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Abbreviations used in the text

DAFS - Department of Agriculture and Fisheries for Scotland (1912-1928
Board of Agriculture for Scotland, 1929-1960 Department of
Agriculture for Scotland, after 1960 DAFS)

DANI/MANI - Department of Agriculture for Northern Ireland (before 1974,
Ministry of Agriculture, Northern Ireland).

EC - European Community.

ha. - hectare (1 ha. = 2.47 acres).

HMSO - Her Majesty's Stationery Office.

MAFF - Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (1889-1903 Board

of Agriculture, 1903-1918 Board of Agriculture and Fisheries,
1919-1955 Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, after 1955

MAFF) .
smd - standard man-day.
USDA - United States Department of Agriculture.

I_INTRODUCTION

The agricultural census is one of the major sources of information for
those engaged in rural studies. In most countries it provides long runs of
information about farming which can form the basis for a variety of quanti-
tative methods and can be used in the context of many philosophical approaches
ranging from the neo-classical economic to the radical. This booklet's
objective is to demonstrate the potential and pitfalls of this source of data
for undergraduates and researchers in geography and other disciplines.

The origins and form of the agricultural censuses in the United Kingdom
(UK) and the United States of America (USA) are surveyed. Then the problems
and strengths of the censuses in terms of accuracy, definitional continuity,
confidentiality and aggregated data will be explored. Finally, other sources
of information on farming which can complement and elucidate the agricultural
censuses will be discussed.

II_ ORIGINS OF THE AGRICULTURAL CENSUSES

Most governments wish to know the state of farming in their country
whether for reasons of improving public policy or regulating trade in food or
providing vital strategic information during wartime. Censuses are not con-
ducted for the benefit of academic research and the consequences of this will
be explored later in detail. Precisely which aspects of agriculture are of
primary concern will vary with political circumstances, but legislation to
allow the collection of such information as is deemed necessary exists in
most countries.

In the United Kingdom, the earliest experiments in collecting agricul-
tural information in a recognisably modern form were conducted by Justices
of the Peace or the clergy between 1795 and 1803 when the Napoleonic war was
at its height. The Board of Agriculture also produced two sets of descrip-
tive reports on the state of agriculture in each county, the earlier Quarto
Series date from 1793-6 and the later series from after 1804 (Adams, 1976).
The Dublin Society produced Statistical Surveys for Irish counties in 1801-2.
In Scotland, the 01d Statistical Account of 1791-9 provides a description of
farming at parish Tevel which was updated in the New Statistical Account,
written around 1835 and published ten years later. The Board of Trade first
became involved in the collection of agricultural statistics in 1836 when an
experimental survey was conducted unsuccessfully in Bedfordshire (MAFF and
DAFS, 1968). Another experimental survey was carried out by the Board of
Trade and the Poor Law Board in the mid-1840s. This again failed to produce
an acceptable rate of response in England but it was much more useful for
Midlothian (Scotland) and Baileborough (Ireland). In 1847 the Registrar-
General for Ireland used the constabulary to conduct an agricultural census
throughout the island which still continues, although now it appears as
separate censuses for the Republic of Ireland (published by the Central Statis-
tical office, Dublin) and Northern Ireland. The Northern Ireland census is
currently based on statutory authority vested in the Department (before 1974,
the Ministry) of Agriculture for Northern Ireland by the Agricultural Returns
Act (Northern Ireland), 1939.



on the mainland the next experiment was carried out between 1854 and
1857 by the Poor Law Unions in eleven English and welsh counties. The rate
of response was again unsatisfactory. In Scotland the experiment was carried
out by the Highland and Agricultural Society initially in Haddingtonshire,
Roxburghshire and Sutherland in 1853. Between 1854 and 1857 the survey
covered the whole of Scotland and, except in 1854, omitted land with a rental
under £20 in the Highlands and under £10 in the Lowlands. In the county of
LinTithgow crops were recorded on Ordnance Survey maps in 1857 (whyte and
whyte, 1981).

In 1865 the Board of Trade granted funds for a full-scale national agri-
cultural census of Great Britain which was first held the following year.
This recorded 1ivestock numbers on 5 March 1866 and acreages of crops on 25
June 1866. The need for information on the severity of the outbreak of rinder-
pest (a disease of cattle) in 1865 contributed to the official momentum to
conduct an agricultural census despite considerable opposition to any such
enquiry from some landowners in southern and eastern England. The use of
officers of the Board of Inland Revenue to collect some of the returns for
the Board of Trade may have strengthened this distrust of the census. The
returns elsewhere in Great Britain were much more complete, although the use
of income tax assessments on land and of parish rate books (in Scotland, the
valuation rolls) as the basic source of information to identify farmers in-
evitably Ted to gaps in coverage which it took many years to rectify.

The Board of Trade conducted the British agricultural census each year
between 1866 and 1888 (between 1883 and 1888 results were issued by the
Agricultural Department of the Privy Council), then responsibility was trans-
ferred to the new Board of Agriculture which became the Ministry of Agricul-
ture and Fisheries in 1919. In 1912 the conduct of the agricultural census
in Scotland was devolved to the Board of Agriculture for Scotland (a part of
the Scottish office) which became the Department of Agriculture for Scotland
in 1929 and then the Department of Agriculture and Fisheries for Scotland
(DAFS) in 1960. The statutory authority for agricultural censuses in Great
Britain was established in 1925 by the Agricultural Returns Act which was
superseded by the Agriculture Act, 1947, sections 78-81 and, for England and
wales, by the Agricultural Statistics Act, 1979. The census was voluntary
between 1866 and 1918 and between 1921 and 1925. After 1925 penalties could
be imposed on the occupiers of farmland who did not return the information
requested.

The collection of agricultural statistics in the USA started in 1840-1
in parallel with the sixth population census and continued on the same decen-
nial basis until 1920. Thereafter an agricultural census has been held quin-
quennially, the most recent ones being in 1969, 1974 and 1979. The Census
of Agriculture is carried out by the Agricultural Division of the Bureau of
the Census which is part of the US Department of Commerce while additional
information on crop acreages and farm numbers, for example, is available
annually from what is now the Statistical Reporting Service of the US Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA). Although some of the USDA's data are derived
from sample surveys of around 17 000 area segments of the United States rather
than from true censuses, these data should be noted here since they provide
census-type information which is used in policy-related work as though it
were census data. The legislative authority for the agricultural census in
the United States is provided by 'Title 13, uUnited States Code - Census'
which was codified in 1954, amended several times thereafter and re-affirmed
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by the Agriculture and Consumer Protection Act, 1973. The census covers the
fifty states as well as Guam, Puerto Rico, the US virgin Islands and, prior
to 1974, American Samoa and the Pacific Islands Trust Territory.

III GENERAL FEATURES OF THE AGRICULTURAL CENSUSES

The British and American censuses aim to obtain a standardized set of
information about all farms, farmers or farmland throughout the nation. The
British census is principally concerned with farmland and the occupiers of
"farms' (strictly called agricultural holdings) rather than with the owners
of farmland. Apart from a door-to-door system last century of collecting the
census schedules of non-respondents, it is a fully postal questionnaire with
reminders posted to those not returning the census form. The growth of adult
Titeracy and the early development of a reliable nationwide postal service
speeded this trend. The Northern Ireland census converted to a postal system
in 1954. Prior to that the police had collected the census forms as in the
Republic of Ireland. The census in the United States has come to be more
concerned with farms as business enterprises rather than as spatially distinct
areas of land. Prior to 1950 the US census was conducted by personal enumer-
ation, the field staff in each enumeration district having some discretion
as to who was included in the census. Later, census forms were posted to
farmers and collected by hand and finally a fully postal system of survey was
adopted in the fifty states in 1969. Field enumeration was confined to the
small number of counties where the initial rate of response to the postal
survey was unacceptably Tow.

(i)  Erequency of the census

Most agricultural censuses are held at regular intervals but the fre-
quency of coverage varies both historically and from country to country. The
main census in Great Britain was taken annually on 25 June until 1876 and
subsequently on 4 June (1 June in Northern Ireland) and this remains the
principal source of publicly available information on all the agricultural
holdings covered by the census. In England and wales a census in December
was instituted in 1935 principally to record livestock numbers and further
censuses, held in March and September, were introduced in 1940. These three
censuses were later converted into sample surveys, taken from one-third of
all holdings between 1953 and 1957 and subsequently from all holdings in one-
third of the parishes between 1958 and 1972. After 1972 smaller stratified
samples were used to reduce administrative costs with a minimal reduction in
precision (Orton, 1972). The March and September surveys were cancelled in
1979. some of the results of the Scottish census in December, which covers
all holdings, are published for counties, districts or regions but those for
England and wales are not. There is also a full December census in Northern
Ireland. Pig and poultry farmers, whose number of Tlivestock may alter
rapidly, are surveyed quarterly usually in April and August as well as June
and December while a census of agricultural machinery has been held throughout
Great Britain since 1942. This is held during the annual December sample
survey in England and wales and usually once every four years in Scotland and
Northern Ireland but the interval between machinery censuses has varied be-
tween two and five years. Horticultural holdings in England and wales which
have glasshouses were surveyed separately in January and July until 1972 when
these enquiries, which cover all holdings in this group, were incorporated
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into the main censuses. Other horticultural holdings are surveyed separately
in October (before 1972, in September and December).

In the United States the main census is now held every five years with
the published reports taking three or four years to appear, while the Depart-
ment of Agriculture's statistics are annual and results are available much
more quickly. After 1959, the date of the census varied a little from state
to state depending on the harvest period, being earliest in Alaska (often in
October) and later in the coterminous United States (often November). Prior
to 1959, census day varied widely from census to census. Some were held in
Tlate autumn and others in April or June. This clearly affects the historical
comparability of the results. December 31 has been used as the notional census
day throughout the US since 1974.

Efforts to reduce the cost of conducting agricultural censuses have led
to the removal of very small farms from the censuses in both countries. In
the UK, these 'statistically insignificant' holdings - whose often changing
definition is described in SectionIv(vi)b - are either surveyed fully every
three years using a very short census form, or are sampled annually.

(ii) The information obtained

In both countries the early censuses of agriculture collected a Tlimited
amount of information. Only 34 questions were asked in the 1870 census in
Great Britain compared with over 120 in the 1970s. Since these early days
the information requested has expanded with more topics being covered in in-
creasing detail. There were only three classes of cattle and two of sheep
recorded in the British census of 1870 compared with twenty-one classes of
cattle and five of sheep in the Scottish census of 1965. In addition to in-
formation on crops and Tivestock, questions have been added on land use
(including non-agricultural land use), labour employed, trade in cattle and
Tand tenure. A few questions have appeared briefly - the amount of binder
twine on farms during the Second world war or the area under bracken in the
Scottish census of 1957. A copy of the June 1981 census schedule for England
and wales is reproduced in Appendix 1.

on the basis of the information on crops and Tivestock, the agricultural
departments calculated a 'standard man-day' size for each agricultural holding
between 1963 and 1980-1. Each crop and head of Tlivestock on a holding is
weighted by its notional labour requirement and the summation of the labour
requirements of all the enterprises on a holding gives that holding's size
in standard man-days (smd). This development provided a fairer measure of a
holding's economic size than just its area and only became feasible with the
introduction of computers in the early 1960s for the collation of the census
returns. The standard man-day weightings were changed from time to time re-
flecting improvements in labour productivity in the industry. The three
census authorities in the UK have collaborated over this measure of size
although until 1981 the minimum size to qualify as a full-time holding was
275 smd in England and wales, 250 smd in Scotland and 200 smd in Northern
Ireland. The harmonization of the British censuses with those of other member
states of the European Community has led to the progressive replacement since
1980 of the standard man-day by the standard gross margin - another series of
weightings applied to each enterprise. The total standard gross margin ex-
pressed in European Units of Account is converted into a new size classifi-
cation of farms based on the European Size Unit (1 ESU equals 1000 European
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Units of Account or approximately £500 of standard gross margin).

The separate agricultural censuses for the Isle of Man, Jersey and
Guernsey are described in Appendix 2.

The American census not only enquires about land use, land tenure and
Tabour, but has come to record the economics of farms much more fully than
the British censuses. Except in Alaska and Hawaii, a Tong questionnaire
(called A1) 1is sent to the larger operators selling over $2500 worth of pro-
duce. In 1974 this group accounted for 69 per cent of all farmers and 99 per
cent of the value of farm products sold. A short questionnaire (called A2)
is sent to the other farmers. Altogether 4 133 000 census forms were sent
out in 1974 compared with the 240 430 statistically significant agricultural
holdings surveyed in Great Britain that year. The American census also asks
detailed questions on the farmer's race, chemicals used, marketing agreements,
irrigation, accidents at work, farm income and expenditure. Information is
also needed on crop and livestock sales, subsidies, farm contract work and
off-farm sources of income such as recreational enterprises. The questions
asked on the census form vary slightly between states because of the immense
environmental span of the United States from tundra to the sub-tropics, but
they are all compatible for state, regional and national totals.

The most striking contrast between the British and American censuses is
that the former does not measure sales of products. So, from the British
census, one cannot tell if an arable area sells its cereal or feeds it to its
Tivestock. The delimitation of economic regions of arable and Tivestock
farming is therefore much more difficult in the United Kingdom than in the
United States.

The American census still uses Imperial units of measurement as did the
British censuses until 1976. One difference, however, is that the ton used
in the American census is the short ton (2000 1bs) rather than the long ton
(2240 Tbs) used 1in Britain. The British censuses converted to metric units
of measurement in 1976, including the use of the metric tonne (2200 Tbs) and
the hectare (ha) which equals approximately 2.47 acres. The use of non-
Imperial measures such as the Scottish and Lancashire acre was a minor com-
plication during the first thirty years of the British census.

(iii) Availability of information

Much of the information collected through the British agricultural
censuses is made available to the public in the publications described in
Table 1. Currently these volumes are published between one and two years
after census day although preliminary results based on a sample of farms are
available six to eight weeks after census day in the form of a Press Notice.
Some of this information for the period 1866 to 1965 is also available on
35mm microfilm from commercial publishers, Chadwick-Healey in the UK and
Somerset House in the USA. Summaries of results have also been published for
Great Britain, Scotland, and England and wales in A century of agricultural
statistics, Great Britain, 1866-1966 (MAFF and DAFS, 1968). This volume also
details the changes in definitions, questions asked, coverage and administra-
tive procedures over the period. The Statistical Statements and Statistical
Information Notices issued by the UK Agricultural Departments provide pre-
Timinary census results and additional information not published elsewhere.
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Information for areas in the United Kingdom smaller than counties and
districts is not published but parish summaries for the June census of Eng-
Tand and wales are available for consultation at the Public Record Office
(Kew, London), the MAFF's Agricultural Censuses and Surveys Branch (Guildford,
surrey) for the last ten years only, and from the regional offices of the
Ministry's Agricultural Development and Advisory Service (ADAS). Photocopies
and microfilm copies can be purchased from the Public Record office. Parish
summaries are not available for 1868, 1871, 1872, 1892 and 1893 (Adams, 1976).
Scottish parish results are available from the Scottish Record office (west
Register House, Edinburgh) and the DAFS's Economics and Statistics Unit
(Gorgie Road, Edinburgh). Photocopies and microfilm copies can be purchased
from the Scottish Record Ooffice. Parish summaries are not available for 1868,
1871, 1872, 1873 and 1876. Northern Ireland data for districts can be obtained
for 1924-53 and since 1962 from the DANI's Farm Census Branch (Dundonald House,
Belfast). Data for enumeration districts before 1954 do exist but are con-
fidential. The regional offices of ADAS in England and wales also have sum-
maries from 1962 for the approximately 380 ADAS districts. The boundaries of
these districts have altered from time to time so these data may not be his-
torically comparable. Photocopies of parish summaries and machine-readable
copies on magnetic tape can also be supplied by the census authorities al-
though a charge will be made. The census schedules of individual holdings
are kept for up to five years and then destroyed except for the world Agri-
cultural Census years of 1960 and 1970. The advent of magnetic tape for
storing census results opens up the prospect of individual returns being
potentially accessible to researchers long after census day. Coppock's agri-
cultural atlases for England and wales (1976) and for Scotland (1976) provide
useful summaries in cartographic form of census data, the Scottish volume also
having a valuable historical comparison between the years 1870, 1938 and 1965.

Major holdings in the USA of British, but particularly English and welsh,
agricultural statistics are kept in New York (the Public Library and Columbia
University), washington, D.C. (Library of Congress and Department of State),
Albany (New York State Library), Urbana (University of I1linois), Chicago
(John Crerar Library and University of Chicago), Ann Arbor (University of
Michigan), Pennsylvania State University, Berkeley (University of california)
and Seattle (University of washington).

Results from the quinquennial American census of agriculture are pub-
Tished by the Bureau of the Census, US Department of Commerce, washington D.C.
in a multi-volume set up to four years after census day. A separate volume
is available for each state which gives state and county tabulations. There
are also general volumes summarising the results for the whole of the United
States and its nine major divisions along with reports on farm finance,
irrigation and agricultural services. Most results relate only to farms with
significant product sales (over $2500) and some graphic summaries and maps
are produced. Since 1969, tabulations for areas smaller than counties have
not been published there being about 3000 counties or county groups in the
most recent census. As with parish data in Great Britain, results are not
published separately for counties with very few farms in order to protect the
confidentiality of the returns from individual farmers.

The US Department of Agriculture (USDA) has produced since 1936 an annual
volume, Agricultural Statistics, and a graphical presentation of data from

1910 has been published each year since 1967 in the Handbook of agricultural
charts. The USDA also prepared a series of volumes in 1970-2 which updated
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a series in 1957-60 on the Major statistical series of the US Department of
Agriculture, how they are constructed and used. The census also provides a
part of the statistical basis of the USDA's Major uses of land in the United
states.

Major runs of the US Census of Agriculture are held in the United Kingdom
by the Rhodes House Library, oxford (from 1850), the London School of Eco-
nomics Library (from 1860), the British Library Reference Division and the
Library of the College of St. Mark and St. John in Plymouth. The USDA's
Agricultural Statistics from 1936 are held in the University Libraries at
Aberystwyth, Birmingham and the London School of Economics as well as in the
Institute of Agricultural Economics (Oxford), the British Library Reference
Division and the Ministry of Agriculture's Library. Current volumes may be
purchased through Microinfo Ltd., Alton, Hampshire.

IV _PROBLEMS IN USING AGRICULTURAL CENSUS DATA

The previous section has hinted at some of the practical difficulties
which may arise in the conduct of agricultural censuses and in the present-
ation of the results to the public. None of these difficulties need neces-
sarily deter the geographer from pursuing his studies using census data but
the pitfalls need to be borne clearly in mind when interpreting the published
data.

(i) Date of census

Each year the census is either taken on a single day, as in the United
Kingdom, or is held over a short period, as in some recent American censuses.
This allows for comparability of results within each census and, provided
census day does not alter, between censuses. Census day has not materially
altered in the UK but in the US the census period has varied by as much as
eight months. This obviously reduces the historical comparability of the
results as does the very long time it sometimes takes for the US Bureau of
the Census to receive all the census returns. The 1974 US census was un-
usually poor in this respect due to some resistance to the census. Census
schedules were posted early in December 1974 for completion on 31 December
but replies were still being received as late as February 1976 (see also
p. 26).

The use of a single day in the year as census day is also not without
hazards. Early vegetable crops may have been harvested before the British
census day of 4 June, while double cropping of a field may lead to the crop
not in the ground on census day being omitted from the return. The census
may also have some difficulty recording inter-cropping, such as where sheep
graze the pasture between orchard trees. Similarly, a crop growing poorly
on census day due to disease or adverse weather conditions may be ploughed

in later and replaced by another crop which will not be recorded in the census.

British censuses sometimes ask questions about the purpose to which a crop is
to be put. In the case of maize, for example, the decision on use may not be
taken until much nearer harvest, so farmers' replies on census day may not
reflect the eventual disposal of maize for either human consumption or fodder
(Tarrant, 1975). Livestock, being mobile, are even less well suited to a
single census day. Areas which specialize in fattening livestock during the
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winter (beef cattle in eastern Scotland, for example, or sheep in the English
TowTands) will have their Tivestock enterprises under-recorded by a mid-
summer census. Access to the results of a mid-winter census will help to
give a more balanced view of the seasonal distribution of Tivestock, but this
may not always be possible at the same level of detail as is provided by the
June census.

(ii) spatially variable response

A census is an invasion of privacy, though it may be one which the
majority of farmers have come to accept. Alternatively, it may be that the
questions asked or the use of certain types of enumerator (e.g. police or tax
officers) will provoke greater resentment in some areas than in others. The
early years of the British agricultural census were characterised by a marked
refusal to cooperate among farm occupiers in southern and eastern England.

In Hertfordshire in 1866, for example, 30 per cent of occupiers, accounting
for 45 per cent of the county's farmland refused to complete the census. In
contrast the non-response rate in England as a whole averaged only 5.5 per
cent of occupiers and in Scotland was as Tow as 0.5 per cent. The hostile
attitude of a relatively small number of large landowners in south-east Eng-
Tland reduced the response rate among their tenantry to a point where the
interpretation of the regional geography of mid- to Tate-victorian farming
must be more tentative than otherwise. Refusal to co-operate was partially
offset by the enumerators estimating what the non-respondents' replies would
have been - an advantage of a personal system of survey rather than a postal
one - but the point must still be borne in mind.

Spatial variations in the completeness of the master list of all farms
and farmers in the country may also contribute to a variation in the compre-
hensiveness of the census. Gaps in coverage tend to be most frequent in areas
with a large number of small farms though the proportionate effect of the
omission of one small farm is fairly minor. Spatial variation in response
may also be associated with a poorer postal system, a lower Tevel of education
and literacy (Appalachia in the past, for example) and a confused system of
Tand tenure where it may be unclear who is the effective or rightful farmer
of an area. Districts with common Tand, common grazings in the uplands or
fragmented landownership on the urban fringe may all suffer an above average
incompleteness in the response to the census.

(iii) Spatial variation in the interpretation of terms and guestions

Some variant of the English Tanguage is spoken by nearly all farmers in
the United Kingdom and United States even where another language is also
spoken. In the past, the number of welsh- and Gaelic-only speaking farmers
in Great Britain was much higher than today which may have reduced the accuracy
of results in these areas. Since the First world war it has been relatively
rare for newly arrived non-English speaking immigrants in either country to
take up farming on their own account, but some language problems may persist
in the Cajun-French speaking areas of Louisana, in American Indian tribal
areas, among Oriental farmers on the west Coast and Spanish speakers in the
South-west.

More commonly there are regional variations among English speakers 1in
the meaning given to widely used agricultural terms. The definition of
'permanent pasture' varies within Great Britain according to how long it must
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survive unploughed or under grass to become 'permanent' rather than 'temporary'.
The dividing Tine between permanent pasture and rough grazing is similarly

not self-evident to all upland and lowland farmers. what would seem to be
rough grazing to the lowland arable farmer may be fair permanent pasture in
the eyes of the hill farmer. Sometimes permanent pasture has been used,
particularly in England, not as an actual land use but as a balancing item,
that is, as the area of the farm not under crops or temporary grass whatever
the Tand's actual use, if any. There is also some evidence that the distinc-
tion made between beef and dairy cattle since 1933 in Scotland and since 1952
for part of the English and welsh herd is rather differently interpreted on
either side of the Border due to differences in cattle husbandry. The Scot-
tish beef herd supplies the majority of beef produced in Scotland and is more
clearly differentiated by breed from the dairy herd which, in England and
wales, provides both milk and the majority of beef produced there. Spatial
variations in the interpretation of the terms used in the census are not
usually a major difficulty in recent censuses but it is worth considering this
possibility particularly where agricultural census data are to be used in
historical or international studies.

(iv) confidentiality

It will be clear already that census data are collected from individual
farms, holdings or farmers but are normally released to the public in a more
or less aggregated form to protect the privacy of the individual respondents
to the census. The confidentiality serves the valuable function of maintaining
a high rate of response to the census which enhances the value of the aggre-
gated results for both academic studies and the government's policy-related
work. The results for US counties are not published if there are Tess than
ten farms in the county and in Scotland, fewer than five holdings in a parish
(fewer than three in England and wales) will Tlead to the results for that
parish being amalgamated with those of a neighbouring parish.

The recent trend to behavioural and micro-studies in geography has tended
to increase the severity of the loss felt by researchers who cannot obtain
individual farm data from the census. The confidentiality of results has had
the force of law in Great Britain since the Agricultural Returns Act, 1925
and similar statutory confidentiality is maintained in the USA. Authority
does exist in both countries for individual returns to be made available to
bona fide researchers if they obtain the written consent of the farmer con-
cerned or if they are conducting research for or on behalf of the government.
The Tatter discretion is used only occasionally. Addresses of farmers are
the most 1ikely information to be released along with holding size. The in-
dividual census schedules are the most confidential part of the census and
so the least likely to be released.

(V) Aggregated data

The confidentiality of individual census returns means that most studies
must make do with aggregated data. This has several important consequences
for the conduct of agricultural studies, relating to the degree of aggregation,
the unequal and changing size of spatial units, and the Tink between the
spatial units for which the data are published and the actual location of the
farms assigned to each spatial unit. These important topics will be examined
separately.
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a) A _hierarchy of spatial units

Most agricultural censuses provide a nested hierarchy of areas for which
data can be provided. In the case of the United Kingdom the hierarchy is
shown in Figure 1. In the USA the hierarchy includes 3 regions, 9 divisions,
50 states, 99 agricultural subregions, 220 county groupings and all the
counties for which the confidentiality constraint allows data to be published.
The exact number of the most minor subdivisions in both countries tends to
vary slightly from census to census.

The selection of level in the hierarchy for a particular study will
partly depend on the purpose of the research, the need for spatial detail
and the resources and equipment available for handling the data. However,
a few general points are worth making about the choice of scale. First,
Robinson (1950) showed that the finer the spatial resolution of a set of data,
the lower correlation coefficients tend to be between census variables.
Statistically significant relationships calculated between variables measured
over large areas tend to cease to be statistically significant when the re-
Tationship is re-calculated for smaller areas. More generally, the results
of studies using spatially aggregated data cannot be interpreted as being
necessarily independent of the degree of aggregation in the data used. How-
ever, in a study of a part of the Mid-west, weaver (1956) observed that the
simpler crop combinations established at county level were more Tikely to
hold true at the finer Tevel of the townships comprising the county. It is
not clear if this finding can be validated for other areas. The interpretation

United Kingdom
England and Wales Census Scotland Census Northern Ireland lsie of Man , W
I | Census GJersey
'I 4 Agriclilturai regions uernsey
1
9 Local Government
Eng]land Wa\le N region_s_and 3 Island
_ Autharities 6 Counties
48 Counties & 8 Counties
23 Districts or 0
I District Groups
Abeuit 380 ADAS Districts
About 1BOO Parishes 831 Parishes 40 Districts

Y Greater London {Eastern) and {South Eastern)are recorded separately as are the Isle of Wight and
Isles of Sciiy

¥ ige of Man, Jersey and Guernsey have their own Censuses (see Appendix 2}
¢ 19751978 ony

Fig. 1 The hierarchy of UK agricultural census areas after 1974-5
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of correlation and regression analyses will also have to take account of the ) .
fact that the smaller the areas used, the more agriculturally similar con- - By Farms By Parishes
tiguous areas are likely to be and so the greater the degree of spatial auto-

correlation in the data.

There is also the ever-present danger of the ecological fallacy. Re- N 41}2}
Tationships between variables calculated using aggregated data cannot neces- E:b

0

T
-
H

sarily be interpreted in terms of the individual farms and farmers. For
example, the density of sheep and the proportion of upland may be correlated
strongly at county level in the UK, but that does not mean sheep are found

on upland farms. Under present-day conditions the relationship does, in fact,
hold true for most sheep for part of the year whereas in 1870 lowland sheep
were of greater importance even in counties with upland areas.

67 X3

Different scales of study will produce different pictures of agriculture A
which will vary not only in detail but also in the extent to which they hint =
at relationships between agricultural variables or between farming and the H
physical environment, as is shown in the example from the Chilterns in :
Figure 2 (Coppock, 1960). This map shows clearly how the distribution of ) “}?# : o [+
land uses (in this case, the percentage of arable Tand) changes when the scale -t -4 1
of mapping is altered from that of individual farms to that of parishes. The
classification of farming and the delimitation of agricultural regions is a
process heavily dependent for its final outcome on the scale of data. The
fundamental consequences of this scale or aggregation effect are clear if one "
approaches regionalizing as a device which is not an end in itself, but rather \ : 53
a means of prompting further questions from the researcher and provoking him 3 A L
to explain the regions he has created. Therefore, the explanation of a X il AR 4
spatial distribution will also be partly a product of the initial decision on 2 iy H a
the scale of data to employ. e
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-
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b) The instability of spatial units
Percentage Of Arable Lang

The difficult choice of which scale of published data to utilize is com-

pounded by a tendency for changes to be made in the basic areas for which data 71 & over
are aggregated. It is rare for areas at the top of the hierarchy in Figure 1

to change but changes in the boundaries of the smaller areas are more frequent. B ¥ 670

The British agricultural census Tost the area of the Irish Free State in 1922 . ‘

from United Kingdom data but kept Northern Ireland. County boundaries were |
altered in successive re-organisations of local government in 1889-91 (Great 51-60 SN
Britain), 1964-5 (Greater London), 1974 (England and wales except Greater R
London) and 1975 (Scotland). The current county level (or equivalent) of A1-50 H
census data in Great Britain is shown in Figure 3. At parish level there =

were major changes in boundaries following the Divided Parishes Acts of 1876 21-40

and 1882 and again on Tocal government re-organisation in 1889-91. No fewer

than 3258 of the 14 926 civil parishes in 1881 had altered their boundaries

by 1891 (Morgan, 1979). Coppock (1960) has shown that, by and large, parishes = 308less

have become Targer and with fewer outliers since 1870 (Fig. 4) and today there ) )

are about 26 per cent fewer parishes than in 1870. Local government re- Returned in other parishes | Skm

organisation in England and wales in 1974 again altered a few parish boundaries.

In recent times, the United States has had more stable boundaries at
state and county level although here, as in Great Britain, confidentiality
constraints may cause some county data to be suppressed or amalgamated with
the results from a neighbouring parish. This is Tess common in the US than
in Great Britain since the counties are larger in proportion to farm size.

Fig. 2 Percentage arable by farm and parish, Amersham District,
1941.  (After coppock, 1960, p 321)
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Fig. 4 Parish sizes in the chilterns, 1870 and 1951. (After Coppock,
1960, p 320)

only 25 out of 3077 counties or county groups were suppressed in this way in
the 1969 census. Some parts of Towland England and east-central Scotland
which have many very small parishes are particularly prone to such parish
amalgamation in the published results.

c) Allocation of farms to spatial units

Even if the basic spatial units do not change, there remains the task
of allocating farms to spatial units. This is rarely a major problem with
US states or British counties but for the smaller units such as parishes and
US counties 1its proportionate effect on the interpretation of published data
can be considerable. The procedure used to allocate farms to US counties was
altered in 1969, the change being described by the Bureau of the Census 1in
the following terms.

For 1964 and earlier censuses, each enumerator was assigned to enumerate
all farms in a specific geographic area, and farms were allocated to the
area in which their 'headquarters' was located.

For the 1969 census, each address on the mailing 1list was assigned to a
most probable county and that county name was listed on the mailing list.
The assignment was based upon factors such as records of the Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation Service, the location of the post office,
and county of location of the majority of rural route patrons. The res-
pondent was asked to check if all his agricultural operations were
located in the county shown on the address Tlabel, otherwise to identify
the 'principal' county in which his agricultural operations were con-
ducted, and to name all other counties in which he had agricultural

Fig. 3 County or equivalent data for Great Britain.
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operations. If he failed to do this correctly, and especially if the
preassigned most probable' county was incorrect, the acres in the farm
may have been tabulated for a different county than in 1964 and earlier
censuses. In addition, even when the respondent replied correctly, if
two counties or more were involved, his concept of the principal county
where his agricultural operations were located might well have differed
from the Tocation of his 'headquarters' as determined by the enumerator
in the earlier census. (U.S. Department of Commerce 1969 Census of Agri-
culture vol.2 p.7, washington, D.C., U.S.A. (1973)).

In the United Kingdom the relationship between the civil parishes under
whose name census data are aggregated and the actual areas on the ground of
the holdings included is a close, but not exact, one. Coppock (1965) was
able to show how, in the Chilterns, farm boundaries crossed parish boundaries
so that the agricultural activity of parts of some parishes was recorded under
the name of other parishes (Fig. 5). Before 1949, MAFF used the farmer's
place of residence to determine the parish under which farmland would be re-
turned. Since then, the location of the bulk of the farm's Tand has also
been a criterion for allocating a farm to a parish.

More recently, the continued amalgamation of holdings and the growth of
other spatially dispersed farm businesses have further reduced the corres-
pondence between a parish and the area whose farming is recorded under its
name. The desire of the census authorities both to reduce the number of
census forms they have to process and to allow the structure of holdings in
the census to reflect the realities of farming has accelerated this discordance
between a parish on a map and the location of the agricultural activity pub-
Tished under a parish's name. An additional difficulty is that in the early
period of the British agricultural census, it is often difficult to establish
the exact boundaries of a parish for a specified year, Tet alone establish
the boundaries of the farms recorded under that parish's name. A watch must
also be kept for land common to two or more parishes.

d) Unequal spatial units

Another consequence of the way individual census returns are aggregated
in both the UK and US is the very unequal size of the resulting spatial units.
Parishes and counties were not designed for presenting census material, they
are just the handy framework of Tocal government taken over for this purpose.
The 891 parishes in Scotland range in area from 40 ha to over 100 000 ha -
the range in England is rather smaller (9 ha to 25 500 ha). The number of
holdings in Scottish parishes varies from under 5 to over 1200 although the
range of statistically significant holdings in parishes is smaller (under 5
holdings to 381 in 1976) (Fig. 6). The range in England and wales 1is again
smaller but the general point remains that the smallest census areas vary
greatly in size by whatever criterion size is measured, and the distribution
of sizes is usually positively skewed. From this it follows that all aggre-
gated data provide a generalization about farming in a given area, and since
the degree of aggregation varies, so does the degree of generalization.
other things being equal, generalization will be Teast in small parishes with
a few Targe farms and greatest in large parishes with many small farms. The
observation that large upland parishes tend to have large farms reduces the
range of generalization as does that fact that neighbouring small farms are
often agriculturally similar. Yet even here there are exceptions with large
parishes having many holdings in parts of the Scottish Highlands, North wales
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- The shaded areas are holdings or parts of holdings

&\\ returned under cther parishes

Fig. 5 Boundaries of holdings and civil parishes in wendover District,
1941. (After Coppock, 1965, pl04)

and the Pennine fringes. Even the smallest spatial aggregation may also tend
excessively to 'average out farming by combining areas of different agricul-
ture. The many areas of strip parishes on the English scarpland and in
eastern Scotland are of this type. The linear parish shape effectively con-
ceals at least two different types of farming behind a single set of parish
totals (Fig. 7).
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Fig. 6 Distribution of number of significant holdings per parish in
Scotland, 1976. (NB Parishes with under 5 holdings have been
amalgamated with neighbouring parishes).

It has been suggested that the unequal generalization inherent in the
use of spatial units of variable size could be reduced by grouping spatial
units to equalize them (Coppock, 1976). However, this raises several prac-
tical problems. Since the Targest units cannot be split, the small units
must be grouped to form Targer ones. This worsens the problems of general-
jzation and the loss of information inherent in all aggregation. It is not
clear whether the advantage lies in equalizing the areas of the spatial units
(using some of the arguments in favour of grid squares for the presentation
of spatial data) or in equalizing the number of farms per spatial unit. One
might be able to obtain a single aggregation to achieve both aims but, even
with computer programs to check the immense number of possible grouping
schemes, this is unlikely. Once the objective behind the grouping has been
selected, there remains the practical task of knowing which spatial units to
amalgamate since, even with a contiguity constraint and a small number of
initial parishes, the number of combinations is very large. Openshaw and
Taylor (1981) have drawn attention to our limited understanding of the effects
on research of the choice of scheme to create a given number of larger spatial
units. Robinson (1956) has provided useful guidance on the weighting of
values referring to spatial units of unequal size when these values are used
in correlation analyses.
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Fig. 7 Parish shapes and sizes in the Inverness area, northern Scotland

(vi) Definitional changes in basic census terms

Ideally the basic terms used in a census of agriculture such as 'farm-
land' 'farm' and 'farmer' should be self-evident and constant in definition
between censuses. This is not so in practice. The census authorities not
infrequently alter these basic definitions for a variety of reasons and this
can have a marked effect on the interpretation of census data.

a) Farmland

In 1866 the definition of farmland in the United Kingdom was based on
Tland of over 5 acres Tisted as being used for agricultural purposes in the
local authorities' rate books (the valuation rolls 1in Scotland). In 1867
the 5 acre minimum size was removed and an extra 400 000 ha of farmland were
included in the census. Areas which were farmed but not assessed for rates
were progressively included in the census and a further 686 000 ha of farm-
land were added by 1875, only a part of which reflected a genuine expansion
of the cultivated area. In 1892 mountainous areas used for rough grazing
were included in the British census - the Tivestock grazing such Tand had
always been included in the returns - and this marked the start of a long
series of amendments and clarifications to the definition and accuracy of re-
cording these areas. 'Rough grazing' was re-defined in 1911 to include un-
fenced land and in 1921 English and welsh farmers were instructed to record
all rough grazing to which they had sole grazing rights. Consequently, rough
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grazing over which common rights extended ought not to have been included in
the English and welsh census although they probably were to some extent before
1921. various rather uncertain estimates of common rough grazings were made
by the Ministry of Agriculture between 1921 and 1952. Rough grazings were
included in the Northern Ireland census after 1930.

The greater proportion of upland in Scotland has led to even greater
apparent changes in the area of farmland there consequent upon definitional
changes. Common grazings, which were regulated under the Crofters Holdings
(scotland) Act 1886, were included in the census and have been subject to
progressively fuller survey and less double-counting during this century.

Deer forests have presented further problems. These treeless moorlands, set
aside by landowners for deer stalking, are generally believed to have expanded
in area up to the early twentieth century and declined thereafter. The fact
that some deer forests also provided poor pasture for sheep and cattle brought
them to the attention of the agricultural census. In 1892 occupiers were re-
quested to return as rough grazing all land used for grazing. This resulted
in occupiers returning all, none or some more or less arbitrary part of their
deer forests as rough grazing. There was also double or triple counting of
some hill land as between the normal census returns, the special deer forest
returns and the common grazings returns. The report of the Departmental
committee on Deer Forests (1922) estimated that the 189 deer forests had ex-
panded in extent from 797 984 ha in 1883 to 1 386 651 ha in 1920. After this,
however, the economics of deer stalking deteriorated, and some land reverted
to grazing and was included in the census in the normal way. Scottish farm
occupiers were asked in 1932 to return as agricultural land all deer forests
capable of being grazed, irrespective of actual use. This added a further

363 000 ha to the area of farmland in Scotland. After 1959 the special deer
forest census was included in the normal census and occupiers were asked to
include as rough grazing all "mountains, hill, moor, deer forest (whether
grazed or not) situated on the farming unit, whether enclosed or not'. This
new ruling produced a further net increase of 606 000 ha in the total rough
grazings area of about 5 million hectares. Conversely, the removal of statis-
tically insignificant holdings from the Scottish census in 1970 reduced the
apparent area of rough grazings by 374 000 ha. In Northern Ireland, hill

Tland held in undivided shares is excluded from the census while the conacre
system (the leasing of the right to occupy farmland for a year and a day) has
demanded great care on the part of the census authorities to avoid double
counting land in both the owner's and conacre tenant's census returns.

The definition of farmland was also expanded by basing the census on the
total area of the holding rather than on the area of crops, grass and rough
grazing. This change took effect in 1960 in Scotland and in 1969 in England
and wales although it took several years for reliable returns to be recorded
from farmers. The new definition of 'total area of holding' was first used
in land-use statistics in 1978/9 although woodland was excluded. The main
influence of this change has been on the statistics of land-use change rather

than on the more narrowly defined indicators of farming (Baines and Lund, 1981).

In conclusion, any study of the area of farmland or Tlosses of farmland
must take into consideration the nature, timing and magnitude of changes in
the agricultural area resulting from altered definitions of farmland and rough
grazing. It should also be noted that, even when the same data are collected
over the years, their presentation may vary which also effectively hinders
historical studies. Thus the English census has collected information on the
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area of cabbages since 1866, but at various times since then the area of
cabbages has been published either by itself or sometimes combined with the
areas of a variety of other crops including one or more of savoys, kale, rape
and koh1 rabi. The more complex changes in the sub-divisions of cattle and
pig numbers are similarly destructive of comparisons over time. Also, the
tendency to group minor crops under the heading 'other crops' or 'other small
fruit' means that it is difficult to trace the origins of, for example, maize
and oil-seed rape production and viticulture in Britain in the years before
these crops are sufficiently common to merit recording separately.

b) Farm

The definition of a farm is another crucial factor in the interpretation
of census data since this too has been altered several times in both the UK
and USA, with effects of such magnitude that they reduce the historical com-
parability of census results. The minimum size of holding in the British
census was 5 acres 1in 1866, there was no minimum size in 1867-8, the minimum
was 1/4 acre from 1869 to 1891 and 1 acre from 1892 to 1968. In Northern
Ireland the minimum was A acre up to 1954 and 1 acre from then until 1968.

A new minimum size of holding was used in England and wales in 1968 and this
was set with reference to both the area of the holding and its size in
standard man-days (see p.6). Holdings were excluded from the main census

i f they were smaller than 26 standard man-days (smaller than 40 smd after
1973), if they had under 10 acres (4 ha) of crops and grass and if they had

no regular whole-time workers. Together these definitional changes removed
50 000 holdings from the census. From 1973, 2000 statistically significant
holdings of under 1 acre (0.4 ha) were fully included in the census since

they exceeded the 40 smd threshold. In Scotland and Northern Ireland the
thresholds of 26 smd and 40 smd applied from 1970 and 1973 respectively. The
holdings excluded from the census are called 'statistically insignificant' -

a reference to their minimal contribution to food production rather than their
numbers which are not inconsiderable. They were surveyed triennally in Scot-
land until 1976 and there are annual partial surveys in England and wales.
Those found to have grown Tlarge enough were restored to the main annual census,
and holdings in the main census which had declined sufficiently in size were
removed.

Since 1980, the European Community's scheme of measuring farm size by
standard gross margins has been progressively adopted (see p.6) and holdings
which were under 1 European Size Unit, employed no full-time labour (except
for the occupier) and extended to less than 6 hectares were added to the
category of statistically insignificant holdings and excluded from the main
census. This again reduced the number of holdings considerably - by 21 per
cent in Northern Ireland. Studies of changes in the number of holdings have
to bear in mind these changes in the minimum size of holding included in the
census. Figure 8 demonstrates the scale of these changes relative to the
normal rate at which the number of holdings alters.

There have also been changes in the definition of a farm for the purpose
of the US census which have had a major effect of farm numbers. For the
censuses of 1959, 1964 and 1969, the farms included were either businesses
of Tess than 10 acres but selling over 8250 worth of agricultural produce or
they were businesses of over 10 acres and selling over $50 worth of produce.
The use of a monetary value as a minimum size implies a falling real minimum
size given money inflation and also directs attention to the uncertainties
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Fig. 8 Total number of holdings in Scotland, 1961-80. (Source:
Agricultural Statistics, Scotland, 1961-80)

over the valuation of produce sold. It should also be noted that the primary
sources of information for compiling the master Tist of all farm businesses
are the Inland Revenue Service's records of persons completing tax forms

1040 schedules C and F and form 1120S and the Social Security Administration's
records of employers of farm Tlabour. These sources are least useful for
small-scale farmers who do not employ workers and for whom agriculture is not
their main source of income. Consequently only 71 per cent of farms selling
under S2500 worth of produce were included in the 1969 census compared with
81 per cent in 1964 and 86 per cent in 1959. These farms are of very minor
importance in terms of food production, but in studies of the social structure
of rural communities and of part-time farming, the definition of a farm and

the variable comprehensiveness of coverage of farms of different sizes need
to be kept in mind.

The definition of a farm was changed in 1976, the old definition being
used in preliminary reports of the 1974 census and the new one in the final
reports and again in the 1979 census. The new definition of a farm was that
it was a business selling over S1000 worth of produce regardless of the area
of the farm. This reduced the number of farms in the census by 300 000 or
11 per cent with a consequent reduction in administrative costs and a gain in
the accuracy of the census, since it removed a part of that section of agri-
culture where coverage was most incomplete. In the 1950s and earlier, the
definition of a farm was left to the discretion of the enumerator in the field
who had to interpret a set of guidelines. This made a nationally consistent
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definition of a 'farm' difficult to achieve in practice throughout the USA.
The definitions since 1850 of places to be counted as farms are given in de-
tail in the introduction to volume II of the 1964 Census of Agriculture.

The advent of computers has not only speeded the processing of results, it
has made it easier to apply a nationally uniform definition of a farm and to
consistently exclude small farms.

Both the British and American censuses have also had to come to terms
with the expansion of farms which has produced business enterprises with
several physically separate blocks of Tand under common management. This is
no problem if the farmer agrees to all his farms being enumerated on a single
census form. In the US a farm which includes land in more than one county
is returned as though it was one unit in the county containing the majority
of the farm's land except where the farm is very large, in which case separate
returns are used. The Scottish Department of Agriculture (DAFS) has promoted
this merging of census returns since 1957. The difficulties occur if the
farmer refuses to combine his holdings for the purpose of the census. This
may be legitimate if the holdings are so far apart that, except for sharing
harvesting machinery, for example, they are in effect separately managed farms.
A rough guideline, initially of 5 miles (8 km) and Tater 15 miles (24 km),
was established in Scotland to mark the maximum separation between holdings
which could still qualify for amalgamation for census purposes. It is est-
imated that about 15 per cent of Scottish holdings, often upland ones, are
under common management. During the period 1963-5 and in 1973 the DAFS took
the initiative in seeking to identify cases where holdings might be amalgamated
in the census if the occupier agreed. This resulted in quite substantial
numbers of 'paper amalgamations' which show up clearly in Figure 8. This
exercise allowed the census to 'catch up' with the normal process of struc-
tural change. The US and English and welsh censuses, being much larger, have
to accept a longer lag between farms enlarging and this being reflected 1in
the census. This can also be of regional significance since some areas,
notably the uplands of eastern Scotland, appear to have more farms run by
farmers elsewhere than other areas. The dilemma is that the more the census
reflects the current structural position of the industry, the more difficult
becomes the geographical interpretation of parish data, since the correspon-
dence between farm and parish boundaries is further diminished. The desir-
ability of the census reflecting structural changes makes the mapping of census
data for small areas increasingly unrealistic in districts where there are
many physically separated farms under common management recorded on a single
census form. The small size of British parishes probably makes this a more
serious consideration in the UK than in the United States although even here
it cannot be ignored.

c) Farmer

It is not clear how many farmers there are in the UK or the USA. This
is partly a product of the difficulties already discussed in defining a farm,
but an additional source of difficulty arises from the element of self-
perception in any occupational classification. The Population Census in both
countries usually records a smaller number of farmers than the number imputed
from the Agricultural Census, since part-time farmers record themselves in
the Population Census by their other (and usually principal) occupation.

The American census of agriculture formerly included in the definition of a
farmer the need for that person to see himself as a farmer. Information on
the number of farmers and farm operators in the United Kingdom has improved
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since the mid-1970s with modifications to the census and sample surveys
(Rettie, 1975), while in the USA data on the number of farm operators (as
distinct from the number of farms) is still scanty.

(vii) Accuracy

Ideally one would wish to regard all census data as completely accurate.
This presupposes, among other things, that farmers know the correct answer
to each question on the census schedule and that they are willing to give it.
This is not always so. The areas of British hill farms are often suspiciously
round numbers Tike 1000 acres. This is not just rounding up from, say, 998
acres but often reveals a real ignorance of the true area of upland in dis-
tricts where maps do not show the area of unenclosed hill land. Farmers may
perpetuate such errors by copying their answer from the previous year's census
form. In the Towlands, the areas of fields are mapped in Great Britain but
even here traditional field sizes - 'five-acre field' - rather than actual
areas may sometimes be reported. More seriously, farmers may be uncertain
as to which common hill land is theirs. Hart noted one case of 1z square
miles of Scottish upland which nobody claimed while cases of double counting
of farm land are not unknown (Coppock, 1978).

Even when the farmer knows the correct answer to the question, it is
possible that, on occasion, he will not give it. If the census is conducted
by tax officers, as the British one was in the nineteenth century, then farm
area or numbers of Tivestock may be under-recorded in the belief or hope that
this will reduce liability to local or national taxation. Alternatively, if
a farmer is claiming a subsidy based on farm area (e.g. the former British
subsidy for 1iming land) then farm area may be inflated.

Inaccuracy can also creep into the census in other ways. Incomplete
coverage is one source of error. The 1969 US Census of Agriculture reached
97.1 per cent of the hopefully complete list of farms with sales of over
$2500 but coverage for smaller farms was only 71 per cent. The 1974 census
met even greater resistance. Inaccuracy is greatest for small farms and for
items such as the number of farms and farmers, and is least for crops such
as wheat which are predominantly grown on large farms. The final rate of
response to the US censuses is only achieved after numerous reminder letters,
visits and telephone calls spread over 7 months for the 1969 census and nearly
14 months for the 1974 census as Figure 9 shows. The later replies are un-
Tikely to be as accurate for census day as the earlier ones.

The British census claims 99 per cent accuracy on most items but even
here parts of the census have to be treated with rather greater caution than
this figure would warrant. Data on farm numbers, for example, are partly a
reflection of the census authorities' ability to check on the completeness
and currency of its master Tist of farms. Incompleteness of coverage is not
only a feature of the earlier censuses. As late as 1941, the introduction of
rationing for animal feedstuffs uncovered an extra 18 000 holdings in England
and wales covering 109 000 ha of farmland not previously included in the
census. This can be compared with the Ministry's previous estimate of an
under-enumeration by 40 000 ha. Similarly, holdings in England and wales with
over 1 acre (0.4 ha) of rough grazing but no crops or grass have been poorly
recorded since their first inclusion in the census in 1907. Fortunately,
they are not believed to be numerous.
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Fig. 9 Receipt of returns from 1969 US Census of Agriculture. (Source:
US Department of Commerce (1973) 1969 Census of Agriculture
vol 2, chap 1 (General Report) p.A29)

A study of the amalgamation of holdings in Scotland compared census re-
sults for holdings held on computer tape with clerical records, and noted a
number of errors in one or other source which are worth recording for their
more general interest (Clark, 1977). About 1 per cent of the recorded amal-
gamations were in fact the fragmentation of holdings, about 7 per cent of
the recorded amalgamations did not appear to have occurred and about 3 per
cent of the cases were not amalgamations by the official definition since
only a part of another holding was taken over. About 4 per cent of amalga-
mations were incorrectly recorded as Farm A taking over Farm B whereas in
fact it was the other way round. Finally, new amalgamations not recorded on
the computer tapes were identified from clerical records and this increased
the number of amalgamations by 1.5 per cent. Misunderstandings, errors in
processing and a lack of staff to follow up problem cases are inevitable
features of even the most effective organization. Each source of inaccuracy
may be quite small but their cumulative effect needs to be remembered when
interpreting results since, particularly in small areas, the errors may not
'cancel each other out'. uUnfortunately most researchers do not get the oppor-
tunity to check the accuracy of census data they wish to use.
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Certain aspects of the census are also believed to be recorded with less
accuracy than other parts. Land-use changes measured from the census in
England and wales were widely regarded for many years as less accurate than
they should have been (Centre for Agricultural Strategy, 1976). Information
on Tand tenure is also not wholly satisfactory in England and wales partly
because the continuity of data for tenure of holdings is so poor (1887-91,
1908-14, 1919-29, 1941-43, 1950, 1960 and since 1970). In addition, the
basis of calculating tenure has changed. Up to 1922 in England and wales
and until 1960 in Scotland, the tenure of a holding was calculated on the
basis of its area of crops and grass. Thereafter either the crops, grass and
rough grazings area was used or the total area of the holding. The North-
field Committee's Report (1979) observed that even modern data are misleading
since the area of tenanted land is over-estimated by the inclusion of cases
in which the tenant has an interest in the land. Such cases account for about
8 per cent of all tenancies in Scotland and so the Committee suggested that
the true proportion of land rented at arm's length' in Great Britain was
between 3 and 8 percentage points lower than the census figure (see also
Rose et al., 1977). Figures on owner-occupation were also believed to be
misleading since they included land run by farm managers and some partner-
ships. The simple division of farmland into owner-occupied and tenanted in-
creasingly fails to reflect the complexity and ingenuity of tenurial arrange-
ments devised for fiscal reasons. The dilemma for the census authorities is
that to bring the structure of the census questions on land tenure up-to-date
is to Tose some of the historical comparability in the data.

A recent study of the Lancashire horticulture industry by Phillips has
uncovered another combination of types of error which is probably not un-
common. The published statistics show that between 1969 and 1979 there was
an increase of 46 per cent (130 holdings) in the total number of horticultural
holdings with glasshouses in the two parts of Lancashire used as study areas.
Field survey on foot using maps, aerial photographs and a door-to-door survey
estimated that there had actually been a reduction of 31 per cent or 198
holdings over the period (Table 2).

Table 2. Number of horticultural holdings with glasshouses in parts of
Lancashire, 1969-79

MAFF census Field survey Net under-
data data enumeration by MAFF
1969 283 ' 68 35
1979 413 447 - 27
Change +130 Jog S o

The difference is accounted for by partially compensating errors of over-
and under_enumeration at both censuses. In 1969, 388 holdings escaped enumer-
ation while 33 holdings were incorrectly included in the census. By 1979
coverage was much more complete, perhaps because more holdings became known
to MAFF when grants were claimed under the Horticultural Improvement Scheme.
Nevertheless, 97 holdings were still omitted from the census in 1979 and 70
wrongly included. Phillips also noted discrepancies in the data on the area
under glass on holdings and in one, admittedly exceptional area, 15 per cent
of holdings were allocated to the wrong parish.

28

other specific sources of error in censuses include data on crop yields
which are notoriously difficult to measure - less detailed information on
yields is now published in the UK because of this unreliability. Reasonable
doubts can also be raised regarding the information about the area cut for
hay and silage since fields may be cut more than once in the year. In addi-
tion, any new question added to a census usually produces an incomplete and
inaccurate response for the first few years. Coppock (1955) noted that only
70 per cent of farm occupiers answered satisfactorily a new question on the
age of temporary grass when it was first asked in 1943. By 1950 a 94 per cent
satisfactory response had been received. The US census of 1969 commented on
the high rate of non-response (about 12 per cent) to the question on the total
value of farm products sold. Non-response generally led to about 8.7 per cent
of the returns included in the census being imputed by the Bureau of the
Census. The use of imputed returns (usually the previous year's figures) is
also known to occur in the British censuses but its current extent is not
known. However, in 1891 estimated returns were made for 3.3 per cent of
holdings (Coppock, 1955) and for 1.75 per cent in 1923.

The intention of this section is not to suggest that census material
should not be used, but simply to draw attention to the quite understandable
temptation for researchers to regard all census data as equally reliable.

This is not so and care should be taken when interpreting the results of those
parts of the census known to be prone to a rather greater inaccuracy than the
majority of the census information.

v_OTHER SOURCES OF AGRICULTURAL DATA

It would take too long to 1ist all the other sources of agricultural
data since they are very numerous, but a few are worth noting here since they
either complement the information provided by the census or have a similar
scope and quality to census data. Such information is often useful to set
the census in perspective or to provide more detail on aspects of farming
recorded only sketchily by the census.

UnTlike the US census, the British ones provide little information on
farmers' costs or revenues. This gap is filled by the Farm Management Scheme
in England, wales and Northern Ireland and the Farm Accounts Scheme in Scot-
land. They are both sample surveys which are co-ordinated with the European
Community's Farm Accountancy Data Network and are run by University Depart-
ments of Agricultural Economics and Colleges of Agriculture. Special care
must be taken while interpreting the results, since the data are based on
farms not the holdings used in the census. Researchers also need to pay
attention to the nature of the sample of farms collaborating in the surveys
and to the precise, but not intuitively obvious, definition of net farm in-
come. The classification of the farms surveyed changed in 1949-51 and in
1964, and from 1977/78 the system for measuring farm income in England and
wales was altered to conform to the European Community's conventions. This
included the adoption of the standard gross margin as the unit for measuring
farm size instead of the standard man-day (see p. 6). A farm's total standard
gross margin (expressed in European Units of Accounts (EUA)) provides the
basis for the division of farms into six size-classes based on European Size
Units (1 ESU = 1000 EUA). The distribution of each holding's standard gross
margins between enterprises determines the type of farm according to a ten-
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fold classification which is a simplified version of the EC's 58-type scheme.
The new and old definitions of farm types used in the Farm Management Survey
are given in Appendices 3 and 4. Results are published annually in Farm
incomes in England and Wales (MAFF, since 1944-5), farm incomes in England

(MAFF since 1978-9), the sypplement to the annual digest of welsh agricul-
tural statistics (welsh office), Economic report on Scottish agriculture
(DAFS, before 1980 scottish agricultural economics). the statistical review
of Northern Ireland agriculture (DANI) and Farm incomes and investment in
Northern Ireland (pan1). The incomes of American farmers are recorded in
the normal census reports with more detailed information for inter-censal

periods available in the USDA'S Farm income situation (annual), People with
farm earnings (1972) and Families with farm incomes (1979).

The last ten years have witnessed considerable research and official
interest in structural changes in agriculture on both sides of the Atlantic.
The USDA's A time to choose (1981A) provides much useful data and has a valu-
able and comprehensive bibliography. The US Department of Commerce's The

changing structure of U.S. agriculture and its contributions to the na tjona]
economy 31974) is also useful in a broader context. The British scene 1s

described in The changing structure of agriculture, 1968-1975 compiled by
MAFF, DAFS and DANI. Both publications rely heavily on special analyses of
census data to chart the increasing size of farms and their growing enterprise
SEec1a1ization_and so the caveats in this booklet about the census apply to
these publications as well.

Recent changes in Tandownership have also provoked some political con-
troversy in Great Britain and America. The committee of inguiry into the
acquisition and occupancy of agricultural Tand (the Northfield Committee
Report, 1979) investigated and reported on changes in farm size, farm owner-
ship and land tenure using census and other sources and is a valuable compen-
dium of information. In the US, the Departments of Commerce and Agriculture
have both investigated foreign ownership of land and the Agriculture Committee
of the House of Representatives has studied this and also the growth of in-
igggytiona1 ownership of land (Hjort, 1978; USDA, 1980 and 1981B, and Lewis,

Micro-scale studies of farms may wish to know the boundaries of farms,
but this presents serious problems since neither census records this inform-
ation. In Great Britain there are maps of farm boundaries in 1941-3 but these
are confidential and since they are not being updated, except partially in
Scotland, they are seriously out of date. The Northern Ireland Agricultural
Inspectorate have land-use and farm boundary maps which are revised each year
(coppock, 1978). There is no nationwide map coverage of farm boundaries in
the USA either. Such maps as do exist in both countries have to be treated
with great caution because not only are they subject to error in mapping the
boundaries, they are also liable to the general census problems of defining
farms. The need for the researcher to undertake his own fieldwork to map farm
boundaries is as evident as it is time-consuming.

The quality of land on which the farming recorded in the census takes
place is another area where data would be useful. Maps at a scale of
1:63 360 provide a simple five-grade classification of agricultural land
quality in England and wales. This map series is a valuable tool for examining
the links between farming and the physical environment, although the Timit-
ations of the maps voiced by Dennis (1976) and others have to be borne in mind.
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The Macaulay Institute's series of Land Capability maps provides analogous
information for some of the Towland parts of Scotland while their climatic
assessment maps cover the whole of Scotland. No nationwide maps of agricul-
tural land quality in the USA are available at a scale which can be related
to individual farms.

The agricultural census, in so far as it records the use of land on
farms, is often employed as a source for wider studies of national land use.
This may seem an obvious use for census data, but it is a dangerous one, as
Coppock (1978) has observed. The census only records those Tand-use changes
which come to its attention and the Centre for Agricultural Strategy's Land
for agriculture (1976) has examined the validity and usefulness of agricul
tural census data in the context of studies of land-use change. The useful-
ness of such data is hotly contested and publications by Best and Coppock
(1962), Rogers (1978) and Dickinson and Shaw (1978) describe the bases of the
controversy. In the United States, the debate over the Toss of farmland is
Tess sharp at a national Tevel, although in some states (Oregon, Vermont,
california and Hawaii, for example) it has been an issue of political signif-
icance. The USDA's Major uses of land in the United States provides a summary
of changes in Tand use based on each census. It is usually issued as one of
the USDA's Agricultural Economic Reports and other information on farmland
is available in the USDA's EFarms and land in farms and in Blobaum (1974).

Classifications of the types of farm in both countries are also derived
from the census. The British classifications vary somewhat between the three
UK censuses and comprise classifications devised by the agricultural depart-
ments. The results are subject to changes due to the alterations in the min-
imum size of holding described in Section IvV(vi) and to the standard man-day
weightings in 1976, for example. The English and welsh scheme of classific-
ation for 1976/77 is reproduced in Appendix 4. Results are published annually
in Farm classification in England and wales (MAFF, since 1963), Economic
report on Scottish agriculture (DAFS, formerly Agricultural statistics,

Scotland) and Statistical review of Northern Ireland agriculture (DANI). The
results are mostly confined to full-time holdings and the Scottish scheme

classifies holdings for both the current year and also by keeping holdings

in the group to which they were allocated in 1968. Since 1980 UK farm classi-
fication based on the distribution of standard man-days between enterprises
has been progressively replaced by an EC-compatible scheme based on the dis-
tribution of standard gross-margins (see p. 6). The quinquennial American
census classifies farms with over S2500 worth of sales in four ways; by area,
by value of agricultural products sold, by the Standard Industrial Classific-
ation (SIC) of farms and by the SIC subdivided by value of sales. The
classifications for states are published in volume 1 of the Census Reports.

Land prices are recorded annually in Scottish agricultural economics
(since 1980 called Economic report on Scottish agriculture), the statistical
review of Northern Ireland agriculture and ADAS's Agricultural land prices
in England and wales. All these sources are based on Inland Revenue data
which is not otherwise available to researchers. Changes in farm rents are
published annually in Scottish agricultural economics (since 1980 called
Economic_report on Scottish agriculture), and in ADAS's Farm rents in England
and wales. Nearly all farms in Northern Ireland are owner-occupied.

Some sources of information deal with only one type of farm, but do so
in much more detail than the census. British examples include the Annual
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report of the Crofters Commission, the Ministry of Agriculture's annual report

on smallholdings in England and wales and the Federation of United Kingdom
Milk Marketing Boards' publications especially uynited Kingdom dairy facts and

figures (annual). American examples include the USDATS pairy situation
National food situation and Farm labor

More general sources of information include the work of the Scottish
and Agriculture Select Committees of the House of Commons and committees of
Ccongress (particularly the Committee on Agriculture), the British Government's
Annual review of agriculture and the OECD's agricultural policy in the united
Kingdom (1974A) and agricultural policy in the United States (197413). The
<K ce-tral Statistical Office's Guide to official statistics and Studies in
official statistics - agriculture and food statisticS are the most useful

introductions to the wealth of other information available.

VI_CONCLUSION

The Agricultural Census does not reveal all there is to know about
farming in either the United Kingdom or the United States. It does not pro-
vide fully accurate information on those aspects of farming it does record.
It is certainly hazardous to make international comparisons using census data
although the harmonization of censuses in the European Community is a useful
step forward. Yet the Agricultural Census remains a source of information
about current and past agricultural practices without which rural studies
would be the poorer. Its value is enhanced if users of census data bear in
mind that censuses are conducted at public expense for the purposes of public
policy and not to meet the needs of academic research. The interpretation
of the census needs to be circumspect, but it is still quite indispensible
for rural studies.
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Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
Agricultural and Horticultural Census: Return for 1 June, 1981
NOTICE REQUIRING INFORMATION
To be completed and sent back by 8 June, 1981

Agricultural Censuses and Surveys Branch,
Government Buildings (Block Al,
i\aZ ,, rd;_Guildford, Surrey, GUI 2LD.
Agricultural Statistics Act 1979

The Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food requires you to complete this form in respect of the land you
occupy. Notes for your guidance are provided; please read these carefully before you complete the form.
The information given should relate to the position on 1 june 1981 except where otherwise stated. The form
must be returned by 8 June 1981 to the Collecting Officer at the address shown above.

No information you give on the return may be published or otherwise disclosed without your prior written
consent, except as specified under Section 3 of the above Act.

Under Section 4 f the above Act penalties may be imposed on any person who, without reasonable excuse,
fails to furnish information or knowingly or recklessly furnishes false information.

B. D. HAYES, Secretary

1 ACRE 0.4047 HECTARES

FARM AREA, CROPS, GRASS AND LABOUR

Please enter all areas to the nearest 0.1 hectare

JUNE 1981

1 TON = 1.018 TONNES

1 ACRE = 0.4047 HECTARES
1,000 SQ. FT. = 93.0 SQ. METRES
1 TON = 1.016 TONNES

THIS IS A METRIC FORM:—

In correspondence please quote
your Holding Number

POSTCODE
Please enter correct postcode
here if none is given alongside
or if it is incorrect.

total area |
(hectares)

0 FO1 e |

B.R. ILC.
12 13 181 F/

R6131—

LE%}\

If the area of your holding is incorrectly stated in the address panel
above please state the correct area here, and then complete page 6.
Do not include land on which the keep is let to you or rented on a

ek 1169 F9
seasonal basis — see note 6. Total area

hectares

If you are in doubt about the completion of this form write to the Collecting Officer, at the above address,
quoting your holding number, or consult your Divisional Office.

AFTER COMPLETING THE FORM PLEASE SIGN THE
DECLARATION AT THE FOOT OF PAGE 6

Form CSS/4£2 CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE —Is-
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AREA OF HOLDING Hectares SEASONAL USE OF LAND Hectares
TOTAL AREA OF YOUR HOLDING 77’
Tto agree with total of items 4-9 below)
41
by ? 2
QF e How much is rented by you (this land should be included in items 1-351
AREA How much is owned by you? 3
Aseaacl land-sented: seasoraly, ehy gfrom
is making 42
grazing
CROPS AND FALLOW 4
(to agree with item 35 below) . (this land should NOT be included in items 1-351
GRASSLAND | Put down in 1977 or later 5 |RRIGATION Yes/No
(Include Clover.
Sainfoin and | All other grassland excluding 6
Lucerne) rough grazing .
Do you irrigate outdoor crops (except water- .
ROUGH GRAZING on which you have SOLE ; cress)? Please answer 'YES' or 'NO'
grazing rights (note 31
WOODLAND on the holding (note 4) 8 0
ALL OTHER LAND not included above,
eg farm roads, yards, buildings, | 9 0
gardens, ponds, derelict land, etc
HAY AND SILAGE STOCKS Tonnes
HAY
Enter stocks remaining
CROPS AND FALLOW tes 7-9 from previous seasons
o — see notes 7-
SILAGE
Wheat
Winter 12
Barley
Spring 13
Cereals
for
ats 14 FARMERS AND WORKERS — see notes 10-18
threshing (Include each person once anl Number
Mixed Corn 15
Princi Whole-time | 50
16 rincipa
Rye lihE7r:tr or holding) -
Pad-time 51
Maize for threshing or stockfeeding 17
Already harvested or intended for " 52
potatoes | harvesting by 31 July
Whole-time | 53
Intended for harvesting after 31 July | |19 Other partners and directors
lif working on the holding)
Sugar beet not f or stockfeeding 20 54
Hops 21 Wives or husbands of other partners 55
and directors Id working on the holding)
Ho(ftoicauoltu ali@rti 1 (;Z1iVGin - mushrooms) »
agree page Salaried Managers 56
57
Bean Other Regular Male
Whole-time
Turnips and Swedes Family Female 58
Crops
for Fodder Beet and Marigolds 25 Workers Regular Male 59
stock- Part-time
feeding | Kale, Cabbage, Savoy, 25 (note 16) Female 60
lexcluding | Kohl Rabi and Rape ot o
aize) N Regular lale
Other Crops (not Grass) Hired Whole-time 52
Please specify:
Workers
Regular ale 6
(note 17) o
Rape grown for oilseed 2% Part-time | remale 64
Other Crops (not for stockfeeding) (note 91 u Seasonal or Casual Male 65
Please specify: Workers (hired or
family) Female 68
Bare Fallow 32
TOTAL CROPS AND FALLOW TOTAL FARMERS AND WORKERS 691,
(to agree with item 4 above)

Form CSS/462
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CATTLE

Cows Malnl\r four p:oduclng milk or
and rsanng calves for the dajry herd
Halfars ——

In milk Mainky for reanng cihvies fot beal

c Imanded malnly for producing milk
i“‘;:,,'[ ar searing cabees for the. dalry hard
but not
in mil Jmanded malnl far rearing
i o b "’

Heifars | or raarlngl calvas for the dBII’\I’ herd
Ingelf —- —_ o
[first calfh  Intendac maml) for maring
cahs for b

Buils 2 vears o odd and ovar
for -—
rervice l ymr dd and under 2

|M,|, texcluclmq bulls
. ‘o sarvicet

aver slaughter

Famale -
tor dairy or
l beet herd
i
raplal:aments

Mala leaciuding Butls
for servical

A intendad for

Inkgndod mauty !ar producieg mifk

2 —- . - JE—
al‘:la::l mtendedior Lo

i_u;h

1yaar ! slaughims i
ather oidgnd : | -
undar. (arriau-.- herd .
Catth |Fumale mplace"ms M
- _
end I ' forbaatherd I
Calver | replicements 186
[ml:ludlng °
A meonthe budl calves %
wncler for gervical
1 yaar - ) -
o Intwndad far-sksughter. :
|_as cahes .
i Lindar _ -
& months | Male uncludlng T |
o Others | bl calyes for % |
| sanvine!
! J_ . Famale 1|
| TOTAL CATTLE and CALVES f=
—_— - - — Tick
“Paease Tick thic box i all the carfle sntered at 92 ¢ ]
abave balong to soemeans eise, and you are only ;=
| Providing geaving . I |
Huifersin calf ifirat calf} Numier
| Of the heffere in calf netumed - 2 years ared g
. at dems 74 and 76 abave, P — m——— -
; how many wera .agec.li_—_ : under 2 yaars N *_'I__ 1
Inah Stufas
"Store Cattle on the holding which have been v
i inyportad from the Insh Republic {atraady 9
| ir:luded at -tems !
puinily —_ 1 1 -
CALVINGS on the holm durlrg B months
Decembar 1350 10 M g Nurrber

Haifern that calusd far the firgt limp during aring the
period Decernber 1980 to May 1981

Al other cows that calved during e period
Decarnber 1960 to May 1881

L T

Formn 55 462

LIVESTQCK JUNE 1981
Sen notes 13-21
Wumber . FGS Mumber
E] ! [ Sows In ply 100 | &0
- - Gulu m pig 1 | & |
Othar Sows itither baing -
Erpading | wcklsd oF dry sowwe being kepn 102 &2
alv Pigy ! fort ing? i
n'l Bonrs being uned for nsrvice | 103 B2,

Gitta B0kg (11006) 8ng over
}{llvewpaghts rart yetin pig but ax- 104 24
. pected to ba used for hmedmg

Harren saws for fattening . W5 | &b
H " 110 kg £240 Ik ard ovar
| Bvevet 05| B8
) kg 175 163 and undar [
Al 5 07| &Y
i"‘"r"" JID 0 Im Iby Hurweight
Pigs Inot | 50 kg 1110 1b) 200 under
anterad ki 1175 |b) llvewsig e | &
ahove) b Idsh’—v ht
kg (! | arwd urdar ]
2 kg (110 Il lvewalght 0189
Undar 20 kg TEE W)
1 liveweel Ighl
i [rotaL pics —

$HEEP AND LAMBS

| ——— e

! Ewas kept for braedlng (0o not includa
tw-tooth Fwes, itam 114, or drafr arad e 113 A3
waes, e 11681

| Two-tooth Ewe ;
1Shaarling Ewsa u( GRmMmErs! put, or 1o be 114 | aa
pul e the ram in 1981

Drate and cast Ewas
{do not include at tem 1131

' Wothats and ut.her aheap

I_mbn ugier 1 vear ¢ old
TOTAL SHEEP Bnd I.AMBS

POULTRY Do not include the same birds undor mom
hian one hesdlng and do nol mcluds game birds

, Growing pullets Ifrom day ald [
" Mensand ' to point utpl ‘ZT B

Pulists --—vl—
| ma]I‘:I\f'l'or glrs thay | s than 12 e nomhs 122 Bz i
aroducing :‘:‘E\E:“heen 12 monihs hut s ‘23 B3
apns for Bying . than 18 mont| .
Ll B [

15 mumhs at more 124! B4

Hsns and Pulluts of aH agss
Fowls . kaol mainly for praducing
tor ' emas for hatehing

bigeding ~ T —— —
158 | Cocka and Cockerals of al
| ages kent far braeding

Brolitrs "fnr kiking up ta 10 weeks of a_ge.'l |11‘7 B? -
|noﬁ“§1e':°r"”i'"° and (her tahle fowl llﬂ ;_

Ducks uf all e 128 g9

Guase ot all ages - I‘”'I CQT_ _:
TI.I!'(U" Hena uvaad for tlrmdmg LEh] I o i 0
_mr other Turkeys {inchiding siagel RE: _c:| -
TOTAL F_OUI.T;PL - . 1

HORTICULTURE

" Planss anter sll arens ta the nearsat 0.1 hactars |

JUNE 1881

Hactaras

ORCHARDS

Fary, CRRIAGD

= 1AL CRCHARDS
1
. Digasert apples 05| "9 .
VEGETABLES GROWN IN THE OPEN — for human conaumpticn iy e
. ki 210 -
Sex notea 7 and 22-23 Hoctares, Orchards. ,c"" ing appte 40 _
B — 1
[{ ark et . cammartcialty
Bruseels T i L Tl ares
' - youn
for procesalng i 7|6 nor»begﬁg
- I archa J
Aesmeining spring cabbage (panted in 19801 i.I}'E G2 - - m“"mi" m,“':k’ o ZIE! " -
= - T litern 230y | Creedries : N
Cabbage ant Savoys el . o o TiE pp
Mo ctlfiaces. S ! {inclusding nuts? : .
anct Kale nate 22) 78| 68| . —
Carrats 175 08 - SMALL FAUIT
- Include at liesns 218225 {but not st 228 any ares ot
Psrsnips 181 HI . smiall fruit growwn under oreherd tnees I
Tnmlpa and Swades inm lur stockfaeding:  |182 1 H2 . _ jOpan grown anly 28| 28 .
— —_ —_— Strawberries LN\E!MTIQ -, z-is — - - —
Bemootlregﬂet;ee far market 183 HI . _ jUndercloches, low tunneks, etc. J4 .
not sugar beet or — -
toddorbest! | for procesaing 1341 Ha « | | Respherres 220| KB .
. it S - g T —
for market 22 K1 * H
ont | tor saled . 185 | HS T__ ! | mlackeurraney —- — -
nlons Dry bult  Inciuge pravipus 186| HB . X fr.lr nmussmn _m K2
autumi & - oy - = sooubsmu 23| K3
Broad Bas 1 : . ' _— - -—
i | : [ Gther small frult Ilnl.ludmg grapes! inota 231 28| Ks .
Runnsr Basna ipche Jw ‘! [ToTAL DRCHARDS ANO SMALL FRUMTS
T . liteitis 07-225 shova less sny ares of amad | 236| KE + |
} Runner Beans |climbing| 190; i - an grown under grohard treesy !
; Franch Beane Wiz -
P for h d ! . HARDY NURSERY STOGHK
eas for harvasting dry Fruit trees, bUshes and cares, stawharries .
Graen Paax ! - far runner produetion and cthar bt stock ol .
—_— H 1ar
Celary Inat under glass] W r Inoees linesuding srock for badding) | 231] L1 o
i _
Lettuce (nat under giass! 196 & . TBheuks, corifers, hedging plams sz 1z .
i " Feld ar\d Christmas trees Inot roses) . |
Other vagetables end mixad areas a0 e . | qrown - H —
linclude sweer com and Waterereag) Inate 230 iﬁ Omammm wee 233 13 ¢ .
TOTAL VEGETABI.ES gravwd in the opem . Pmennlal herbacacus plants Inot 34| 14 N
—— o . for cut flowers) .
N - —
Cieher hardy nursory Stock and mixer! . H
areas  Include the aved of land veed 28| 45 | .
Fur container grown pants o
TOTAL HARDY NUHSEHY STOCK 9/@ L6 | .
Number of comainer-grown phants 237l To nearest 100 |
producad on helding in last 12 months 17
GLASSHOUSE AREA BULBS :corms, (ubars and rhizomest
Note: 1000 e, retres = (.1 hectars Hectares ana FLOWERS in tha ppen Hevterea
) Adl Buths grown in the cpen
| Total aves under glees or plastic structuarss For cut kowers or bulbs 40 Mo .
l excludimg lights, cloches and plastic . )
l 5 —_ .
{ tunnslz — see nots A on paga | Gther flawers {in the upenl far suing 243 M3 .
L PR |

VT

L/ i M .
d

TOTAL HORTICULTURAL CROPS |excluding mushrooms)

It mgree with item 22 ar. phge 21 .

Etem! AM — 206 + 226 + 230 + 244 [m,j MQ] -

| TOTAL BULBS and FLOWERS

41



GLASSHOUSE AND PROTECTED CROPS

JUNE 1981
1 GLASSHOUSE AND PLASTIC COVERED STRUCTURES
WG 8Q. FT. = $3.0 50. METRES
| N TOTAL AREA (whetherinuse or nat — Sen nota &) Squart matres
A “Gianshouss' inchudes any fined or mobile B i
structure ol a height sufficient 1a allow peruons Arsa covered by glass \With haaking aqulpmen: 0| No
o érar in un upright seshion and which is v -
Pazed or clad with film or igid plastic or othee Withour heating aquipment 1| N1 :
| flara subatitures, In ha case of mobile $iuc- . 1
tures return only the areg covered by the truc- © | Area covered by piastics or With heating equinrment 2| N2
- tures thewabves Bnd not the tolal aree of the other gless unhnnmu R
; $ites that could be covered by moving tha | Without heating eqvipment | B3| N3
structureg
\ Do et Includs Hghta and cloches or low ] TOTAL AREA {te agnaa with totel at 2?41 Izs-l Nd
pHastic mnns — —— J— 7
el y
AREA OF CAOPS |do nat |nc|ude &rops under lights or cloches|
! ! Plarmed by 28 February
. heated | 1361 L |
: Tomatass crop — — . _——ad
am,
Flaned after 28 Fehruary |
1981 =56 N4 |
VEGETABLES unheated crop | 27 NT: |
Cucumbera "] 7
Swet pepEars 28 Nl,'
inher and herts [ df g
- grown for sala in pots o boxesl 0 w0
Catnitiony 1 (¥ -
-_— —+ =+
Roses 242 (g2 J
Chryslmhamums 'lm [ %]
FLOWERE [ ™ P T— T
flowwaring planta arhe '
I B fams 268 and 268 piva the totsl area of Plants in pots then Lhessnthemume 4 | v
huuss Boor space, ot the totel aree of Inche Bb Tt
L chea or bede. far fnﬂlsge 2691 99
Al othér flowars Torage urops, nirsery cro olen.
sapdiings and bedding plants e | P
FRUIT | Striwhemies and any other fruit F1
REMAINING GLASSHOUSE AREA AT 1 JUNE - Fr Rl
TOTAL AREA I agres with total at 254 aboval IZ]N— [
S —— - —_ o] _

SELF BLANCHING GELERY ‘grown as & protected cropl
] Araa of Salf Blnnchlng Calary gegwrn this aseson JI_‘{.!S| Ps | J’

HEDDING PLANTE [N BOXES IN GLASSHOWSES — Sea nate C MNumber of bones

€ s‘““ﬂu&hb:u the nuolfﬂ‘:lhsr of bowma | ] l_\.l' p—— pily o
recorded in terma of the stendard g
MW x 17 box or lty metic aquivalent ;',';dgﬂ:gmf,:a:;:g:“‘" in baxes during _— _]: — -

Omm x Zibmm | Orniamental beddlng pants ,fzn FF
2 MUSHROOMS GROWN AS A PROTECTED CROP
. Stuane metres

[ Totat tasie buc mras used for Froductian, Ta. orea of

shatves mb-uxasurbagam'rd PB
meucling thet of pesk heat spm lunninu roomy 7
%

N.B. Tha iand on which the shods or buildings swand should be mtureed at itam 8 . “gthes kand

Form C55/482 5
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CHANGE [N AREA OF HOLDING

Planua giva details in sections 1 and 2 below of any thangas in the area of the halding

LAND GIVEN UP

Pleass state area of [and givan up and
4 krownt hewy st will be used: —

{ab farmed by anothar parson

Fleass giva name and eddress
af naw ocupirel

Hectares 2 LANC TAKEM OVER

Ploass state area of land taken over and
(if koawynb s previous UGB —

al farmed by anpther parson

Fheaze give name and addreas
of pravious occupiar sl

Hactarea
Ibl  for urben, industrial of 294 | 4 . ik} from urban, induatrlal of
| {J— ; racreational use
IE) for nvireval working 206 | AS ! . jci frem mineral wotklng
id] for fomstry or private woods 297 | A7 . tdl  from lorestry O privat woods
e for Miniatry of Defence purposes 2% | Ro ) '_ | ‘et trom Minigiry of Dafenca

i) Tther ressons for decrease in amd

) Othes masons for incteass in arsa

Hectaras

Hecteras

3 CHANGE OF ACDDRESS

FPlease give any
neCEssany carrection
to nama and adkiress
shown on Page 1in
BLDCK LETTERS

Phease lisy hare any
other hokding reter-
enct numbars undsr
which you meke
agriculbural cergUS
rearns

Postcode

4 QTHER HOLDINGS IN THE SAME QCCUPANCY

DECLARATION

1 daclare the particulars given in this return to ba cormest 149 the beat of my Fngwiedge and balial,

Signatureof Oecupler ... . L
Tel Moo .o

Dale. .. ..

Rt 1l

Tha prasent occupher ahould complata and sign this retum even i he has only recantly tEken aver tha holding and the name given on the form is RG
his. If an accredited agent signa the form the name of the occupler should akso b shawn,

Form CS5/ 482
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APPENDIX 2

A. The Agricultural Census in the Isle of Man

Agricultural information for the Isle of Man is available since 1866
though the modern Manx census only began in 1929. The census is conducted
on 4 June each year by the Manx Board of Agriculture and Fisheries under the
authority of the (Manx) Agricultural Returns Act, 1955. Results are avail-
able from the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, Government Offices, Buck's
Road, Douglas, Isle of Man. An abridged version of the results, modified to
conform to the English and welsh census, is published annually in MAFF's

Agricultural statistics, England and wales. now called Agricultural statistics,

England.

There is no official minimum size of holding included in the census but
in most respects the census collects similar information to that in the Eng-
Tish census. Some of the detailed questions on livestock differ slightly
between the Manx census and that in England and wales. Results are normally
published by the Manx Government using Imperial rather than metric measure-
ments. It is a small census covering only 811 holdings in 1981, and results
are based on the agricultural area of the holding not its total area as in
the UK. Farmers are urged to return only one census form for all their farm-
Tand even when the farm is split between several blocks in different parishes.

B. The Agricultural Census in Jersey

Agricultural information for Jersey is available between 1866 and 1922
and during this period was published along with the results of the English
census (Table 1). The collection of agricultural statistics in their modern
form in Jersey was begun in the early 1930s by the Department of Agriculture
and Fisheries of the States of Jersey. An annual census is held on 1 October
and results are available in Agricultural statistics from the States of Jersey
Bookshop, States Greffe, Royal Square, St. Helier, Jersey or from the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and Fisheries, 44 Esplanade, St. Helier, Jersey. Abridged
results have also been published since 1973 in agricultural statistics, End

land and_Wq]es, now called Agricultural statistics. England. There is no
formal minimum size of holding included in the census and results are only

available for the whole island, not for parts of it. In the published statis-
tics, metric units are used except for land area which is measured in vergées
(1 Jersey vergée = (.444 acres or 0.18 hectares). The census is particularly
detailed for the horticulture sector although land which is double-cropped
may be recorded more than once. Occasional ad hoc surveys are also undertaken
on matters of topical interest (e.g. methods of heating glasshouses).

C. _The Agricultural Censuses in Guernsey

Agricultural information for Guernsey is available between 1866 and 1922
and during this period was published along with the results of the English
census (Table 1). The modern farming censuses for Guernsey are carried out
by the States Committees for Agriculture and Horticulture and have been held
each year since 1953 for agricultural holdings and since 1965 for horticul-
tural holdings. There is also a voluntary census of female cattle, the other
two censuses being compulsory under Guernsey law. Census day is 1 July for
agriculture, 30 September for horticulture and 1 January for female cattle.

44

There is no formal minimum size of holding included in the census. Results
are available only for the whole island, not parts of it, and may be obtained
from the States Committees for Horticulture, Agriculture and Sea Fisheries,
Burnt Lane, St. Martins, Guernsey. Abridged results have also been published

since 1973 in Adricultural statistics, England and wales, now called Agricul-
tural statistics. England. The census uses Imperial units except that milk -

production is measured in pots and area is measured in verges (1 Guernsey
verge = 0.405 acres or 0.164 hectares).

APPENDIX 3
Adaptation of European Community's Typology of Farms to the

Farm Management Survey of England and wales, 1978/79 ——

In the EC Typology, 58 particular types of farm are grouped into 17
principal types. The latter are not entirely suitable for use in the United
Kingdom and 10 alternative groupings have been adopted for the Farm Management

survey in England.

The varied nature of the definitions used for the EC particular types
of farming does not permit a simple description to be given of all the main
types adopted in the Survey but the chief characteristics may be summarised

as follows:-

Specialist Dairy - Dairy cows account for over 4 of total SGM

- Dairy cows account for not more than 4 but the
dairy enterprise, including followers, accounts
for over 1/3 of total SGM and is the Targest enter-

prise group.

Mainly Dairy

Hi11 and upland (LFA) - Farms in the EC Less Favoured Areas with sheep
Sheep accounting for over 4 of total SGM.
Hi11 and upland (LFA) - Farms in the EC Less Favoured Areas on which

cattle and Sheep cattle or cqtt1e and sheep together, other than
dairy cattle, account for over 3 of total SGM,
commonly over ZV and are the Tlargest enterprise
group.

- Farms outside the EC Less Favoured Areas on which
grazing livestock other than dairy cattle account
for over of total SGM, commonly over 3, and
are the 1§rgest enterprise group.

Lowland Cattle and
Sheep

- Farms outside the EC Less Favoured Areas on
which, most commonly, grazing Tivestock other
than dairy cattle, and field crops each account
for over 1/3 but not more than 1/3 of total SGM,
together with farms having crop and livestock
enterprises in combinations not specified in the
definitions of the 57 other types of farming.

Lowland Cropping, Cattle
and Sheep

Cereals account for over 4 of total SGM.

Specialist Cereals

45



General Cropping - Field crops account for over 1/3,
4, of total SGM and are the largest enterprise
group either alone or in combination with horti-
cultural crops or permanent crops including
fruit.

Pigs and Poultry - Pigs and poultry account for over 3, commonly
over 4, of total SGM, but either dairy cattle,
other grazing Tivestock or field crops, may also
account for over 1/3 but not more than L of the
total. This group may in due course be sub-
divided with specialist pig or poultry farms
(over 4 of SGM) shown separately.

Horticulture - Horticultural crops or permanent crops including
[ruit, alone or in combination, account for over
; most commonly over 4, of total SGM and are
the Targest enterprise group. This group may
in due course be subdivideg to show specialist
horticultural farms (over % of SGM) separately.

Source: MAFF (1980) fFarm incomes in England, 1978/79. (HMSO, London)
pp. 49-50.

Note: SC3I\  sStandard Gross Margin.
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APPENDIX 4

Farm Classification Scheme for England and wales, 1976/77

Source: MAFF (1979) Farm Classification

in England and wales, 1976-77.
(HMS°, London) p 2.
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Other holdings with more than 50% in livestock rearing
758 or move in horticultural vegetables

75% or more in fruit

75% or more in cattle

75% or more in sheep
flessl:hanminmmals

jSOZm'mminoemals

5

75% or more in pigs and poultry, of which 752 or more in poultry

Distributien of total standard man-days

and fattening of which
75% or more in borticulture, of which neither horticultursl vegetables nor fruit are 75% or more

75% or more in dairying

Hore than 50k and less them 75% in deirying
¥ore than 508 in livestock rearing

75% or more in horticulture of which g

More than 30% and less than 75% in hortculture
bo more than 50% in any main enterprise

{ 75% o more in pigs and poultry, of which less than 75% in paultry
B. Holdings with less than 250 standard mandays

Y More than 50% and less than 757 in pigs and poultry

&Mm:e than 50 in cropping of which

wostly catels

tiening: mastly sheep
futtening: cartle and sheep

fattening:

T

Type of Farming Class

A- Holdings with 250 standard merdays or more

11} Predominantly fruit
12) Gereral horticuiture

3) Livestock rearing and
10} Predominantly vegetables

&) Livestock rearing and
5) Livestock rearing and
B) Cropping: mostly cereals

1) Specialist dairy
B) Predomdrant iy poultry

7) Pigs aml pouliry

I Mainly dairy ...
9} Gemeral cropping

APPEADIX 4
13) Mixed

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.

Directional statistics - G.L. Gaile & J.E. Burt

Potential models in human geography - D.C. Rich

Causal modelTling: the Simon-Blalock approach - D.G. Pringle
Statistical forecasting - R.J. Bennett

The British Census - J.C. Dewdney

The analysis of variance - J. Silk

Information statistics in geography - R.W. Thomas

Centrographic measures in geography - A. Kellerman

An introduction to dimensional analysis for geographers - R. Haynes

An introduction to Q-analysis - J.R. Beaumont & A.C. Gatrell

The agricultural census - United Kingdom and United States - J.C. Dewdney

This series, Concepts and Technigues in Modern Geograph

is produced by the Study Group in Quantitative Methods, of
the Institute of British Geographers.

For details of membership of the Study Group, write to

the Institute of British Geographers, 1 Kensington Gore,
London S.W.7.

The series is published by Geo Books, Regency House,

34, Duke Street, Norwich NR3 3AP, England, to whom

all other enquiries should be addressed
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