean- 
ing supplies, labor hired to help in the home, postage, and other 
similar items. Families in the highest net farm income group spent 
40 percent  more money for household operation than families whose 
incomes were in the lowest one-third. Household operating expenses 
averaged $114 for all families and were 9 percent of the total con- 
sumption expenditures. Fuel supplied by the farm had an average 
estimated value of $23. The estimated value of home-made soap 
was $1 per family. 

Table 22 gives additional information concerning these household 
operating costs. Thirty-five percent of the annual records gave ex- 
penditures for electricity a t  an average cost of $43. Eighty-five 
percent of the 802 records gave expenditures for telephone service. 
The average cost of telephone service for those using i t  was $13. 
Forty-six percent of the records gave expenditures for hired house- 
hold labor. The average expenditure for this purpose was $28. 
(Table 22.)

Home Improvement. - Home improvement expenditures in- 
cluded the cost of new furniture, furnishings, equipment, and other 
items that improved the home and the yard. The average spent for 
home improvement annually, as given in the 802 records, was $95. 
(Table 17). In 1936 and 1937 the average amount spent for these 
purposes exceeded $100 and in the other five years the average 
amount spent was less than this amount. The average expendi- 
tures for home improvement were lowest in 1934, when only $63 
was spent. (Table 15.) Table 23 shows the items most frequently 
purchased. Payments for curtains and other textiles a t  an average 
expenditure of $11 were included in more of the records than was 
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any other item. (Table 23.) Ninety-nine of the records gave ex- 
penditures for refrigerators, the average expenditure being $89. 
Stoves were purchased more frequently, with purchases in 193 rec- 
ords at an average expenditure of $50. 

, , .. ... 

Automobile.-The farm family’s automobile is used to carry 
farm produce to market as well as to  convey the family to social 
engagements and to  town to buy consumer goods. In  this study the 
expenditures for the maintenance and operation of the automobile 
were divided between the farm business and use by the family. 

An average of $84 annually was allocated as the family’s share 
of the automobile expenses. The extent to which farm families are 
dependent upon the automobile is suggested by the fact that all but 
12 of the 802 records reported expenditures for this item. The an- 
nual expenditure tended to  be slightly higher in families with chil- 
dren 16 years of age or older, as is shown for families in Type III.  
(Table 17.)

Medical Care.-Five percent of the value of all consumption 
items went for medical care, which included services of physicians 
and specialists, dentists, hospital fees, medicine, and prescriptions. 
This percentage did not change in the three income groups nor did 
i t  change in any of the family types. As the number in the family 
increased, the amount spent per capita decreased. I n  families of 
two members, the average expenditure was $25 per person. I n  fam- 
ilies of Type V, with an average of 8.9 members, the expenditure 
was $10 per person. (Table 17.)

During the seven-year period, the following special services were 
reported: 286 cases of dental care, with an average bill of 22;
125 cases of care of the eyes, with an average bill of $20. Eight 
families reported funerals,  with an average expenditure of $176 for 
each funeral. 
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Education.-The public school system provides educational ad- 
vantages for all families a t  relatively low costs in addition to taxes 
paid. This fact is reflected in the low expenditure for education by 
the families in the present study. Only 4 percent of the value of all 
consumption items was used for education. An average of $55 an- 
nually provided school supplies, music lessons, reading material and 
related items. (Tables 16 and 17.) Families of Type III spent 
twice as much for education as the average for all families. The 
amount used by the families in the upper net-farm-income group 
was $79 compared with $55, the average for all. Several families 
had a son or daughter in college, but in most instances the expense 
for these children was not included in the family expense records. 
Some books had the notation that the children were self-supporting. 

Recreation.-The nature of recreation was suggested by the 
entries in the records. These included sports, picture shows, clubs 
and lodges. The upper net-farm-income group averaged $12 more 
per year for recreation than the lower income group. Families of 
Types III and V spent 40 percent more than the average outlay for 
all families. (Tables 16 and 17.) 

Personal Care.-Money spent for personal care included money 
allowances, cosmetics, permanent waves, barber services, and to- 
bacco. The average for these items was $16 per year. (Tables 16 
and 17.) 

Other Items.-Other expenditures reported included in some in- 
stances certain taxes and amounted to 4.5 percent of the total value 
of all consumption items. (Tables 1 6  and 17.)

Gifts.-The expenditures of these families included gifts and 
contributions in addition to the goods and services used for family 
living. Gifts to the church, Red Cross, and to welfare organizations 
accounted for $34 out of an average yearly expenditure of $60 for 
gifts. The remainder went as personal gifts to relatives and friends. 
(Tables 15, 16, and 17.)

Savings and Life Insurance.-Most of the records showed pay- 
ments on life insurance policies. These families may have made 
more provision for future security than was indicated by the aver- 
age annual payment of $100 for savings and life insurance. In- 
formation on farm investments was not included in the home ac- 
count books. 

A COMPARISON WITH OTHER STUDIES 
In  the Consumer Purchases Study made by the National Re- 

sources Committee in 1935-'36 the family incomes of rural farm 
families were analyzed by regions. One of the areas included North 
Dakota and Kansas families. A comparison of the average ex- 
penditures for consumption items for these families and for rural 
families throughout the country with the 802 annual expenditure 
records of Kansas Farm Management Association families showed 
striking similarities.
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The average value of living for 23,353 rural families in 1935-’36 
was only $213 less, and for the 1,088.  North Dakota, and Kansas 
families $119 less than for the families in the present study. (Table 
24.)  This is t o  be expected since,  as previously stated, the farm 
families included in this study probably were above average in re- 
sources and abilities. 

. -  

RECORDS OF FIFTEEN FAMILIES FOR SEVEN 
CONSECUTIVE YEARS 

The 15 families keeping complete farm and home records during 
the seven-year period sent in 105 annual records. These families 
varied in size. Only one had as few as two members for any one 
year. The average number of children per family was 2.4.  Four of 
the families keeping records for the seven-year period were tenants.
One family owned all the land operated; 10 families owned a part 
of the land; and four rented all their land. I n  addition to the fam- 
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ily members, there was an average of one extra person, making a 
total of 5.4 persons per household. 

With one exception, all the men were between 30 and 50 years of 
age. All the wives, excepting three who were not yet 30, were in the 
age group 30 to 50 years. Thirty percent of all the children had not 
reached their sixth year; 56 percent were between six and 16 years; 
14 percent were 16 years of age or older. 

There was a wide variation in the size of the farms operated by 
these families. The average size of the farms was 794 acres. (Table 
25.)  The smallest average acreage per family for the seven-year 
period was 160, and the largest average acreage for any family was 
slightly more than 5,500. The family that owned the largest acre- 
age also rented the largest acreage. The average number of acres 
owned by those families owning any land during the seven-year 
period was 371. The average number of acres rented by those fami- 
lies renting any land was 687.  The average acreage rented varied 
from as low as 27 acres in one case to nearly 5,000 acres in another. 
The median acreage owned was 320 and the median acreage rented 
was 226.  Only two families leasing any land rented more than 400
acres. The four families renting all the land they operated during 
the seven-year period averaged 245.5 acres. 

The average acreage under cultivation was 268 and in pasture 503. 
The largest farm had 5,454 acres in pasture. 
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The average net farm income for these 15 families during the 
seven-year period was $2,189.  It varied greatly among the families 
and in the same family from  year  to year. (Table 26.) The family 
with the lowest income had a yearly average of $796   and the highest 
income family averaged $5,207. Two families faced a deficit in 
their net farm incomes in two consecutive years. A third family
had a deficit in one year of the seven. The lowest average income 
for these 15 families occurred in 1938 when i t  was $696 lower than 
the average for the seven-year period. 

Table 27 summarizes the facts regarding the net farm income, 
household expenses, gifts, and savings. This information is shown 
graphically in Figure 6. 
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The expenditures for family living of these 15 farm families 
varied greatly. (Table 28 and Figure 7.) The average annual 
amount was $1,629. Two of the families used less than $1,000 an- 
nually during the seven-year period and the family with the highest 
cost of living averaged $3,354. 

The annual cost of food purchased ranged from $74 for a house- 
hold of 3.25 members in 1934 to $535 for a household of 9.6 members 
in 1936. The average annual cost of food purchased by all the 
families during the seven-year period was $232. The food purchased 
by the family spending only $74 in 1934 was supplemented by 
farm-supplied food valued a t  $223, and that purchased by the 
family spending $535 in 1936 was supplemented by farm-supplied 
food valued at $429.

The average value of farm-supplied food was $311. The lowest 
annual value of food supplied by the farm to any family was $150 
in a household composed of four members in 1934. This family 
purchased food costing $122.  The total net farm income for this 
family for the year was $949. The highest annual value of food 
supplied by the farm was $784 in a household composed of 10 mem- 
bers in 1937. This family purchased food valued a t  $564 during the 
same year and had a net farm income of $2,011.
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Table 30 shows that  the value of dairy products was 44 percent 
of the total value of food supplied by the  farm. Poultry products 
supplied by the farm amounted to 23 percent of all farm-supplied 
foods. 

Table 31 gives information regarding the annual per capita cloth- 
ing expenditures for parents and children. In addition, facts are 
cited regarding the apportionment of money among the several 
classes of clothing items.
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SUMMARY 

This study includes data from 802 income and expense records 
from 346 Kansas farm families. The period studied was that, of the 
depression and prewar years, 1934-1940. Fifteen of these 346 fami- 
lies kept their records during the entire period. The farm families 
were located in 48 counties concentrated in a diagonal strip from 
the northeastern to the south central part of the State. 

All the stages in the family life cycle were represented within the 
group. Eighteen percent of the records were from families with 
husband and wife only. The remainder of the records were from 
families with one or more children. The average size of all families 
was 4.14 members. There was an average of 0.5 relatives or hired 
help in each family. Nearly two-thirds of the husbands were be- 
tween 30 and 50 years of age, and one-fourth of the children were 
less than six years of age. 

Families in Type I (husband and wife only) averaged an expendi- 
ture of $992 annually for all consumption items whereas the average 
expenditure for families in Type V was $1,696.  Families in Type 
III, in which there was a t  least one child 16 years of age or older, 
spent $78 more on consumption items than the average family in 
Type V. The money value of food, household operation, and medi- 
cal care for families in Type IV was more than for the same groups 
of items for families in Type III.   (See page 10 for type interpreta- 
tion.) 

The farms operated by these families varied in size from 94 acres 
t o  8,012 acres. The size of the average farm was 464 acres, with 57
percent of the land under cultivation. Nearly 60 percent of the 
families owned all or a part of the land operated. The average value 
of the owned farms was $21,877. 

Net farm incomes varied widely. Six percent of the annual rec- 
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ords showed a loss; 9 percent showed incomes of less than $500; 66
percent between $500 and $2,500; and 22 percent showed incomes 
above $2,500. 

A comparison of the average annual disbursements by net farm 
income groups showed little variation in annual disbursements for 
those families in the lower and middle income groups. For most 
items the disbursements were slightly higher in the middle income 
group. There was an appreciable increase for each of the items of 
expenditures in the upper income group. The average value of 
farm-supplied goods was greatest in the upper income group and 
accounted for one-third of the value of all consumption items. 

The cost of living in these families tended to move upward from 
1934 through 1937, decreased slightly in 1938 and 1939, but, rose 
again in 1940. The average value of living, including gifts and non- 
farm investments in the form of small savings and life insurance 
payments, was $1,426 for the seven-year period. One-third of this 
amount was the value of food used. Of this food, 55 percent was 
supplied by the farm. Dairy items accounted for slightly less than 
one-half of the value of all farm products and poultry and eggs 
accounted for approximately one-fourth. The value of meat ap- 
proximated that of vegetables and fruit. 

The cash expenditures for clothing were 9 percent of the total of 
all family living expenditures. The estimated rental value of the 
farmhouses averaged $168. Gifts, small savings, and life insurance 
averaged $160 a year. 

These data showed that  full advantage had not been taken by 
many of the families of an extended non-cash income plan. Such 
planning would make possible larger provision for family living 
from the farm itself and would also free cash for other uses. 

Droughts which occurred in 1934, 1936, and 1937 affected the farm 
production program and consequently the standard of family living. 
A recession in the business cycle in the latter part of 1937 and in 
1939 was reflected in the drop in farm income and the slight drop 
in average household expenditures in 1938. 
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