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One of the symp';ms d? change taking place io.Alberta s

agr1cultural 1ndUstry over the last four decades has been a

business of farming with work1ng off the farm (part time

farming)

K rJ
ifa \\ éteady 1ncrease in the number of pecple who combine the

: l

Vet

- -\in a partwcular area lnd to determine the 1mpllcat1ons of

B : " the ancreaseq numbers of,part~time farm1ng fam1l1es for B
L b .
/’ agr1cultural policy, 1t bécame necessary td*ahherstand the
' nature of part time farm‘.l and the extent to which people
Co are engag1ng in the phenomenon To th1s end a descr1pt1ve
. study of part t1me f'arming.uas undertaken ‘4: o
*)_ Thls phenomenonﬂ aart1cularly evldent on. the : T”‘_7 '
. 1'erural urban fr1nge of metropol1tan centers was exam1ned h
L
o u31ng a s001o economwc survey desTahed/to collect pr1mary
?\‘ data at the farm fam1ly level Through selected o
character1st1cs and comparatlve analys1$, a prof1le of ‘

part -time farm1ng famil1es on the nural-urban frwnge of

o S BEES '. e -

Edmonton was developed %{ s (rz T . .
4 ' Part time farm operators and the1r spouses were
younger more htghly edUcated had lower agr1cultural sales
o and were less" dependent on farming than full time farm ’
operators and thelr spouses These familles, however had
fewer d1fferences w1th respect to amount of land Sw;:§
| rented use -of extens1on serv1ces, cred1t use and some a ﬁ
- other character1s§fés ;7_ - 4;. ilf‘ ‘ B -

~ 7. N

A v LN . . N . ‘.
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‘VSQf“fam1l1es was capr1ed oqt Gb1ng entry d1rection (urban
o rioni-Fatithg ‘and n:r*iv fum- “time farming) as'a "

' -?en{pant groups with rural entrants morﬁ closely

Furthgn investigation 1nto the part time farm1ng

 j3¢dist1"0““sh’"° characteristic It was fbund that the

gtmajority of differenc”f between part and full time farm{ng

jfamilies could be.- attrthuted to’ differeﬁces between thqgetff~7'» |

;approximat1ng full time farming families than urban

‘entrants g'n‘f"

The dwffenences between full t1me and part tlme farm1ng;ybﬁ

L] .
fam1%1es and between urban and rural entrants are extens1ve Coe

in eerta1n areas Thg 1mp11cation be1ng that part t1me
farm1ng fam111es should be taken 1nto considerat1on as |

d1st1npt from full tlme farm1ng fam1lies when determ1n1ng

agr1cultural pol1cy Also part t1me'f§hp1ng fam111es are a‘{f_a_h

?'heterogenous group, w1th éntry d1rect1on benng a mpst usefu1¢‘
t:discr1m1nat1ng character1st1c On th1s bas1s, these two R
‘groups should be d\fferent1ated when making pol1cy

.de01swons ; j' L o e

)
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h components on the rural urban fringe of Edmonton Thls'

PRI

A, ‘Baokground \tot '.Prob'lem' S

,'nature and exten of ﬁrt iime farm1ng and its var1ous-"p_-
Knowledge is required 1n order to further the understanding
of part- t1me farming for gricultural pollcy and extension
'fprogramming 1n Alberta Re ent 1ncreases in part t ime
,farm1ng have caused some concern as, trad1t1onally, policy
irand eX¢ens1on program;tng ha&e been focused oﬁ'full -time
' farming. The follow1ng chapter d1scusses var1ous aspects and
questlons about part time farm\ng This d1scu551on is
v'followed by the delqneatzon pf khQLpesearch problem and
ob3ect1ves, result1ng 1n a framework»for this dlscr1pttxg
stUdy : L _ » | o .‘ E

The number of', Alberta farmers ‘who work off the farm has
- been slowly 1ncreas1ng over the past several decades .’
| Research indicates that in the 1940 Census 'farm operators
l,report1ng of f-farm work comprlsea 34% of all farm operators v
This percentage decl1ned to a- low of 16% in 1955 and fc.f '
increased to 26% in 1960. In 1965, ,33% of all operat?‘
) reported off farm work Slnce then, the percentage slowly

ﬂncreased to 34% 1n 1970 and 35% in 1975 (densen, 1978 3). '.

"“The 1981 census indicated that 42% of Alberta farmers workéd

ofﬂ??he farm (Stat1st1cs Canada, 1982 25) Along w1th-the .

trend toward more off farm work by farm operators. the

o -
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amount of” full t1me off farm employment assumed by farmers
has 1ncreased from 10% in 1960 to 18% in 1975 (densen. .
1978 7). In 1981 33% of al) census farmers reported .
full ttme off farm work The 1nc1dence of part time farm1ng
near cities is h1gher than that for the province as a whole

For example, 49% of census farm operators in Census D1v1s1on_

'1f, wh1ch conta1ns Edmonton, worked of f the farm in - 1981

The increase in off- farm work bytfarmers near Edmonton (one
of the province’ s maJor urban centers) Ts related to changes
taktng place in the area Rap1d urban1zat10n and a‘ decl1ne

“in net farm’ 1ncomes are influences wh1ch may have comb1ned

- in the area around Edmonton, to result in accelerated trendSu

towards more part time farm1ng

‘Where do . part t1me farmers come from? Fuguitt’s (1963)

N .

reflect1ons 1nd1cated an 1ncrease in thelnumber of people
who move to the couhtry. staﬁ& farming, yet ma1nta1n an
urban occupatton Also, ‘an increased rel1ance on off-farm»-
1ncome for péople who were prev1ously farm1ng full-t1me was
evtdent It would seem t:a}/there are two d1rectmons of P

entry into part t1me far 1ng One, from an urban based

: non.farmtng pos1t1on secondly,rfrom a rural based

full-timerfarminé pos1t1on. These-entry’ d]rections which

représent bothturban and-rural-based influences on lncreased>
pant time farmlng ‘are ev1dent in the area around Edmonton A
d1scuss1on of these entry d1rect1ons thetr relat1onsh1p to
1ncreased part t1me farming, and the problems arising from

thts 1ncrea5e cont1nues in the next two sect1ons



From the City } _ - _
- An “increase 1n the populat1on dens1ty 1n the

-~
.,

countrys1de surroundtng Edmonton has been noted (Hornbrook
1981) ‘Part of th1s increase may\be dae  to former c1ty
dwellers taklng up res1dence in the country and ma1ntainind
urban bccupations These-people. to some extent may ‘be or
w1sh to become agr1culturally prodUct1ve perhaps add1ng toA;
the recent\1ncreases in part-time farm1ng '
The researcher has become aware. of some concerns
Tregard1ng the agr1cu1tura1 productiv1ty of people who move
to the country and comb1ne farm1ng w1th an urban occupat:on.
"Ihe-mot1Vat1ons these pedple have to buy 1and and farm that
-land may 1nfluence product1on dec1s1ons and. the use of
’ agricuttural’ nesources As Gasson has stated
Urbanizatlon of rural areas introduces new types of
. farm .occupiers with-djfferent mot ives and ‘
.. aspirations from the established full-time farmer
*© - and the differences of. approach, between the two:
types will probably be reflected in the systems of

farming adopted and in their performance as farmers
lGasson 1966:34) .

Co Very,often urban‘newcomersito the'farming industry are
not taKen'seriously by the farmihg community: They'are
-considered "hobby farmers", just “playing” at farmlng As
.previously mentioned: agr1cu1tura1 pol1cy and extens1on
programming‘are designed with the fu]l—t1me farmer as the
;subJect or user group Thus, some confus1on ‘may result on
the partLof 1nst1tut10ns and agenc1es w:th the 1ntroduct1on

of this new: clientele group 1nto farm1ng
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From the Farm ; ; . f”f; S |
| In areas affected by urbanizatlon the land becoﬁes
1ncreas1ﬁgly segmented near the. @1ty This has taKen plaoe
-around Edmonton and may result an unlts of land too smal]
for the development or malntenance of full-time farms. As
;land is being taken out of agricu\tgrgg product)on for
various urban uses.'there is préssUr;té§ert6d on the _‘
remaining agricultural land. Land valueskihcrease Buying
more 1and ceases to be a v1able way to expand the farm, as
the cost of that land is determ1ned by more than just the
vagr1cu1tura1 value (Waldo, 1963). An altegh§t1ve is for farm
vopenators, spouses, or family members to take off farm |
“emp loyment, 1ncreastng the amount of cap1tal ava1lable for
farm investment or to ma1nta1n a certain standard of living.
Leas1ng land is another a]ternat1¢e to buying; but aga1n, if
;urban1zat1on pressures are exerted leased land égn pe o
developed by the owner for other purposes, taking that 1and
out of agr1cutura1 product1on ) '

| Many farm fam111es have been exper1enc1ng f1nancxa1 :
d1ff1cult1es w1th the operat1cwéand maintenance of their
farms. The cost of agr1c4ltura1 inputs has cont1nued to g

incrgease along with declines in commod1ty pr1ces received by

farmers. This cost-pric

squeeze - has led'mdgz members of
farm families into the off-farm work force. During the _
1970’ s these off-farm jobs were»readily available as
Edmonton was experien ing a boom economy accompanied by !

rap1d growth in pr1ma y and secondary 1ndustr1es reTated. to
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011 and gas extraction, refining, and process1ng. .
To begig to understand part t'Ime farming,_ however. a

'jdefinition of the phenomenon had to be determ:ned Following-->

I 1 a discussion.of the definitional problems surrounding

'gf part time farming ahd an explanation of the dEC1SIOnS made
tfregarding various definitional components
1;Definitions of Part time Farming/

‘ Much controversy was encountered when the author
attempted to define part time farming 1t can be generalized’ :
as the combinat jon of agr'icultunal product fon’ with other -
fncome genenatlng actlvltles This definition includes a w1de
spectrum of_51tuations, from retired farmers who-have a
minimal farming operation w1th-investment or retirement
1ncome to urban Qased profess10nals who own and operate
_'large farms The literature suggests there are as many
definitions of part-time farming as there are studies. -As
, well as the diver51ty of definitions encountered in other
studies. there are differences in census definitions over
time and by country, making comparisons difficult |

It became necessary to review definitions which have'
been used in census and,prev1ous studies to determine the
components of these definitions For examp.le, the 1969 u.s.
Census of Agriculture defines the part-time farm as one -<"'
',which has a valuevof farm products sold of $50-$2,499 and a
]“farmfbperator under 65 yeans of age who worRed off the'farm.

iQO days or more in the Census year (Anderson, 1977:66).
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“Thts def1n1tion l1m1ts the scope of part t1

:s1tuat1ons o a cérta1n agr1cultural sales class and a

¥
'-certaan min1mum days of off farm work by the farm operator

‘(Kada, 1980:2). As wel] the def1n1t1on and others l1ke 1t .

“

do not 1nclude part- t1me farm1ng situat1ons which ex1st in‘:
h1gher sales classes (Coughenour, 1982 _Havens, 1982) nor (
”does it” lnclude the contr1but1on to farm family"” income of
‘other fam1ly members Hence,’the def1n1tlon is too lImltep
in scope a problem. affectlng many of the defin1t1ons of
' part t1me farmlng found 1n the l1terature, a problem
dﬁff1cult to av01d when def1n1ng the term :

In Canada, part time farmwng is found 1n all farm sales

classes and operator age classes, (Stat1st1cs Canada

LI

'1978:28-5) . Canad1an stat1st1cs on part- t1me farm1ng 1nclude
a{l census farm operators who work any days off the farm in |
tn; census year Although the Canadlan def1n1t1on poses
fewer l1m1tat1ons than the Amer1can def1n1tlon it is st1ll
restr1cted to: the farm operator and excludes contr1but1ons
: by other fam1ly members o . ‘ _
Different cr1ter1‘ have been used to def1ne part t1me:lf
farm1ng Income is one of these.: For example famflles which
derived more than half therr income from non- agrlcultural
.sources were cbnsidered to,be-part-t1me farm1ng fam1lxes'1n )
| one 'study (Stewart, 1944:3).;Income is anfimpdrtanl.
consideration when deflnlng part-time<farming} as the.basls

of part t1me farm1ng is the comb1nat1on of income from more °

than one source. Income alone, however is not a-suff1CJent



" arrive at def1n1t1ons For example part t1mer\armers are N

.factor from wh1ch to dertve a def1n1tlon of part t1me‘
~farm1ng Cases in which 1nvestment or transfer 1ncome:.
‘ constitutes a large port1on of famlly 1ncome would ‘bé . .

although the farm famtly mequrs may

-classed as part- '3
. ‘ "from the farm “Part- t1me farm1ng situations
Vinclude a t1ve farm1ng and act1ve entry in the laer ‘market
}'in areas other than farming, one’s hodd1ng Time must be ‘
spen; in income,generattng act1v1t1es apart from farm1ng,
. thus the farmer w1th 1nvestment or ret1rement 1ncome wou]d f
not be 1nc1uded in the def1n1t1on | |
Time, then, becomes an imporfant part of a definition.
of part-ttme farning.'For exampleqkaCCOrding_to one .
defjnition,;ﬁakt-timeffarming~is'a situation in uhiCh one or
‘more (family) -members was engaged in gainful off-farm work
.'for at*?east 30 days in the’prevtOUS year {Kada, 1980:4), |

.. and total farm gt ivity represents less.than full-time

‘employment in terms of productive man . work units and wherein
the off- farm job has extended over a pertod of 100 days '
<durlng thé previous year (H111man, 1956 5). Income"and t1me
are the major terms of reference of-a part t1me farm1nga

def1n1t1on These components have been combrned often to

those worklng 100 days or more ‘Off the farm.in vhe calendar

' year or with income fram ‘non-farm sources exceedlng the

p value of’farm products so7d {Donohue, 1957 984)

Restr1ctlons such as pércentage of income or. m1n1mum days of

" off- farm worKu however , . tend to exclude certa1n classes of



part trme farming s1tuatjons and for that reason, _such
restrict1ons were not used 1n th1s research.

| ~ AN area of d1ff1culty arose\when dec1d1ng 1f family
members other than the operator s ould be 1ncluded 1n a
defin1t1on of part-time farm1ng .T*e l1terature indicated \"
that because of arr increase in off\ﬁarm work by spouses of

R farm operators, they should be in¢ 1uded, shift1ng the focus
“from the farm operator and the‘farm to a famfly untt whidh
combines farm and non-farm. work act1V1t1es This represents
a’ further step in understand1ng part- time farming, f or

| w1thout the contr1but1ons of other family members many

part- t1me farm1ng s1tuat1ons could not exist. .In many cases
it is the spouse of thé operator who e1ther works off the
farm or: takes over farm labor requ1rements when the operator
works off the farm (W11Ken1ng, 1981) The 1nclus1on of‘
family members is reflected in, the follow1ng def1n1t1ons .:
'part tlme farming is restricted - to s:mple or independent

- commod ity producers (famrIy farmers) and’ thelr famey

~ members who derive off- farm income through wage Iabor

(Buttel, 1981:2), and, part- time farmfng is the practfce of
a farm‘based'hOUSehold, in which Oone or more members are
gainfully engaged in work other thaa, or in addftfon:to;
farming the family’s holding (Fuguitt{.1977:7). It°appears:'
that spouses play a very important'ro}e in the sucoessFuT
operat1on of a farm. The dally absence ‘of. a spouse may "have

an effect on the farm erat1on (Heffernan, 1982,2). This

effect may be both positive, as in the capital generated-by_



*‘,

the off farm worK or negat1ve ‘as "in reduced ‘input intd the

farm and fam1ly organ1zat1on The off-farm work of the
spouse was, therefore 1ncluded-1n a\def1n1t1on of part t1me

farming for th1s research e o

x;g.

Ut1l1zing these components. the follow1ng def,n1f1°n of,pﬂ,

part t1me farming was developed

~fPart time farming 75 the combinatlon of farming

“activities with non-farm or off-farm remunerative
-+ work carried oyt :by., fanm operators and/or their ]
. spouses g PR

| Implxc1t in th1s def1n1t1oh is the definition of two
- other categorles full-trme farm1ng and non- farm1ng :
- Full- t1me\farm1ng 1s the act1v1ty of a farm based household :
',w1th . NO member ga1nfully employed in work apart from “
'jfarm1ng Non farm1ng 1s represented by, fam1l1es who do not
'rece1ve any 1ncome from the sale of hgr1cultural products
,These defln1t10ns set the boundar1es of part time farm1ng
for th1s study and are repreSentat1ve of the two dlrectlons

-of entry Tnto part- t1me farm1ng

\‘-
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< The Rural -urban’ Fringe | "
\ vi Pant- tlme farming,-a symptom of change. is ‘more
'prevalent 1n areas affected by urban1zat1on,'spec1f1cally
'~ the rural urban fr1nge What "is the rural -urban fringe and
how this partlcular area related to, part tlme farm1ng7 .
The rural urban fr1nge 1s a zone of trans1t1on “‘*
surround1ng a o1ty where urbanization 1nfluences land use
~ and populatlon changes whlch result in. alteratlons to the _

- social organ1zat1on of farm commun1t1es (Fugu1tt, 1976?246).

A



. The outer boundar1es of a fr1nge ZOne are characterlqed
4predom1nant1y by agr1cu1tural land use, Jow popu]atwon
'dens1ty, and communities wh1ch are more rural than urbann
Inner boundarles. 1dent1f1ed as c1ty limlts“,.are ' ‘
'7Acharacterized by 1ndustr1al res1dent1al, and commerc1al
‘land uses, a h1gher pdpulation dens1ty. and metropol1tan.
| communitaes Due to 1mproved transportatton systems. the‘
.rura] urban fr1nge extends to the. approx1mate d1stance -

'travelled by car in an hour. Commut1ng time w1th1n an hour

”f”one way is not- cons1dered to be a bardsh1p but over an hour.”

)’yof commuting time ceases to be convenwent to most people K

.'f(Troughton 1976 28) - ﬁﬁf; -
‘_" Pockets of - 1ndustr1al and res1dent1a1 land coex1st w1th
‘farm land in rural-urban fr1nge areas. Land use confl1cts

occur and disruptions of traditional community social ii- .

patterns take place as former urbanites'move‘to tbe country.
- The effects of urban rural m1grat1on and land use changes on
.ex1st1ng rura1 agr1cultura1 systems are ‘most strongly felt
in fr1nge areas (Buttel 1981 Fuller and Mage , 1976) :

One of the effeéts of change on the rural—urban

frrnge Is an increase :in part-time farmrng "Nearness
o off-farm job opportunities result in a pull

‘towards off-farm work by farmers and at the same

t'ime the  increases in wurban (to) rural migration add

to the ndmbers of part- tfme farmers (Fugu1tt

:1963 246 . ; ‘

-

Therefore 1t would be expected that the rural urban fringe

s a llkely place td.f1nd more part t1me farmlng fam111es

3

For these: reasons,~the geograph1c area of th1s study was

fOCused on Edmonton s rural urban fringe.
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'B. The Research Problem

Previous diSCUSSion indicates that part time
families are found in a variety of situations This
'variabiiity, coupied with the recent increase in part time

“

o farming near major urban centers in Alberta and e lack of

i

knowledge about part time farming has caused scme cgncern'
f'regarding the implications of part- time farming for"

agricuiturai poiicy ch do part- time farming famiiies -

compare to fui] time farming families With regard to

resource use and. production efficiency’ Uhat are the reasons -,

for enteringha part time farming Situation° Is part time

farming used as an entry or exit vehicie into or out of _

‘agricuiture° Does'the phenomenon allow farmers to remain in

agriculture despite the pressures exertedl‘

alternate iand

/-6

. uses and the .econaomics of farming° Shouid the urban entrant e

- Jto part time farming be cdnSidered when )

agricuiturai poiicy7 As an exampie ext nsion service

etermining

personnei operating near the City may ave some difficuity

&

. w1th an increase in demand Z:‘Stheir time and expertise An

/extenSion agent may * be called upon to discuss fertiiizer

application rates for a given year w1th a well- known '
:estabiished farmer This experience would be very different

from one of being asked to teach someone with no experience

or farm background how to farm.. Production characteristics

~ v

and the ensu1ng informafion needs of this new- ciientele may, °

~

*
oy

then,ube different from rura]=based entrants into part-time .

farming as weiijas;thoserfarming,fuii-ti@e;“How'do extension



a personnel adapt the1p serv1ces to meet Ihe needs of this

L

fJob opportun1t1es or is part- t1me farm1ng a response to

fchanges in agr1cu1ture°

changing and grow1ng cl1entele°:7

-

Whatever the reasons for oomblnwng farm1ng with an '

-of f- farm job cop1ng w1th and adapt1ng to the. tfme demands

qf;of a dual occupation has an affect on .the family and farm

. are belng.made to accommodate°the off farm’ Job7 Is the
' part t1me farmer as product1ve as h1s fuil time counterpart°

.Is the lncrease in part time farmtng a temporary response to

<

r

It was. evwdent that there was some confus1on regard1ng
whaﬁ part t1me farm1ng is and what Klnds of part- t1med
farm1ng s1tuations ex1st The soc1al. economlc and farm btﬂ
production characteg1st1cs of farm1ng fam111es had to be f

determined. Problems and adJustments perta1n1ng to dual

employment s1tuat1ons had to be d1scovered to determ1ne the .

1mpl1cat1ons, and extent of '1nc1us1on of. part t1meefarm1ng .

in agrwcultural pol1cy decisions. To gain an understand1ng
of the pers1stence of part-time farm1ng and the ro]e

part time farm1ng p}ays in“the prov1nce s agr1cu1tural

‘people have for €bmb1n1ng farming w1th off farm work
"~;F1na11y, 1t became necessary to Know wh1ch 1nfdrmat1on
'sources are ‘used and the extent of use of extens1on services

f'so-4nst1tut1ons cou1d determ1ne 1f program content and

de11very systems courd-or should be altered to spec1f1cally

'\

b,enterpr1se (Rosenblatt and Anderson, 1980). .What adJustments;

structure, it became necessary to determ1ne the reasons ~

~

. -~ L
L
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include part‘time farming families " ‘-,“‘ : ;élp{: sg‘a )
Although part time farming has»been document at.: tﬁe

1
aggregate level in Alberta, there was a Jack of research :

Lt

.'which looks specifically at the peop]e involved in part time .
farming situations (Jensen, 1978) This problem is simiiar Qa‘:“-

to that experienced by Kada While researchihg part time .

-

farming fn'Wisconsin and dapan.qKada summarized his qpsedrch~‘
problem L | N ,f:t e ?;“'~u )
" There was a lack of neseanch on, the micno»IeVel
~ behaviors of part-time farming units, ie.,.th o
. hature of adjustments made by part-time fariérs,
.  Impacts of dual” jobholding on tncome levels and
- resource allotation patterns, and the" lmpficatlons
of ‘part-time farming for. riral and commynlty "

=y

T

development (Kada, 1980'xiiiL L e

e

Kada'’s summary reinfgrces the concerns and direction of this

| research The " increase in the. number of rural families ' fg_g

-

engaged in part time farming\is one of many indicators of\

-«
...4.‘

'Gchange in rural society, an-expression eSpecially prevalent

s e T

in areas influenced by urbanization Investigating R

characteristics of part “t ime farming famiTies is Significant

understanding of the nature and extent of part time fanming

witl lead to clearer insights intd SOCiologioal changes and

-
-

ultimafely how' these changes affect the farming.and rural

o

as’ these families -are reacting to change Therefore. an fk L e
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.C. The Research Purpose and Objectives

The purpose of th1s research waswto determ1ne the ~

nature and extent of part t1me farmwng oh the»rura1 urban ,',f\‘f

frlnge‘of Edmonton and through th1s determinat1on arr1ve at

~

, the - 1mp]1cat1ons of part twme farm1ng for agr1cutural policy,

.

and extens1on programmlng L m e

The obJectwes of th45 research 1mt1a11y focussmg

only on. pa\$~t1me farm1ng fam111es, Were expanded td include

an examination of all f rmang fam1l1es The reasons for th1s .

- expans1on ‘were two fold F1rst 1n order to determ1ne policy
1mp11cat1ons it became necessary to compare part tlme .i
‘ffarm1ng s1tuat1ons w1tﬁ full t1ne'?arm1ng 31tuat1ons SO that‘

areas of change w1th1n the farm1ng populat1on caould be mor&—"

R

fclearly de11neated Seconly, the methodology used to
-.identify- part time farm1ng fam111es also~1n%ldded fut] -time

farm1ng famjlies (exp1a1ned 1n Chapter IV) The 'names and °

.
PRl

addresses “of part t1me farm1ng fam111es cou]d not be'

I

d1scr1m1nated from the optlmum sampITng frame ava1lable to 4%

'the rESearcher It 1s the researcher ‘s op1n1on that the
scope and intent of the research has been enriched as a
result "of this inclusion. The Fol]ow1nghspec1f1c research
objectives, therefore, tesult from the research purpose.

.*ResearchiOQJScttves:

'f. To determine; differences between part;time'and o .
’,fulﬂ-ttme4¥arming on the rurat-urban fringe.
vaa' how many farm famql}es,have off - fanmtwork A _' .-

--ibif the extent of’ off farm work~carr1ed out by farm :3'

- e e

- . - <.~‘a.-,._.,...t..,‘_...- -~
T . T8 e m m e ey e e -

- e e P - N N
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" families. -
/'\

‘c., the soc1al. econom1c, and farm product1on

character1st1cs. future farm1ng plans problems;

S farm1ng 1nformat1on sources and the use of extens1on

~ -~

serv1ces of farm familles

Lo 2. To determ1ne«d1fferences between urban “‘non- farm1ng >

entrants and rural, full-time farm1ng entrants on: the

rurdl- urban fr1nge T N
£

a.' the proport1on of part-time farm1ng families from an

. .urban, non farming entry pos1t1on and a ruralf\

tull time farm1ng.entry pos1t1on |
b. the extent of off farm/work carr1ee out by- urban
| non;farm1ng entrants and‘rural, full-time farming
.entrahts. T "i-\" |
.cl ”the social, eeonomie; ahd’ﬁarﬁ,proddction
qharacteristics; of f-farm work eharacteristicsr
reasons fnrAfarhingj'reasensfto_york off. the farm

and adjustments.made by part-time farming fahﬁ1ies

Tto_accommodate*pffffanm'WQrk.

D. Framework for Ana1ysis . : ‘.:
From the previous analys1s of the probiem it is ev1dent
that th1s research should be focused on a descr1pt1ve

analys1saof part t1me ﬁarmtng‘ Th1s descrtptgye anaJysls.la

»
..--. w

comprlsed of two parts FJrst .a comparlson betwéen

TR T e

dﬁfferences,between;these‘two farm1ng#types.and to de]1neate’

-« . r .
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~

arproﬁile'ofuthe part-time_farming segmehtz'Secondly;'a
"’codparisoh betweeh the Ktnds of part-time farming Families -
to ass1st in the development of a bas1s for for compar1son"
and to 1n1t1ate a deeper 1nvest1gat1on into the

s - " ¢

characteristics of part- t1me farming fam111es

It became ev1dent that entry d1rectlon would be the ...
‘most.useful characteristic to c}ass1fy part time farm1ng ’
‘families for this study. This classification was used' to-
further the understand1ng of part- time farm1ng by adding the
d1mens1on of comparison between urban,. non- farmlng entrants
and rural, fu]l-t1me farming entrants. The framework for_‘
| analysis which‘deyeloped.from the descriptive
differentiation required, and the classification method'
used can be deplcted by out11n1ng the comparat1ve : .
relat1onsh1ps

In accordance uith the analytica1 framework set forth,
the similarities, differences, and‘overa]l characteristics -
of fu]i and part-time rarm ramilﬁes and part-time farm . -
families from the two'entry~directions p]aysﬁa‘hajor role inél
this research. Comparihg.characteristics of farm fami]ies
,-will-result 1n.an analysis of differences to-point.out areas
where policy tmplications require discussion. These

_characteristics form “the»-jbasv‘is-of the empirical data needed
.

: to Fu1f1T1 the ob3ect1ves of thvs research Thls type of

descr1pt1ve explomat10n 1s necessary before further ' o W,/

theorettcal testlng and explanatory analys1s may be carried

A

g out o - R B . | A
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N lb'r'-ésentat_i.on of the Research.Findings ~
" ;'1 Thé_déyeiéphenf*aﬁg;exploratipn»ofktHis research .
“problem ¢ontjnuéS»as.fpl]pws:fChapfgr li'confains a peView
. of the'l%te;ature, focﬁsiﬁg oH'important'concébts througﬁ a
discussion of pqrt-time'farming at a mgcro-sociai jevel:~
This discussfbn'includes trends, persistence of part-tine
farming, the ‘relationship of part-time farmihg to '
‘agricultura1'struéture, and a review of classifications and
typoaqgies of qut-time farming. Chaptér 111 discusses
characteristic§ from the literature bf part-time farming
faﬁﬁliésvat the micro or household level. Chapter IV°
presen?s the research methods used to obtain the empirical
data requ{red to fulfill the bbjectives of the resear¢h; '
Chapters .V and VI bresent and discuss'resulﬁg. Chapfer VII
includes a summary of research results, diséus:es the
implications of part-time farming for agricuitura] policy
and éxteﬁsioﬁ programing in Alberta, and rgveéls areas whére

further research is required.



. 11. PART-TIME FARMING, A GENERAL REVIEW

A. Trends .

Although‘part-time farmihg'has been well -documented as
a componenfiof agr1cu1ture around the world material |
d1scussed in th\_l1terature shows that part- t1me farm1ng has_
been increasing in 1ndustr1al1zed nations . and. has come to be '

recognised as an important form of agr1cu1tUr3} ‘production - :--

in'mahy‘countriea (FUguitt,~1977:1). For example, in

Germany, in 1980 it was reported that 35% of all farms wéré“j -

)

~operated on a part time basis producyng about one-thifd of
the total agricultural output (Mrohs ,. 1982 377) In the '
N Un1ted K1ngdom about 27% of a]] farmers were class1f1ed as ¢
tpart time 1n 1978 (Gasson, '1982 355) . In dapan nearly 90%
of all farm houSeholds have other sources of income and

' emp1oyment, of which 75% of farm Fam11y anome:1s derived
(Kada, 1982:367). In Spain, in 1972, 48% of all farmers had )
ma1n Jobs off the farm and their ho¥U1ngs were -about 23% of
the total agricultural land.(Arnalte, 1982: 338) Over -half
of the farmers in the Unitea States reported‘off—farﬁ work
in 1978 (Buttal 1981:2) and in. Canada; thg trend towards
1ncreased part- t1me farming is well docume t 4. Farm . )
‘ operators report1ng of f- farm work 1ncluded 31% of  the total
in 1961 and 35% in 1971 (Bollman,’ 1978 5:23) . 'By 1981 this
percentage haa risen to 38% (Stat1sths Canada. 1981:25). In
'1971,'farm-operators WithLOff-faﬁm work produced over

bne-third. of cahada‘é.food (Bol1man and Kapitany, 1981:1),

18
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1nd1cat1ng the importance of the part-time sector .in .

R,

-vCanadTHn agr1tulture These statlstics although not

f}djrectly~comparable because of differences in definitions.

- = i -

’between countr1es show_Ihe extent of,part time farming 1n :

the agr1cultural 1ndustr1es of developed nat1ons o . " :
The 1ncrease 1n-part -t ime farmlng 1n vartous countr1es._-~-

over the last 50 years has been acCompan1ed by a decrease ln.

the number o* full t1me farmers Samburgs, in a study of

,part t1me farmtng in: Sweden determ1ned that full ttme

'”farmers turned to farm1ng part time or left agr1culture

wh1le the number of part trme—farmers 1ncreased (Samburgs,

“11979 160) In the UnTted States, decreases in full time

_farmers co1nc1ded with a 47% increase 1n the number of .

".,farmers who entered off farm JObS between 1974 and 197 "

_;-u—-p‘-,w., as - ERE R D 4

‘(Anderson 1977 3) These trends 1ncreases 1n part tame jifi,_j

- farm1ng and decreases KT full ttme farm1ng, have also been

reported in a w1de range oﬁ\ozuntr1es 1nclud1ng Austrla, .
France and Belglum (0.E. C D.,)1978) C |

In.Canadaw the absolute numbers of farm operators w1th

- of f- farm worK 1ncreased throughout the years 1951 to 197%

'wh1le numbers of full-time farm operators decl1ned These

“figures -indicate that 1nstead of leav1ng agr1culture

: altogether} farmers—were'allocating part of their labor:.m

reSOUrces’to off-farm work activtties (Bollman 1978:5- 25)

Szabo analysed the decT1ne in the pra1r1e farm populat1on

/between 1851 aond 1961 “His f1nd1ngs reflected those of

.Bollman and 1ndlcated off-farm emplqyment was be1ng used‘as



" an alternative.to lesving-agrtcdttdre'comolete]y (Szabo: : '
"1965:199). As steted.in'Chapter I, statistioal;trendsijn |
- Alberta show a steady 1ncrease 1n part time farm1ng. o .' -
reflect1ng general trends in Cahada and other 1ndustr1allzed '
nations. Another trend ev1dent in Alberta is the increase 1n'
full-time off farm worK. . ’;_ ‘ .
'In.Alberta, one °f,thé highest rates of part-time
farming . eXiSts tn 6ensus Division 11, Here,_trends'indioate
a steady 1ncrease in part t1me farm1ng~end full~t1me |
" off- farm work for all of the count1es and the mun1c1pa1
d1strlct 1nc]uded in the d1v1s1on. These trends are shown.
Agraphical]y‘1n F1gures”t1.1 and 11:2, compar1ng.the;
percentages of fanm operators with off-farm work in the ‘

,W1nd1v1dual count1es, the M'D o and the census d1v1s1on w1th \

R ,Alperta percentages over the past two-dECadesw.s-."’nhgyf

~-.

L D
r

‘fB The Persistence of Part time. Farm1ng ‘-:_ >

. Part- trme farmrng, however it may be deflned has )
become increasingly common in.many rural settfngs in.
‘the last several decades, due- primarily to .increased
opportunities for the farm population to work .
off-farm, technological ‘advances in farming and
changes in the value system. in contemporary soc:ety
(Kada, - 1980 xifi).

Kada has stated three reasonstfor the pers1stence and growth

of part-time farm1ng The flrst increased of f- farm ’ ' ")
employment opportunitieg reflects a pul]" 1nf1uence ;
a]low1ng more and more farm. fam1l1es to take\off farm ‘work.

Th1s Jpull” 1nfluence documented by Fuguitt in 1959 i's

aocompanned by a pdsh"‘1nfluence reflected in the second .
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.reaSQn; technologioal advances in farming."Farmers can be

.\
- more product1ve in less t1me thereby hav1ng more time to

" take advantage of off farm work opportun1t1es The th1rd R
\reason ‘chang1ng values. represents the urban entry
d1rect1on where a strong des1re to escape the city and live
in the country has become recogn1sed 'as a mottvat1onal forcex.i;~
v beh1nd~uroan rural mrgrat1dh (Fugu1tt 1963 348 49) -and has ‘-
added to. the pers1stence of part tlme farmlng ‘as a way of -

P T . . . g B s T
71fe - ' ‘ _ B !

@ v

P— R

Buttel reflected Kada's" op1n1ons when he stated reasons

. for the pers1stence of part- time farm1ng in the United.

States H1s reasons: .:‘;;- o f B -_ﬂ; Coe Ll

- e

,1. The diffenentlatlon process correspondﬁng to
growing inequal ity. 6f landownership and .

" agricultural wealth and the marginal izat ion of
many agricultural producers has forced many

. .- -fFormer - independent agrigultural commodity\
producers, to acquire off-farm wage income in
order to remain in agriculture.

2. Industrial decentralization has prov:ded

" increased' emp]qyment opportunitles to farm
populations.- .

3. Social and economic deterroratlon of these
industrial cities has "led many .former -urban
dwellers to move to farms while. .continuing to -
hold of f~farm’ employment (Buttel, 4981:7}-

Advances in technology have abetted central1zat1on of

;agr1cultural wea h forc1ng. as Buttel has stated,.many

o

Farmers 1nto a pa t time swtuatlon Aga1n the push" i‘:'

- 1nfluence frOm the farm has been c1ted as a reason for the

pers1stence of part time - farang Oft- farm JOb ‘
opportun1t1es the pull 1nfluence, and urban-rural
m1grat1on related to chang1ng ‘social values are also

repeated in Buttel § reasons for the perststence of |

- . ) R
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part-time farming.
Bollman has stated reasons for<the persistence of
part-time farming in Canada These are:

1. 'ogghnologlcal changes have allowed farmers to

o aén the same return with a smaller ]abor
npu

.- 2. Money and time costs of commut ing to urban  *

- - - centers has decfeaséd.
3._ Farmers desire to_achieve and maintain as high a
- 1 "7 staridard "of ' 1 ivIng-as possible under the - .
>+ pressure of the cost-price squeeze on real farm ,
' - ‘inComes and have an fncreased- awareness of -urban
lifestyles (Bollman 1978:42) .

" Bollman’s reasons relate to ‘the persistence of part-tlme _

- PR o et Y

4farm1ng c1ted by other authors, although from a rural

RN

“_perspect1ve only Researchers 1n Dntar1o however have

. noted the effect of urban rural m1grat1on on the persistence
~of part-time farm1ng and have 1nd1ca{ed that entrants from
an urban, non- farm1ng d1rect1on const1tute a major segment
of the part- t ime farming sector, espec1ally on the
rural-urban fringe of metropolitan regions (Fuller and.Mage,

1976 Mage 1982 Troughton,,1976Y e

e o~

Is part t1me Farm1ng a perststent segment of Alberta (3
agr1cultural mdustry’7 Part twme farm1ng may be a response'

to 1ncreased JOb oppbrtun1t1es in the prov1nce creat1ng a

e - Y v

pull lnto off farmalabor for members of the farm1ng

‘ communlty The econom1cs of farm1ng and t1me sav1ng Q:\‘

_technolog}cal advances 1n the ]ndUStry ‘may- be exerting a o T
push" 1nto off- farm labor As well urban rural m1gratlon

may be another element add1ng to the persistence of

¥

part -time farm1ng.
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C Part t1:7/Farming and Agricultura1 Structure

The teérm structure of . agr1culture is: used to describe

the organlzat;onal characterfstuns and complex relationshlps bl
in the food and Ffbre productfon and dfstrfbution system
(Heffernan 1982: 337) Part t1me farm1ng is a part of the
produet1on sector and has an effect on the total system How
does part-time farming relate to agr1cu1tura1 structure’
. It has been sald that part-t ime farming is a .
transitional stage during which agricultural labor
is transferred into the non-farm sectors and that
part-time farmlng will disappear at a later stage of
economic growtfi.” But, statistical evidence shows -

that the reverse is true for most developing natlons
(Kada, 1980:5). - i .

Instead of being a transitional phase 1nd1cat1ng a
movement of Tabor out of agr1cu1ture part- t1me farm1ng has
been“assoc1ated with a]most all farm enterpr1se gypes and is
a_part of agriculturat structures in a wide range of rural -
socio-economic situations from peasant to industrial forms
of organlzailon (Boﬂlman~ +979 Butteﬂ" 19817 Frauendorfer;

[ A

. 1966; Fugu1tt 1961 Fuller, 1977 Mage, 1978) For example

-~ #.n

®

in the~Un1ted States, the trend towards 1ncreased part t1me .
:ﬁfarm1ng (prev1ous1y d1scussed) has been. re1ated to . ‘
:“structural changes in. agr1cu1ture Part t1me farm1ng-appeqrs S

to be replac1ng fu]l txme farmJng in 1mportance A reductvon i‘
" in the qumber of fu]l t1me famxly farms and an increase in -¢é7
'the number of smal] and§part t1me farms as wel] as an
increase in the number of large;scale corporate farms has
‘polarized agricultural structure in that country. (Buttel,

'1981;'Butte1,:1982; Fliegalj-1981;ﬂGotdsmjdt:%gQ78; Havens,

-



. \ = .‘:J‘;'_h,y_ A . ) "’;'.- R »
" - . 1982) The disappearance of the mid- stzed fam1ly farm...
SN ylelded an- agrlcultural class strugture which is
~ *lIncreasingly dual istic in nature...that is,
“icharacterized by a growing prominence in.land and
sales.of. very large' farms and a- persistent if not.
grow ing relat ive prominence- in the number of ve Y

small farms along.with a "disappearing” middle of B
medlum-slzed family- farms (Buttel, 1981: 9) | -

i Although 1t is not w1th1n the scope of\th1s research to
determine the,effects of: part- t1me ﬁarm1ng on agr1cultural
structure, it 1s necessary to pofnt out “that, .in geﬂeral
the 1ncreases 4in part time farm1ng may be related towchanges
in A}berta 'S agr1cutural 1ndustry ‘ |

Farm s1ze and farm sales are two character1st1cs whtch
reflect changes in agr1cultural structure._If part-time
farm1ng 1s replac1ng full ttme 1ndependent commodi ty

»_product1on in Alberta, the accompany1ng changes in farm size
and sales would be ev1deni A br1ef examnnat1on of changes
‘shows that the agr1cultural structure of Alberta is
character1zed by .a grow1ng number of smaller (1 - 69 acre)

farms and a, growing number of large (over 76; :Zre) farms

with reductlons in: the number of mid- s1zed (70 - 758 acre)
farms (Alberta Agrzculture ‘1981 23) Farm sales classes
reflect this trend ‘with increases in the smalier and larger
‘sales classes and decreases in the m1ddle sales classes
(Stat1st1CS'Canada,;1981) The researcher was unable to find

;literature pertaining to the effect of part-time farm1ng on
the agricultura?l. structure of Canada or Alberta However,

because of the anrease in part time farming in Alberta it

is 1mportant to understand that part time farming may have'

~
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o an effect~on the nature of agricultural structure
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D. _Part-time ‘Farmihg Ciassdfic:aﬂons and Typologi,os '

- oy

Various r;searchers have attempted to c1a551fy "f % -
part time farming "These. siiuai#ons range on a e

. .
Ed

continuum from individuals- who work full tlme at a

nonzfarm job and have-a.small agricultural holding ~

which happens to be classified as a farm, to the
. other end of the spectrum where we have a "bonaf Ide"
- full-time farmer who happens to appear as a .
“part-time farmer because of some .Inconsequent fal .
- actjvity “in the non- farm sector (Bollman and
Kapltany, 1981:2). .

0bv1ously, in terms of understand1ng the nature of part t1me

o farmtng. a class1f1cat1on system is necessary as’ the

L]

extremes of the continuum 1mp1yed in the above quotat1on
could not be cons1dered the same when determ1n1ng pollcy

ﬂnplwcations=\Part t1me farmlng fam111es are heterogenous
e o

" and varvous class1f1cat?bns have been: sUggested using

' 1nformat1on ga1ped from emp1r1ca1 research For exaﬂble,

Andersop (1979) ‘'used the number of days of offjfarm work

-

and 1ncome from farm sales to cla551fy part- t1me farm1ng

famT11es Donahue (1957), used the extent of off farm work

\ to class1fy the populat1on under study ‘Other

classifications have. ihcluded size of hold1ngs as well as
other 1ncome and time d1mens1ons

Bollman .and Kap1tany (1981), dGV1sed a class1f1cat1on

syst‘p wh1ch 1ncluded the farm operator’'s labor time off the

farm and farm output in terms of gross farm sales. This

\

system howeyer 1nclude3>only the farm operator’s off farm

'work effect1vely el1m1nat1ng contributlons of the spouse

3.
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Also the system doee not show the relatrve 1mportance of |
farm sales v1s e vis: off farm income: wh1ch would 1nd1cate '
the 1mportanée of both 1ncome sources to ‘the farm famrly \ '

o n:"

LT T typo]ogy revVeaTed AL the 1iterature whieh vésﬂy SR
. mp‘t;,oveq, the ,under,standgng, of part- time farming at the tlme N o
- was that of Fugu1tt (1961) He-based ‘a- typology on. past R

present'"and ?Dture“comm1tment to the farm and the non- farm
' ~~occupat1ons As well, he a55001ated comm1tment with
| mot1vat1on to: farm Mot1vat1on to farm and " mot1vat1on to
W woqk qu the farm reflected the degree of comm1tment to the
4 farm and non#fa&m occupattgns The degree of comm1tment

ol .M ws W e

gaﬂeterm1ned the extent of and type of part- t1me farm1ng wh1ch

resulted Th1s typofogx ‘furthered by Mage, was used to
classify empirical results toahd in'an’Ontarto-study (see
Figure -).3);

Kadad(1980). used. two criteria to'¢1assifyhpart-time'
farming situations. These were the ekistance,or .. -
‘non- ex1stance of urban rural migration within the generatvon

~ of the present farm operator and past career pattern ’
(farming and non-farming) of the farm operator. These
“:‘Criteria resulted in four subgroups outlined in Table II.1.
The fural entrant type "A1“ was ra1sed on a farm,
prev1ously resided on’ a farm and had been farming full t1me |
before taking off-farm work. Rural entrant "A2", had a.
similar residence background~but had previously been

involved in off-farm work. Urban entrant "B1", was raised on

a farm, had previously lived in a city and returned to
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farming while maintaining off-farm work. ‘Urbah entrant "B2",

had no rural r651dency background and no past expe iefce .
'_w1th farming.’ A . L

| These cTass1f1cat10ns and typolog1es are important

' 11nks between'the.gather1ng of emp1r1ca] data and‘the
:theoretical understand1ng of . part t1me farming Although it
"‘1s not within the scopé of th1sﬁ;esearch to develop a .

/

typology of part-time farm1ng, an examinatjon of typolog1es
and class1f1cat1ons prev1ously used ass1st in d1rect1ng ,

research and may be useful as comparat1ve tpo]s.'
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SELECTED«CHKRACTERISTIGS OF - PART TIME*FARMING FAMILIES&

mmczmons FRGI THE LITERATUR&*’ ’i“.f.';

&

&

AHJSOCiai Characteristics_

4

Location in the Rura]-urban Frtnge
Through emp1rica1 stud1es 1t has been determ1ned that
. more part time farmtng families 11ve c]oser to the c1ty than
full- ttme farmtng-fam111es (Doqphue} }957 Fugu1tt 1963;
4__gasequ'L9§§;‘49nesuL195§;aMege:l1974; Troughton 1976;

"o @ s . a

) Wéidé?’?és§)f"fﬁﬁé"h5§‘bééh’éiﬁtafnéa'by‘an Tncréase*;ﬁ:the_ff'i
"number of smaller (part-time)'farms near the cit&vwhich

resulted from the 1nf1uence of urban1zatlon (Waldo, 1963)

and prox1m1ty to off farm Job opportun1t1es 1n the city

 determination of looatton.of part time - farm1ng fam111es 1n

srtoien

“the rural-urban. fringe, @f Edmonton w111 po1nt out the extent T

' of urban 1nfluence on the 1ncrease i part -Fime- farmtng in.

-~ [T
Y . O

this area. : ' o ' B IR
.._-,! i T . T
e . [

Age and Educati‘on S L

. In the long run farm openatlon the ‘1abor capacrty

of a farm family changes over time corresponding to .
the didfescycle of the farm operator -...off farm ,
employment may be considered as. an effective means = -

to adjust- to the biological aging process of the . .
family farm (Kada, 1980 4) ‘

In the fam1ly farm, 1abor is matn]y proV1ded by fam1]y
members. However, famity Tabor supply changes over time a§
the family grows and the farm operator adJUSts to this by

changing the size of the farm, or the farm operatrbn orf”“

°
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~'_ subst1tuting cap1ta1 toff fanm wages) for‘h1s awn.. ]abor on
the F%rm "1 1 tame 19&1L Kada, 1980) The roie of off farm L
emp]eyment”in the famvjy\cyctei»then, as that 1t smooths‘out ;;7

gj1ncome g

farming,'i- prevalent 1ﬁ‘the earty stages and the»ﬂatten «fv»~~

the l1fe cycie Only, can be an tnd1cat1on of the

stages o_

"Q and. out of farm1ng (Bol]man and Kap1tany, 1981a Hathaway ‘
-and Waldo, 1964) If however part t1me farm1ng 1s
prevalent throughout a]l stages 1n the 1jfe cycle, it can be

thought of as a more pers1stent way of 11fe (Perktns, 1972) .

. o .

o

T e Famlly cyqle,stages can be represented bywageegroups of“ -
farm operators (Hathaway and Waldo,’j964). For example, at
20 - 30 years a farm operator can be thoUght of as beingjin’
the "Faﬁﬁty"Estabtﬁshment Phase’ .. The ‘decade from 30 - 40
o can be repreSentat1ve of ‘the "Child- bear1ng and .
Ch11d rearﬁng Phases 40 - 50, ‘the "Child- 1aunch1ng Phase".

»

50 - on, the ”M1dd]e Age and Aging Phases (Mahan,

'1964 2 3). The age groups of operators was useé to‘represent
"fam1]y cyc1e stage for thlS research. Consequently,‘1t can
'ipbe determ1ned iy wh1ch fam11y cycle stage part t1melfarm1ng

© s mos t prevalent - | |
Generally, the amount of educat1on attalned has ‘an
,1mpact on a person 'S career. It is 11Ke1y that ma1ntenanoe
of a protess1onal career would have a stronger lnfluence on

the extent of off- farm work than would ma1nta1n1ng an:

Lunskilled or semi-skilled position off'the farm (Heffernan,

tuat1ons Over . the llfe of the fam11y Part t1me:i~uv;
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L lééﬁl Educat1on levels would also 1nﬁ1uence the deC1s1on to

-

; taKe or{ma1nta1n an off farm Job'as ‘the. extent of capltal .
generated from off ?arm WOPK would be 1nversely related to |
the return to labor on- the farm lBQllman. 1979) Therefore,,l

. educattonal levels}of farm operators and spouses ‘have an

: 1nfluence on. extent and K1nd of -off- farm work and 1n.turn

| w1ll have an 1mpaot on the farming operat1on :

B. Future.Farming@ﬁlans
| Future plans are important to note even if the‘plans -
are only antlclpated Although actual future occupat1onal
.status cannot ‘be measured w1thout a long1tud1n\ﬁ study.
future plans . 1nfluenee present dec1s1ons and can be used ‘as. .
predictors of future occupat1onal status (Fugu1tt 1977 12) .
} e¥or example, if a part-time farmer. planned to be'farming
| full-t1me 1n -the- near future h1s farm1ng dec1s1ons would be
focused on increasing product‘v1ty Conversely, if the same
farmer planned to remain in a part- t1me farm1ng.pos1t1on he

1Y

may be more 1ncl1ned to maintain the same level of farm
productivity in, the absence of 1ncent1ves to increase that
productivity level | |

The expected future occupational status‘of those
involved in part-time farming also g1ves an 1nd1catlon
‘the pers1stence of part- t1me farm1ng in an area (Fullery /;)\
1976). 1f farmers in a part-time situation plan to remain \\\
that situation in the foreseeable future, it is an -

: 4
indication that part-time farming has become an end in
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-.L: jtsel¥ mﬂiway oﬁ’iifé Cbﬁverée]yr if full-tthejfarmerszplan._:

" 8

" to be- farm1ng part t1me in the near future tht§;ﬁay"' ]

&

1nd1cate ar reduced-ﬂeve] of confldence 1n their ab1llty to

-, T.e . PP A

-

co Use of Extension Services and’ Information Sources .
It ‘has been noted that part t1me farm1ng fam111es make
less use of extension services than full-time farming
fam111es and that part-time farmers who formerly were |
fullftime farmers are more I:kely to have contacts with
extensfon than those who formerly were Full-t ime non-farm
workers (Fuguitt,_1965:49).‘fhis,1ack of contact byl
.'part-time farminhg families may be caused in pért by the
fo]lo@ihg: thé hoursﬂbf,work«of~eXtehéi6n pérgéhnél are’

usually the same'as those wor%ing off the farm. Because of

7 this, the 1nformat1ona1 needs of part time farm fam111es may

@ @, @

be met through other sources such ‘as med1a. ne1ghbors, etc
(Hillman, 1956 ) . If[ however , one of the goals of
institutions involved in agriéu]ture is to increase farm .

productivity. traditional extension services may require.

some alterations to meet the needs of part-time tarmers. For

example, the reaction of a recognised extension educational

center to this specific demand has resulted in short courses

and publications directed at the urban ehtrant to part-time ,

farming in Ontario. '

L]

! 0ntar1o Ministry of Agriculture and Food, 1980.
. Information for Begfnning and Part-Time Farmers. Pub. 61.
Agdex 813,
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3--Pnévious research indicagés.that-parf-time farmers ‘may

_ be thought of as clientele ofveXEension,seryiceé‘inﬂthht“f
._there;méy be opportunities‘with'tﬁis'group that‘arevabsentmf

A <N o . .o .
.in the full-time farminQ_Sthorﬁ'As-Pienoni'has-statéd? B

' The autside-agr icultural activities of. some members .

-,/ of the family do not reduce the.overall intensity of
labor utl]ization on.the farm, but’ rather these -
outside -activities aiq In the overcoming of L
traditional ways of farming, and favor the .
acquist.ion of 'jnnovat jons cancerning the productive
activity. Part-time farming familles have access to
a cuitural and. tethnical socializat.ioh..which Is more. .

. developed than in full-time farming families which

are, on the contrary, more traditional and less
Skillful. This difference probably comes from the
experience and the know-how that- part-time workers
can acquire. from their employment in industrial or
urban contexts (Pieroni, 1982:334). A \

-

As evident from this diécussion, the special circumstances

of part-time farmers,.whether frém a urban or Tural

" background, necessitate consideration when developing

A
o

extension service policies.

D. Reasons to Farm and Reasons to Work Off the Farm
‘wayt (1959) found that_gcdnomic reasons were not the
only motivational fofcés iﬁfluencing the decision to enter
into a part-time farming situation. In gs;tudy in Ohio, the
\main reasons féund for=part—fime farming were, in order'of
importance: country ]iying,ﬂsecurity,lmore cash income, dﬁd
. to gét a start in farming. He found’that'thé émphasis people
gave to particular reﬁéons to -farm part-time depended

somewhat on whefherlthey were former full-time farmers ar

former urban residents.
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The dec151on to take off farm employment by members of A.:.
'1'the farm fam1ly is 1nfluenced by.a number of factors both

',1nternal and external to the farm 1tself These 1nternal

1nfluences, accord1ng to Kada (1980) are ‘the nature of the

farm operat1on (farm SlZQ, type of operation. net farm

’lncome poss1bll1ty of expans1on) avaflabll1ty of fam1ly

labor (fam1ly size, family compos1t1on .education -and JOb

~sk1lJ§);”llfe cycle stage.(agevof operator, number and ages

of children); asp1rat1ons and goals of family members
(retirement cont1nuat1on of the’ famfly farm etc.).

External 1nfluence include: off-farm employment

L4

'opportun1t1e5' the opportunity cost of labor between on- farm
and off- farm employment non agr1cultural demgnd for land
"and farm technology (Kada, 1980'3) These 1nfluences are

related t0~Fugu1tt s push pull® hypothes1s in whlch the

extent of part t1me farm1ng is directly related to the ‘
extent of off-farm employment opportun1t1es and 1nversely
related to the extent of opportun1t1es in agr1culture
Fugu1tt s "push” factors include: 1nsu$f1c1ent farm income;
inability to expand farm size; labor'saving farm-technology:
ava1lab1l1ty of custom farm work: more active part1c1pat1on
of farm women in the labor force and hlgher levels of
education of farm fam1ly members . Pull factors relating_to
the \decison to take off—farm work are, according to Fuguitt:
increased off-farm employment opportunities for rural
populations Hue to industrialization and’Urbanization;

deyelopment of transportation systems; reduced commuting
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t1me mass medIa systemsawh1ch have 1ncreased 1nformatlon
flow about off-farm: opportun1t1es, changes in labor l~
prac¢1ces such as shorter work hours, pa1d vacat1ons,
lmproved labor condataons and asp1rat1ons to an nmproved T
standard'of 11v1ng : o

‘ These factors wh1ch'1nf1uence the reasons to farm
part- t1me play an 1mportant rote .in, dec1s1on maklng for

entrants from fu]l t1Me farm1ng pos1tqons However, from a

" non-farming position other factors play a part in

determ1n1ng the reasons to- farﬂlpart time. These factors are
both econom1c and non-econ0m1c Econom1c ‘factors 1nclude
1ncreased 1ncome for the fam11y, ftnanc1ng farm 1nputs
reduc1ng farm debts reduc1ng food costs for home '
consumotion 1ower living costs, the ga1n from 1and va]ue
apprec1at1on and in..some.. cases tax benef1ts (Gasson
1982 355) Non-economic factors include: psychic values
placed on rural living, distaste for city lffe- the desire
for more self- suff1c1ency and 1nd1v1dual determ1nat1on
(Ru¥tel, 1981:3).

Entry d1rect1on may belrelated to reasons to farm
part time. From a.full-t1me farming direction of entry, the
reasons to farm partrtimé are mainly ecOnomic ( Tubman,

1977: 210) and, as Kada has stated: To supplement the low

farm .income and to overcome the problem of fncome P

| fluctuatlons, Income from off- farm employment has apparently

been an answer at Jeast for many smaller-size farmers (Kada,

L4

1980.35). From an urban non- farm entrance‘position.
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rmqtivétihg}ch{ons-§p§éap tbkbegﬁsre of a pSychologiqal
‘nétﬁre beléted”td thé deéiie for‘COUQtry’liviﬁg and the
QiSiiKe~éf7a city'énvirohment. As Gasson -(1966) indic;ted,
.neW“entraﬁtsffhoh‘dn uﬁban,déhteb,do not_rély,on farm
incomes for theiPITiving. This was supporied by Kada's
resu%ts‘which’Shbwéd'that the majority of urban ‘entrants did
not Entend to make a living solely from farming (Kéda,
1980:99) . | “ |

Why should the reasons for farmiﬁg"parf—time bé
determined? How i;portani are these reaqops?.ﬁuller, in
1976, stated. that: o o

The mot tves for part-time farming are thus the key
¥o understanding the nature and origin of the
resultant prablems, be they associated with the
adjustments of physical and human resources,
. economic costs or psychologiéal stresses that
eménate)FPom a changing rural.system (Fuller,
1876:38). . . -

The importance of what motivates an indfyidual to farm
part-time was disCussed at a recent seminar on agr iciltural
oducatioﬁ in Alberta...
we need to understand the motivations of people
engaged in agriculture if we are to help in
successful adjustment to change whether they are
engaged in agriculture on a full-time or part-time
basis (McAndrews, 1981:13). :
The determination of motivations or reasens to farm
part-time plays a very important role when discussing the

policy implications of the increase in part time farming.



B.: Adjustments

Some of the adJustments made at the farm level to '
accomodate the off- farm JOb have . been noted to be to worB T
harder and work longer ‘hours, to get help Fr ily O -
members, hire custom operators or sharecrop,;and change the
.farm operat1on (Kada; 1980:104)5 Other adjustments noted
haye'included: hiring iabor rent1ng out farm]and and
exchangimg labor. The fypes and extent of adJustments made :
at the farm level are d1fferent for various s;tuat1ons but_
the knowledge of which adjustment prevailed in a study area
would indicate how people cope with the demands of the-
of f-farm job. i |

Adjustments to the.off-farm job made to accommodate
farming were, in the literatUre found to be fewer .than
adJustments made to the farm operat1on, refTect1ng the
relatlve inflexibility of most off-farm employment
opporfUHities Some part time farm fami]ies have ?ound‘wobk
with flexihla hewvn e come use pa{d vacéiion time and some'
have been fnd tc work non regular shifts N1 te make

?lvénohmﬁn'o fevi time ~fFf (Kada, 1980 1.0%)
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. IV. RESEARCH METHODS

- A Data Required for the Study -.u}.

tor

In ord@r to determ1ne the nature and extent of

part fime farm1ng on the rural urban fr1nge of Edmonton, it

o

A

became necessary to exam1ne the-character1st1cs of farming

families. Emp1r1cal data from. these fam111es had to be

gathered in a fash1dh wh1ch-allowed for the compllat1on of

general,character1st1csw This chapter dete1ls the procedures

followed_inhobtainipg.the data neéded for this study.

- farm productieﬁ characteristiCS; future farm1ng pTans.'

Information, was¥obtained  at the micro or farm family

“*level. The data:required pertéﬁned to: social, economic, and

e~ - o

prob]ems; 1nformat1dn sources and use of extens1on serv1ces.

'off

7farm work characterustlcs; reasohs to farm and,reasons

i

- to work off the farm; an, adjustments made'by'part-time

" farming families. A;detailed outline of the. information i

S

" required from farm families follows:

1.

~8. Location on the rural-urban fringe

SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS

)
LAt
S,

b. Age of Operator‘

. ¢. Age of spouse

- d. Educational level of operator

e. Educetionel level of spouse

f. Rural or urban background of operator

Rural or urban background of spouse

Previous bcpupation of operator

41 : e
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i. Previous reSidenée of operator-
ECONQMIC.CHARACTERISTICS |

a. Gross farm sales of the previous year

b. Percent.ofltotal‘family inéome from farm sales
. FARM PRODUCTION CHARACTERISTICS

.i Lengthvof time in present operation

a
b. Size of farm, acres owned

c. Slze of farm, acres heﬁ%ed out

d. S1ze of farm, acres rehted 'fra‘ot'hers
e.  Type of enterprise N

f. - Value of farm sales from enterpmisé types

- g. Use of credit sources L } L
FUTURE FARMING PLANS to

a. Five years '

“.b.. Ten years

PBOBLEMS T
a. Relate&itb,the fé}m)bperétion ' N
T b. yRelateq to off-farm work

c. “Related to family and commun{ty

INFORMATION SOURCES AND USE OF EXTENSION SERVICES ,

a.: Importance of 1nformat1bn sources i

b. Extent of contact with extension services

OFF-FARM WORK CHARACTERISTTCS
- a. Extent. of of f-farm work
b. chupatibn'6¥ operafor

c. Occupation of'sbbuse

REASONS 'TO FARM .



9.. REASONS TO WORK OFF THE FARM
' a. Openafor o o N
b. SpoOSe _
10. ADJUSTMENTS MADE
~a. To the férm oberation ’
b. to off—éarm'wofk'

B.‘Thg;RéseaPCh Populat ion

4 L[]

“Unit of Analysis -

.fThe°f;;ming family? has been'chqéen as the unit of
analysis for this study as it was determined thatAthe family
is the most revealing source'of information pertaining to
part-time farming. Buttel included the family in his
| deffnition of part-time farming aﬁd emphasized the family
divisibn of labor when'he stated: |

Part-time farming thus represents a division of

labor within the family in which one or more members

of the household (who may or may not include the )

farm operator) works  off the farm while other family

members assume farm-related tasks (Buttel; 1981:3).
Fuguitt also stressed the:importancé of thé family as the
‘unit of analysis when he stated that the family is the unit
of consumption and is the social group involved in making a
living, hence it is important to t?ke into accouht the
family division of labor in farm and other economi¢'

*A family is a group of indjviduals having a mon dwelling.
unit and related by blood, marriage or adoptio Unattached -~
individuals living by themselves are treated as ingle '

member family units (Darcovich and. Mouelhi, 1976:1).
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the fam1}y d1v1s1on of labor is a usefu] way to 1ncrease the
understand1ng of part time farm1ng The part-time farm1ng
family concept is perhaps mos t valuable as a means towards
understand1ng the.pos1t1on part-trme farmjng'holds in the
agricultural'structure'of a region. As Kada has sstated:
the farm family plays-a primary role In determining
methods of welfare maximization and resource
. allocation, .eg., allocation of farm labor between
on-farm and off-farm employment. The farm family is
not only a censumption unit but also an important
decision-gaking urtit. for factor supplies and
resourcé adjustments (Kada, 1980 2).
Thus, the farmxng fam11y is the most useful unit of -

_ analy51s and is utx]1zed for this research.

-

Gaoghaph}c Afea'of~8tudy:

- Cansus‘Diviéion 11 was chosen as fha gaographic area of
sfudy for this research and includes Cdunty 10 (Wetaskiwin),
Codnty;20.(5trathgona), Codnt& 25 (Leduc), County Bi.

" (Parkland), Muqicipal'District.Qb (Stupgeon), and -Edmonton.
Té?s divjéion ppntains areas far ¥rpm, as We?] as cloae to
,Edmonfpn, providing fon'any_diffehences whiph may resu]tr
from variables of distance from an urban center (see
Appendix A). |
This area which has some of the best farmland in the

province, has soil types ranginé from drey.wooded in the
western part of the county of Parkland to. dark brown
luvisols and black chernozems in the counties of Leduc and

Wetaskiwin. Geographic formatlons range from glacial

P

A 4
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morraine in Strathcona_;o-marine lake beds and flood plains
in Leduc, Parkland and Sfurgeoh. Ofl.fields and gas plants,
ref1ner1es, processing plants, and the city 1tse1f prov1de
of f-farm emp loyment opportun1t1es

S1tuated in central Alberta, 762, 041 people re;1de 1n
Census D1v1s1on 11 (1981). An urban population3 of 662, 632
res1des in Edmonton and nearby sattelite towns and cities.
For example the city of St. Albert, towns Of Leduc,
*Wetask1w1n Fort Saskatchewan, Spruce Grové‘and Stony Plain
p]ué various bedroom communities such as Mor1nv1lle and |
Beaumont atl have urban populat1ons As well, a rural
populat1on of 99,409 resides on farms‘and in small

agricultural service communities in the Cerisus Division.

The Universe .

The initial universe for this research inciuded all
part-time farm1ng fam111es in Census D1v1s1on 11, fi was
~expected that this un1verse would contain families entering
from an urban, non-farming d1rect1on and from a rura], '
full-time farming direction.

However . identifying these people was a very difficult
task. A preliminary attempt using MUnicipal fax lists and a
samp1e based on size of holding was undertaken. This methqd,
however, had’ severe l1m1tat1ons, not only because of the
different methods of class1fy1ng farm Tand between the

3 Urban population refers to persons I'iving in an area
having a population concentration of .1,000 or more and a ,
population density of 400 or more per squane kilometre
(Statistics Canada,™1981:vii). -
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counties, but because of the log1st1cs 1nvolved in p1ck1ng a
sample from these 11sts A tax list was-bought.from~th§ '
County of Parkland and‘aEtempts were made to ééréén°fhe.[
possible part-time farming famf]iesx It,b¢0aﬁe'év{dent3;h§t
this time consuming task would result in finding a_?ery‘

small'number of part-time farﬁing familﬁeélzldéntifi¢5t$0n .

in each county would be difficult as two of the count1es had

. not yet converted to a computer1zed file system.

A second attempt to obtain a un1vtrse of'part-Tiﬂé
farmihg families was tried using an area cluster sampling
method. Again, the limitation of a small number of usable
results compared to the cost of the research brecluded this
technjque | | ' .
FFina11y. 1t came to the researcher’s attention through
conversation with Dr. R. Bollman that Statdstics Canada
could release a randon samplie of the universe if the
" sampling parameters were within the confidentiality
11m1tat1ons placed on information Kept by this institution.
Unfortunate1y one limitation was that the entire un1verse* ,
could not be released. ThiS‘source, although posing many
restrictions on the research, was chosen as the most
practical. The Agriculture Statistics Division of Stat1st1cs
Canada was contacted and agreed to generate ‘a-random sample
of census farm‘ operators ;eportihg daYs oonff-farm7onK_in
19?6 The samﬁle, however , beCause'of confidentiality

——————————————————

4 A census farm is a farm, Panch or other agrlcultunal
holding of one acre or more wjith sales of agricultural
products during the year 1975 of $1,200 or more (Stat1st1cs
_Canada, 1978 v)

1
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3 restr1ct1ons, 1ncluded census farm operators who d1d notg{

report any days of off farm work resulted n a un1verse

o conta1n1ng all census farm operators 1n Census D1v151on t.

For thts reason, the research obJect1ves were expanded to ‘
1nc1ude full- tlme farming as 1nd1cated in Chapter I.

Another ltmttation of th1s source was the 1nab111ty of
the researcher to access farm taxf1ler5 1nformat1on because
of 1nst1tut1ona1 restr1cttons on'th1s 1nformat1on This
'unfortunately mdy- have led to the OmISSIOn of many urban

' non farm entrants and biased the sampie in favor of

full-time farming entrants.
N o

»

C. Samp11ng Procedures and Stratification 5% ‘the Samp]e
From a universe of -6, 730 census farm operators from the -
1876 Census of Agr1cu1ture.who~owned 1and or'res1ded in
lCensus'DiVTsion'11, a;random sampte of . éf953 names and
addreSSes was generated. This- samp]e was then used as be1ng
. representat1ve of ‘the universe for th1s study and became a
frame® from which the,survey‘sample was drawn.. At the@A

request of the researcher, agricultura1 corporations and

'__1nst1tut1ona1 census farms were excluded from the sample

The samp]rng frame was numbered and an initial random number
11st conta1n1ng—1000 humbers between 0 and 4000 genenated by

computer was used to select the survey sample Another set

‘5 Farm taxf11ers are deflned to include all- ind1v1duals who .
report 'income from farmlng on therr tax returns (Gellner and
Birks, 1977:1)" .

A sampling frame is the actual list of sampilng units from.
which the sample, or some stage of the sample, is selected

(Babble 1973 g1).
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of 500 random; numbers from 1 to 4000 exclus1ve of the f1rst
set was generated by computer to be used as replacements for
‘=the second ma1l1ng Because the sample was obtalned from a.
1976 list, it was\assumed that there would be a number of
-areturned quest1onna1res from the first mailing.

To ensure a representat1ve survey sample, 1t became
‘necessary to strat1fy the samp11ng frame and,the;survey
sample accprd1ng to significant components.:The Fol]qw1ng\' “f}
‘vdjECussidn outtines the stratification. procedures used for
this study. |

Type of farm enterprise is a component ofkpart-time.
farming. DegiEions made about type‘of enterprise undertakeng
by part-time fanmtng families are affected by seasonal and
daily demands of the enterprise, distance to commute to tne
off-farm job, and the availability of other family members
tc.assist in the enterprﬁse. Certain types of ferming
_operations may be more easily carried out while maintaining

an off-farm jop. For example, grain farmin Qould be more
compattble.with a full—time offrferm jpb§%§;n dairying.

The samp]ing frame contained inforﬁation identifying
each type of eﬁterpriee for the census farm operator listed.
'The sampl1ng frame was classified by type of enterpﬁ1se to
determ1ne the percentage in each enterpr1se Table 1V.
shows the enterprise }ype.and the percentage of‘each type in
the sampling'frame. | _

- Another impor tant component of part-time farming is

proximity to an urban center. From information gathered in
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the literature, it was expected that nearness to an urban
{iKNer and the off- farm job opportunities would have some \‘\
influence on the extent and~k1nd of part-time farmlng '
earried out. For this reason, theusampling frame was
stratified accerdiﬁg to distance .from Edmonton. Three
- concentric circles'ﬁere arbitrac}hy drawn around Edmohton.'
creating four zones (see Appendix A).These zones were termed
“Near " (0 - 18 htlest.““Mﬁd“ (18.1 - 36 miles)f”“Fanﬁ,(36.1
adi& miles), and “"Very Far" (54.1' > 72 miles). The
ctassiftcation of the sampl?ng frame eeSUJted in percentages
located in eaeh zone as indicated in Table IV.2.

The surbey sample'was also b]assified'acéording to
enterprise type and distance. from Edmonton., Percentages in
each c]ass1f1catt;n group1ng were not different from the -
_sampljng.frame as shown in Tables IV.1 andAIV.2,’indicatihg
‘the surVey eample adequately reptesewts the'frame from.whieh

it was drawn. -

D. %ources and' rocedures for g?e Co1lectlon of Data

InFormathn was gathered from the llterature accavdlno
to eelected ch%racter\sfics As well, unpublished
tnformation regarding part ttme farming was obtained from
various sourc;s. Informa] interviews were held with
extensioﬁ, mJnicipal'personnel,,goyepﬁment-representativos.
and nart*timé farmers. ‘\ ‘;ﬁ -

It was/ determ1ned that survey research methods were

reciiired fo mhtain the mirrn level data needed:for the
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study. Data from farming families, both full-time and
part-time were collected in two sequences, a mailed
I ) .. & ! :

”

questionnaire and “an intérview.
oy H
Design and Cdnstructionwﬁfvfhe Questionnaire

The survey instrument was des?gned over- a period of six
months and involved the input of government, university
personnel, and pértFtime Farmers. The questionnaire was .
‘refined and a]feréd a number of.times. The finalized
instrumeént used for the first mailing is included in *

- Appendix B. A cover letter was developed and included in the
mai} paékage with a self-addressed s{amped return envelope
(see Appendix B).

The qpeSt{onnéire began with an istroduction and
proceeded with questions determihing farming and non-farming
history.

Q;estion six determined the order of_impbrtance éf
reasons tg farm. The reasons. were chosen from the
iéférature and from pretesting wifh part-time farmers. It
wa s déﬂided that ingteéd of“asking.respondénts to number a'!
of the reasons in orger of importance, only the three most
important reasons would be rated. thus eliminating Cndiﬂo
Aifficulties.

Questions twelve and thirteen were introduced with a
short statement exp]ainin6 the purpose of the next segment

of the questionnaire. Adjustments to the farm operation and

adivetments to the of f-farm job were obtained from the-
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literature and from pretestfng The respondents were asked
to 1nd1cate wh1ch adJustments app11ed to them no. valuat1én
was 1ntended Question th1rteen asked the respondents to
rate the 3 most 1mportant reasons, in order of 1mportance
for do1ng of f-farm work. '

Quest1on fourteen was des1gned to determ1ne the future
plans of those farming ful] and part time.. It was aithed at
determining the pers1stence'of.the part—t1me situation and
the direction people wanted to move within the next'5 and 10
years, ' -

Questions fifteen and sixteen were piggy-back
quest{Ons At the request of the agency fund1ng this
reseerch these quest1ons were included. Using att1tude and
perception questlons regarding farming as an occupation’ and
a way of life, this Likert scale design fitted into -the mt
questionnaire with very little disruption to the fiow or
focure .

“ross farm salesighd percent of femity income “from farm
sales ware obtained from questions twenty and twenty one.
Income can be a.sens1t1ve subject with su'vey vnspondnnts{
espeo1a11y among\ﬁ rural ‘population. For thie reason, incomea
enquiries were kept-to d minimum. The use of a perhentage
technique revealed the ‘degree nf dependence on the faﬂn'
operation dd\bas suUfficient to meat the research
objectivegn;vﬂ 4

Using.a‘itkert scale, the impor tance of information
sources tqg, the respondents was revealed. Sources to be used

]

14

ad
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were determ1ned thﬁough dlscuss1on with extension personnel

and from the l1terature Quest1on twenty three revealed the

~. extent of contact w1th varlous extension serv1ces

Question twenty six, a Likert scale, revealed the -
relative importance of selected problems relat1ng to the
farming operatwon off farm work, and fam1ly and community

> - o
_life. . . ) ¢

¢
The last page of the questionna1re conta1ned questions
. regard1ng personal 1nformatwon (age eduoataon,-chlldrenf

background, etc).

Also on the last page was a screen quest1on 1dent1fyfng

wh1ch member of the household f1lled out the questxonna1re
"as well as ample space for comments.
Quest ionnaire Testing and Administration

The Questionnaire.was pretested initially in thﬁ.form

of ar 1nterv1ew One district agr1cultur1st ~four Known .

part time farmers and one known full-time farmer were
interviewed. The procedure of pre-tbsting in the form of an
1nterv1ew was done to per$1t a hetter determ1nat1on of
potent1al problems . Confusion arising fromzthe pre-test was
immediately apparent. Many of the questioﬁs were pre-tested
as'ppen—ehded in an effort te determine appropriate
responses for wpat would eventually be closed ended
questions. '

£

The second pre-test done after a Cons1derable amount

~

of refinement to the quest1onna1re was adm1nlster9d

/
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r personhélly,>but the respondents were requesfed to complete
l'the survey ihstrument by.thehselyes. fhearesgarcher was |

there, ﬁowe?ér, tb answer any questiohé. The respondents
_chosen for the second pre-test includéd’two Known part-time
- farmers who had pqrticipated“in the initial pre-iest'and two
~ unknown part-time farmers suggested by district |
égrioulturiéts. The twé Known phrt-tjwq,farhgrs wéﬁe formerj
~full-time farmers.who had-taken 6ffrfarm j?bs while the'two"k
named part!iiMe fgrmehg were'forﬁer-éjty;dwelleré‘whé had '
recently (in the past ten years) ﬁqQéd“to the'country to’
farm. T | B I | |
Thé respondents’ names and addressés weré‘printed on
labels generated by compuier,and«affixed to the cover
théiSpe. After'refinehent‘of the questionnaire, it was
| mai}ed'with the covering }etter,‘and é stamped,
. sélf;addressed return enve]ope:'Thé';econd mailing, designed
///Es a reminder to the ?irst.mai1ing, was mailed three weeks .
after the first. Further dis;usgién of the'sgcoﬁd mailing is
‘gohtained in the‘seetion~dealiﬁg with re%ingLity and .
validitf'of empirica] data’in this éhaptef;' | ‘

The Ihtervfew Schedule .
The same instrument was used for.the_interview schedule‘
and administered to bart-tjhe farming famflies during’the
period between the first and secpnd mailjngs. The purpose of
the personal interQiew was to allow the researcher to gain
| an in-depth lookiét part-time;farming. Resulfs from the .

\

)

e
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_interviews were included with results from the mailed

'survey. Additional comments,‘hoWever, and research notes

’

‘ were used as an aid in epraining and 1nterpret1ng resu]ts

' Altogether. ten’ personal 1hterv1ews were completed five of

these were chésen at random from the sampleaframe.usjng a-

random number set ofafortyu Respohdents“ohOSen were

icontacted by te]ephone and asked for an interview.

' adp01ntment Full-time farmers selected were replaced W]th '

another respondent from a random number set of twenty The -

"~ random number sets were generated at the beginning of the -

survey and all were mutually exclusive. Five other part-time

. farming families were selected by asking district

<

agriculturists to name part-time farmers known.to them.
These named ;Espondents_were contacted by telephone'and an

interview appointment arranged.. - -

E. Reliability of Enpi_ricai Data |

Through pre-tests, the questionnaire was validated to
determine that the information generated would be’ .-
beneficial, and that the questions would, ‘in fact, elicit
the correct responses. The quest-ions, duringipre;testing,
were constantiy improved so that they would be clear to the
respondents. Questions (if ahy) which failed to.elicit a |
response because of ambiguity were removed from the survey
instrument. Examples of improvingfthefreliabilitzrfollow:~In
questions such as number sii,-there was a possibility

respondents would check all of the answers rather than one

o
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answer.(initially spect?ied). This occured in pre-testing.
d,Forlthfs,reason. the question was altered to include onJy
‘the three.most important choices. Questions ten and eleveh,
parts three were altered from a yearTy scale to a seasonal
scale after pre testing determ1ned that many farmers and
.their spouses worked only dur1ng a certain part of the year.
A seasonal determ1nat1on of off-farm work produced results
that were more reliable as the respondents were better able
to answer the question. The questlons wh1ch were attitudinal
in nature were designed as L1kert scales to increase the
var1ab1l1ty among answers as much as possible. It was not
essent1a1 to test the var1ab1l1ty; the research design
required descriptive analysis only. As it was, the multiple’
response scaled questions included categories of responses
which were mutually exclusive except. in the case of
questions fourteen and twenty-four where multipie answers -
were expected and allowed

| 4
c1rcumstances First, the mailing of the initial

Response rates were affected by a var1ety of —&
questionnaire coincided with seedingﬁ\SécondTy the'economic
climate seemed'to reSu]t in-a'negative atmosphere not
.conduc1ve to c00perat1on 1n a survey Many farmers, alreaqy
experwenc1ng high 1nterest ratés. and opérating expenses,
cogpled with-a decline in beef prices, tended to be

unenthusiastio,toward a'qUestionnaire. Theszgexplanatioﬁs

were determjned from the comments which responderits made on
. . \

the 1ast.pa§e;of the questionnaire. Another.factor affecting
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‘Héspohse rates'was mobilfty. Fifty-three questionnaires from
the first mailing-were refqrned undelivered as. the |
'rg;hondent«was deceased or had moved. 1t was assumed that
ofher'questionnaires may not have been returned for the same
reasons even though they may have been de]ivered.w
‘ The most influential %actor affect{hg response rates
was the use of the term "part-time farming”. This term.was
used as a heading for thé’first4mai]in§ and it came to the
researcher’'s attgntion through subsequent interviews that
the term had‘é derogatory connotation among many of the
respondents. Although this was not evident in the pretest,
the term implied a "failure" at farming or "hobby farhing“
with a strong negative bias. As aﬁ“infbrmal;tést tﬁk
determine if this indeed was so, the term was omitted from
the second mailing. Other chahges included replagement of
undelivered questionnaires from the;fibst mailiné with
respondents randomly selected from the second list of 500
ﬂg;dom numbers. A1l respondents and replacements for the
second mailing were screened by looking up~addresses_in the
phone directory. It appeared that these chahges affected the
requnsé rate, as the rate éor the first mailing was 17% and
for t;e second mailing, 14%, boosting the tolal response
rate to 31% (271 usable questionniares). Tﬁg second mailing
increased the response rate by‘82%.

| As already indicated, the response rate, 31%, was low.
Due to the économic-climate, efc., the willingness to

respond was expected to be low. Considécigg—that the subject
. . v .



of the survey may not have been topical ar exc1t1ng to some'
respondents and that the target populat1on was rural the
researcherjéeels that -this was an adequate response rate
from wh1ch_t8\gi?n an increased understand1ng of the extent :
and nature of part-time farming. Def1n1t1ve statemqnts of .
the research population, hcwever, cannot-peamade W1th such a
low response rate. | ' “ ) h .
Another area affecting the re11abu11ty of results was'
the mehhod of samp]e selection. The method e11m1nated
. potential respondents fc‘ran urban entry pos1t1on Not a]]
entrants who are farm1ng part- t1me are cIasS1f1ed as census
farmers in the 1976 census of agr1cu1ture but are classified
as farm taxfilers. For th1s reason resu]ts are b1ased
towaad the fu11 t1ne farming entrant who had prev1ous1y been
3

a census farmer. These factors must}be ‘taken :into "

consideration when drawing conclusions from the empirical

~

data. ( B Y

{

F.“Procedures fcr,Ana]ysis-ahd'lnterpretation df:Data

JThe questipnnaire Was,coaed and,results tabulatedi
Frequencies.andhaverages for the‘entfre sample were .
computed. The researcher anaﬂysed and compared relationships
4 between full\ and part\t1me farm1ng families w1th respect‘
to: soc1a1“ econoﬁﬁc and farm praduction character1st1cs,
future farmlng plans problems, information sources, and use
of extension serv1ces.fPart?time'farming families Were‘then‘

;'cﬁassifﬁed accordingﬂto_entry directiQn (i.e., urban-based,

"/
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non- farm1ng and rural based full t1me farm1ng) Se}ected ;
socWaH econom1c, and- farm product1on character1st1cs of
part t1me farm1ng fam1]1es Were analysed and compared. As
well, a compar1son between dlfferent pant- t1me farm1ng
_lfam111es was carr1ed .out w1th regard to the character1st1cs
of. off farm work reasons td farm reasons to take off farm :
worK and adJustments made to accomodate off-farm work

' 5001a1 econom1c aihd farm broduct1on character1st1cs
7were tested using a ch1-square goodness of fit wh1ch
:requ1red onTy nominal or ord1na1 1evel data. A]though many

of the 1ndependent varlables were at the interval or ‘ratio
| Jevel they wer%_collapsed 1nto open ended .or non-equal
classes for the purposes of descr1pt1on Also, the -
:‘d1fﬁerences found in many of the comparisons‘Were large
enough to be tested for s1gn1f1cance using the chi-square -
and d1d not requrre more r1gorous tesf1ng o

In some of the compar1sons of soc1a1 economic, ’and'
farm product1on characterﬂst1cs between urban non- farm1ng :
entrants and rura1 fu1l-t1me farm1ng entrants, the cell
sizes were too small to be s1gn1f1cant ‘

The Likert scales, however._were treated as interval
data and.the difference of means betneen'part-time:and_
full-time farmingfamilies were tested using an F statistic ’
* (MelnykK, 1977:128-t34). | |

The Sbear an rank-order‘correlation coefficient was
used to measu!thhe degree of re1ationship‘between types of

part-time farming famtttes~and'operatons and spouses with
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respéct to”reaéons to’ farm and reasons to work off the farm.



- npresents a class1f1cat1on of part- t1me farmlng fam1l1es

1
i1

‘i’V RESULTS AND DISCUSSION PART- TIME AND FULL TIME FARMING
: FAMILIES |

Results of th1s research are presented in Chapters V
and VI, " Chapter V. determ1nes character1st1cs of farm .
‘fam1l1es. These character]st1cs,are shown as compar1s1ons
be tween par‘t"-tinle; and full-time far‘ming Fanilies. Chapter VI
based on entry dlrect1on Th1s is followed by comparisons
‘between urban non farm1ng and rural full “time farm1ng
‘ entrants w1th respect to: soc1a] economlc and farm :
product1on character1st1c5' off- farm employment
charactertsttcs, reasons to Farm and reasons to worK off the
.farm and adjustments made to the farm operatlon and to the
off farm work o - : . ©

-
As 1nd1cated in the definition of part time farm1ng in

Chapter I, the off-farm work of the spouse was 1ncluded when
“determ1n1ng a part- t1me farm1ng s1tuat10n Of the part- t1ﬂ£
}farm1ng fam1l1es surveyed, AQ (40%) of the. farm operators
had off-farm work Spouses{working'of? the«farm numbered 36
(34%5 of the part-time farmlng fam1l1es in the sample.
Twenty six . (25%) repor ted that both the operator and the
spouse-had off- “farm work.‘The h1gh percentage of women
working of f the farm supoorts the inclusion of farm wives in
"the determ1nat1on of the part t1me farm1ng status of a

fam1ly .
0f the 271 respondents, 257 (95%) presently were

62
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operating a farm, 14" (5%) were not.? Of thé7257ifabm
Cfamjlies presently operating a farm, 104 (40%) reported
off-farm work whi]e'ﬁSB (59%) did not work off the farm. The
peréentége of part-time fagming families is lower than
expected. This may be explained by the possibility'of
non-responsé bias 8 within the part-time:farming segment of
the population. As well, fhe”sampling source (discussgd in
Chapter IV) was ‘biased toward full-time farming families.

is the survey sample representative of the total
population? To answeé/this question~a comparison is made
between results from the survey.sample and avaliable data
from‘theb1981 Census of Agr{culture, Census Division 11.
This comparison also facilitates the determination and -
direction of possible non-response bias.
5 As indicated, 40% of the survey sample had of f-farm
work while census data %ndicated that 49% of the population
had off-farm work. i( is clear that results are biasé&
toward full-time farming families as noted pfeviouély. With
regard to rharactgpigtics such as age of opérétorﬂ farm

S/

sales, and fapm size){Z: comparisons between survey results
and censu§ data are sh

n in Tablé V.. 1. The survey sample is

under -represented il the youngest age group and

0f the 14 not'oggpétih a farm, 9 were retired and 5 had
moved into other Gccupations. Teh of these people still
owned land of ‘which 8 reported that the land was being
farmed by someone else. . o N o

- 8 The résearcher, in assuring anonymity, did not identify
any of the questionnaires -or réturn envelopes. This was an
ethical decision made with full knowledge that non-response
bias could not be determined. :
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oveﬁ-represented'in the oldest age‘groUp; The.lowest saJes}
classes are under-representéd in the sample ‘while the
highest sales classes are over -represented. With regar; to
farm size( the survey results indicate ‘an
under -representation in the sma]leStAand largest size
.classes and an over-representation in the mid size classes;
Reasons for this under and oVer-represenfation in the
survéy sample may stem from non-response bias,-and sampling
procedurés, but the fact that thé'survey sample was drawn
from 1976,¢ensus lists m&y méan that the differences are‘a
reflection of changes which have.téken place in the
population since 1976 with regard to age, farm size and ‘\m

calec

A Fxtent of Part-time Farming

Within the survey’'s part-time farming segment the .
resrondents may, be classified inte categories representing
the evtent cof theis ;Ff-favm work (Bollman, 1976). 0f the
respondents 1 am nalf(*imﬁ farming families, 43 (41%) wer o
involved in occagimnal (1 176 days) off farm work; 25
(94%) repor ted part time (127 228 days) and 36 (21%)
reported full time (over 220 days) off-farm work in 1881,
The rriteris used to determine inclusion in'these categories
was:; number of houré worked off the farm in a day, numher of
days worked in a week, number of weeks wohkéd in a month aﬁd
number of months worked .in 1981. The number of full-time

equivalent days (6 hours) (Kada. 1980:129), worked in the



66

i

previous ‘year was determined. (For example, if a respondent

" worked off the farm for 3 hours per day, 5 days per week) 2
weeks per month, 8 months of the year, the equivalent number
of full-time days is fOUﬁty). This respondent would he

classified as working "occasionally” off the farm.

B. Social Characteristics .(‘L

location in the Rural-urban Fringe

\
dntarm}ﬁes by examining Fhe ]oratlon of the part- time
o~
farm families vis a/v1e‘fhe kul] time farm families. From

r</ f\a influence of urbanization on part-time farming may
<)

the discussions in the preceding chapters, it is expected
that part-time farming families are )Jocated closer to the
city than full-time férming'families. The survey sample was
classified arcording to three distance z-nes from Fdmonton
tm o determine lIncation in the rural-urban fringe.
Table V 2 shows the difference in farm familias with

A f farm work and those without regarding location in the
rurat-urban fringe. The,difference. however, is cantrary to
that which was expected with more full time farming families
located closer to Edmonten fhan part time farming families
f Although these results may in part be éttribUted to
non-regsponse bias and sampling problems, they are in acceord
with results found in Wiénoﬁsin by Kada (1980) whg also
found more full-time than part-time farﬁing familﬁesllocétéd

near urban center<  Kada evrlained these unexpected results
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by noting that the high cost of farm-land near cities
precludes any type of agriculture other than Jarge~scale
capital intensive Tarming (Kéda. 1980:615( As weil, he

explainéd that:

a polarization is developing between large-scale
“full-time farmers who ' seek expansion of their farm
‘operat ion through rented farmland and rural.
nonfarmers who rent ot farmlands (Kada, 1980:61).
The third rfeason ~entared on fhe dffifa%ﬁ job opportunities
further away from the city and how these opportunities
influen~ed the higher ratio offpért-fime to full-time
farmers in the more rempte aneas.

Thege reasons may, in‘part. héyeisome‘explanatory,pbwe'
~whén discussing the results found ihﬁthg study area around
Edmonton. Capital intensive fafmiﬁg is ey%dent on the Clqsé

c - P
' and 2 soilg immediately north and south of the. city. As
well  a polari-atinn M be~seen betwean fuilff{Me fa}move
and nonfarming landowners who hold land for development
purposes buf.rent to farmerfre . |Imb onno}tunifieg in areas far
away from Fomontnn ar s abrmdart at the time f the s tudy
esrenially in the oil ~nd qad (inlde lomrated in the Cointies
U Parkland sand | edue .

Another 1eacrn oy the unexpected results in thﬁé stuny
may be the extent of subdivision restrictions placed on
farmland hy some of the various mmicipal governménts
invelyed, vnduwing the améunts of smaller farms which would
potentially be operated on a part time bagis. Further.

investiqafiop into other characteristics of farm families [

‘ : \
enrh ae eive of h~lding may shed some light on reasons for



Toeb

the results found in this section of. the research.

Age and Educatlon of Farm Operators :

AlthOUQh the farm operator is generally considered to
be }he husband, there is a growing acceptance and
recognitiop by researcheré‘of'the important role of the wife
in the farm operation (Heffernan, 1982:2).'TQ determine if
. farm families iJ the study area also recogniie this
eontribution a quesﬂfon cbncernihg who is considered‘the
farm operator was 1ncluded in this research\‘ ‘ |
| ' W1th1n the part time, farming families it was expected
'that because of -the ?bvo]vement in off- farm work there would
be morexshar1ng of farm 1abor between husband and wife’
lead1ng @o an attitude that.both were co;s1dered to be the
farp‘operatbr. This was nqivthe case. When part-timeQanb
full-time faéming.familiés were compafed it was found that
-mofe fUTJ-%ine-?abmihg femilies cons%dered both the husband
and wife to be the farm opeﬁétor,_40% compared to 30%.

The factor of off-farm work in the fami]y does not seem
‘to a]ter»the,famijy‘s perception of who the farm operator
is, as there is little difference between the total sample
‘and those withroff-fafm'work AltHough one-third of the
-sample (86%) considered both the husband and the w1fe to be
‘the farm operators, the - maJorvty perce1ved the husband only
to be the OpeﬂS¢or. This would indicate that the wife's
'cbntkfbution to the farm oberation has not been reeognized

ta the extent of inclusian‘in~"operator" designation in the

i

69-
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“area studied.

Age and education levels of farm.operators indicate

" which farm families are more likely to be'tnvolved in

part- time farming. The average age of all farm operators in
the sample was 50 years, the operators in part t ime farm1ng
fam111es‘averaged 45 years[and in full:time farming ‘6

. families 53 years (See Tabte V.3). Part-time farming is

| most prevalent when the age of the operator is betweén 40
and 48, the family cycle stage'where the youngest child has
reached tne teenage years. This indicates that part-time
farming is not necessarily used as an entry into or exit out
of agr1cu1ture as the maJor age groups of part time farmers
were nat in the youngest And oldest classes. From the
interviews and the response to the question concernjng
reasons to work off-the farm .i,t seems that part-time
emplovment is a means used by previously full-time farm
operators to smooth income fluctuat1ons at t1mes whenlfam1ly
expend1tures were high or to.allow for the labor input of
older children in-the farm operation. From an urpan,~
non—farming entrance position, it could be implied tnat‘the'
reason the naJor1ty of part-time farm operators %231 in the
40-49 age group was that enough secur)ty had been built up
in otf-farm ehployment to allow for the investment in‘avfarm

operation. .

Table V. 4 shows ¢he education levels atta1ned by farm

operators. The average grade completed by the sample

respondents was 11. Part-time farming operators completed an
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.average education ‘level of one year of post-secondary
- : ' ’
education and full-time farming operators, averaged 10 and

. 5 k
1/2 years of school. .

The results indicate that part-time farming operators
~attained highef levels of education than ooerators in
fulT;tihe farmiqg familiesf'This tendency,would befexpeoted
. as operators with hiéher eﬁycetion,levels wou ld compete mor e
successfully .in the non-farm job market. |
Age and Educatlon of Spouses
The average age of all spouses in the samp]e was 46.
Spouses in part-t1me farm1ng families averaged 43 years-and
those of full-time farm1ng families averaged 49 years Tabie
V.5 shows th1s compar.ison. These results are expected, as
farm operators from part-t1me farminé families‘are younger
then operators from fuTl-tiTe farming families.
With regard to education of spouses, levels attained

can be compared to educatioh']eve]s attained'by fermfel‘

operators (see Tables V.4 and V.5). Forty-nine pefcenf of
spouses Qersus‘35% of farm operators comp1efed High sohool.
While more operators completed sOhe voéationa} or techmical-™
trainino,“18% of the sooUses had college or universiﬁy
_ gducations compared to 10% of the farm operatorsi Of the.
part-time farming fam111es, the average éaucat1on level of
§pouses was one and one-half years of college or un1vers1ty
and o6f the full-t1me'farm1ng families, it was grade 12. The |

total.sample averaged an education level of grade 12, and

.-
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that there is little difference between . spouses from

75
one-half year of post secondary educat1on Table V.6 shows
part-t1me farming fam111es and spouses from full-time
farmlng fam111es with respect to the educat1onal categor1es“
of high school and technlcal or vocat1ona1 training. There
is a significant difference between spouses tn the grade 1 -
9 categofy and the univessity or college category with three
times as many full-time farming spouses in the former
category and one and one-half t1mes as many part t1ne
farm1ng spouses in the latter. Th1s may be exp1a1ned by the
age dtfferences between spouses of the two types of farming
fami]ies; Nearly one-half of the spouses of full-time .
farmiog families aae 50 yeats or older while only one—third
of those from part- t1me farm1ng families are 50 years or
older, indicating that the . educat1ona] opportun1t1es for
rural womeq have been steadily improving over the last 30
years. | |

( : ‘ ,
Rural-urban Background of Farm Families
The majority of the farm operators (85%) and spouses N

(65%) in the total sample were raised on a farm. There w

? T ——

' more part-time farming families with operators and spouses

"raised in the.c1ty than full-time farming fam111es These

results (see Table V.7) 1nd1cate there is a sl1ght1y higher
tenQency to be in a part-time farming situation if the farm
ator ahd/or soouse were raised in thé c%ty than iftthey

were raised on a farm.
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Another aspect to consider when determ{ning background
is previous residence. The previous res1dence of the farm
- operator was used to add another dimension to the
rural-urban background gf farming fam111es and, when
:examnned in Chapter VIq will help to determine entry
directibn into a part-time farming situation. Résults show
"~ that there was a significantldifference with respect to *
" previous residence with more part-fime operators. previously
residihg in a ci{y ahd more operators from fu]l“fime farming
families résidiﬁg previously on a farm (see Table V.8).
With respect to previous occupation of the farﬁ

. ?
operator (farming or non-farming) there was a significant

rdiffer"éncie between each group. Fourty-eight perceht'df the
' éperators from’péft-time farming families had only farmed
before farming the pre;énthoperation, indicating a full-time
farming entry ‘hsition. (See Table V.9.) Fifty (52%) had
‘been involved in dther occUpatjdns4indi§at¥ng a non-farming
entry position. Of the full-time farmiﬁg fami1ies,.168 or
74% of the operators had only farmed before farming the ,
present operation bﬁf.38 (25%)7had previouslymbeen involved
in non-farm occupationg.‘This may iadicate a certain amount
of movehent from part-time to full-time farming. These
ré#dlts algo show thaf more'opefafors frbm paft~tine farming
families héve had-previoﬁs off-farm WOnK.éxpérienée than
those fr@m fui}»time farming families.

The previous occupations reported by farm operators

-
were class1f1ed 1nt6\fategor1es acdbrd1ng to those used by

[
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Stat1st1cs Canada (Stat1stlcs .Canada, 1980 55). and are
presented in Tab]e V.9. More part- t1mé operators were’
involved in sales resource related. transportat1on. and
‘construction occupatjogs whi le operptorskfromrfull?time.
farming families.had previously‘been 1nvolved mainty in
production, processing, manageriai, administﬁative, and
“service occupstions. |

/

/

C. Economic Characteristics

Economic cRaracteristics.of farm families indicate the
relative productivity. of part-time farm families when' |
pomSéred to full-time'ferm families. Farm sales deéohstrate
significant differences with more partftime farming famities
being represented in the lowest sales class than full-time
farming families and the converse in the h1gher sales
classes (see Table V.10). Altogether, 46% of the full- t\me
farming families had grose farh\:;?es of less than $50,000
while 75% of the part-time rarmtng families had sales of
less than §50,000. Ae well, 56% of part-time farm families
had agricultural saleg of less than $25.000. These results
!ndlcate that farm production of the maJnrity of part tvmn
faréwng fam1l1ec i lower than that of full-time farm
fam1l1es.lA ma jor discrepancy exists, however, in the
re]%tively large percehtage (14%) of part-time farming
families with sales of over $100 000 Thls d1srrepancy may

* be eXplawned through anaﬂys1s of the second econom1c

chara~ter istic, perdent of tota) fam1ly income from
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ag\jcultural sales‘whth indicates “the. extent of dependency '
on farm1ng for family 1ncome As would be. expected |
part time farm families are generally—less dependeht on farm
sales than full -time Farm famil1es (see Table V: lk) ‘
However a large p:oﬁortlon (31%) of part t1me farm families ;
fall 1n the range of 80 to 100% deeendenc;hbn agriculture if o
fcr their total family 1ncome 1ndicating that a signif1cant
_ segment of these familles rely mainLy on. farm product1on
e These results may be expla1ned as 41% of the part timle}}.\—y
- segment of the survey sample worked only occas1onally off
the farm and could" easily manage a large scale=operat1on
around the time demands of- occasional off -farm work
The rather h1gh percentage (21%) of full- time farm1ng |
fam1lves who depend ‘on: agriculture for 60% or less of the1r :
total fam1ly income 1s of some concern These people may\

' however have 1nvestment, ret1rement or transfer income, a ’
conclus1on whlch 1s,re1nforced by the ?act that 29% of them
full t1me farm operators 1n the sample were 60 years or

S

older R B . ' o - -5

p=}

The d1str1but1on of farm sales -and the dependency on
\\\‘\agr1culture seem to ‘Become* polar1zed for part- time farm1ng
' ”fam1l1es One half of the fam1lles have low farm sales and a.

‘minlmal dependency on agricutuyral 1ncome The other s1de o{j.
2'*th1s d1str1butlon pattern shows a sign1f1cant percentage Qf
part-time farm1ng fam1l1e¢\w1th hlgh ﬁarm sales and a - .

) maximum dependency on agr1culture Eurther explanatlon of g

~* this polarization car be seen in Chapter,VI'when the two
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D Farm Prcduction 1paracteristics

feconomic differences-in the sampie between part-time%a,d

in the present farm operation for 20 years or less This

~'the present farm for 30 years: oq,more compared to 33% ©

. , - :
to be not}as well established in farming as:their fuil-time

, 85

entry directions. urban non farming and rural fuil time

farming-are compared with respect to these economic

.characteristics -

~ Farm production characteristics may fur ther ex the

| full'-time'-farming'families Survey results indicated that

the respondents farmed their present operation for an
average of - twenty three yéars Part time farming families;

averaged eighteen years and twenty seven years was the

"iaverage for the fuld- time farming families. As a partial

1

expianation for the low farm sales of part time farming

famiiies found in the preceeding section it 1s noted {hat

31§ of these families farmed their present operation for 10
- years or 1ess. a v1ab1e operation genera]iy takes 7 to- 10

it years to estabiish The ex1stance of part time farming

famiiies in the 11 - 20 year category,,however. suggests

that there are reasons for maintaining off farm employment

'other than to become egtabiished in farming Sthy three U

percent of the part- time farming famiiies have been 1nvolved

compares to 35% of the fuil time farming families Seventeen

[N

percent of the part time farming famiiies had been oper:fiﬂg'
the

ufuii time farming families Part time farming_famiiies seem

.t

-

¢
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The small humber (8) of farm fam1l1es in the 1 - 69

indicated that part ume farmers, in g“ "‘eral, res'lded on

smaller farms Although more part t1 e farmlng families than
full\t1me farm1ng fam1l1es owned land in this size class,
thefr numbers are not sign1f1cant These results qu1te

/effect1vely q1spell the 1dea that part t1me farm1ng 1s

'/ synonymous w1th small f ms 1n the area stud1ed As’ already

ment1oned the Tgck of respondents in the smallest s1ze
class may be due to non- response blas and mun1c1pal ‘
restr1ct1ons on land sub- d1v1s1on : o"

3 With regard to the survey sample, the smallest size

- class (1 - 69 acres) is ma1nﬂy compr1sed of part- t1me

i\

'\\farm1ng fam1l1es The next stze classes (70 =~ 239 acres and

240 - 399 acres) contain a maJor1ty of both the part t1me-
and full-time farm1ng fam1l1es Farms over 400 acres are .
operated by full- t1me farmvng fam1l1es ma1nly (44% compaﬁéd

to 29% of the part t1me farm1ng families). Table V. 12 shows .

-~ the d1str1but10n of farm size 1n the sample surveyed

.The average fa?m s1ze was 379 acres. For the part-time'”“ |

farm1ng fam1l1es, the average was 333 acres; for the !
full- t1me farm fam1l1es, the average was 411 acres.

Fourty six percent of the farm fam111 ' rented:land;_

. The m1n1mum acreage rented was:lﬁ_acres a

“the maximum
@ . % .

-
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Type of Operation o

e | ce
Ry .

acreibe rented 2000 acres There was l1ttle d1fference 1n

- acres rented between the two types of farm fam111es with the |

. f» exception of the acreage range of 321'- 480 acres Here,..

- more: part time farming familxes rented land than full t1me

farming families (15% compared to 6% réspect1vely) The

For part t1me farming families,;the average acreage rented

was 379 and for full- time farming families, the averégefwas o
.385 aéres éf,_‘ :ft';"ﬁv;vf? lV,f*f;7rJ; ‘ fﬂ'bgﬁi'

The m1nimum acreage rented out to<others was 4 acres

and the.max1mum 480 acres w1th 11% of the sample rentung

v

}farmland to other ind1v1duals W1th respect to acreage'

classes.,12% of the part time farm1ng fam1l1es compared to

27% -of the full t1me farm1ng fam111es rented out 1 ;'80

| acres In the 81 -'160 acre class there wére tw1ce as many

'f,full t1mq farm1ng fam1l1es (75% compared to- 36%)

average number of acres rented out by the sample was 173

'f acres. w1th part t1me farm1ng famil1es aweraging 155 acres‘

;and ful] t1me farm1ng fam111es, 187 acres

b e
It wou ld seem‘ghat with regard to, s1ze of hold1ng,

rented and owned there is 11tt1e d1fference between : lit

part- t1me and full t1me farm1ng fam1Twes

W1th the except1on of da1ry farm1ng there was l1tt1e -

d1fference found between full and part t1me farm1ng fam111es

. \' o

tVaverage number of- acres rented by the respondents was 383 ;‘H

' part t1me farmlng fam111es*rent1ng land to others than yl'mfbt“



'.";}the full txme farm fam1lles, 39% and’ 34

. 3 N - L e .
- ; ) A . ] - B N~
: . “

4'w1th respect to type of operation The mpJon¥ty of farm
‘ih types were cash gra1ns and beef w1th 44% of: the part tlme .
‘ ”farm famflles 1nvolved in. grain and 37§%:nvolved 1R beef of

B TR

figraln and beef respect1vely ‘Eight percent of the part t1me R

5}'farm fam1l1es were 1nvolved 1n a hog operation compared to"
'512% of the full t1me farm famil1es Dairy farmers compr:sed

3he4% of the part t1me farm.famll1es compared to 12% of the

;full t1me farm fam1l1es e _ ‘, .

"“_' ’ . ' ’ ‘YQ
W1thin each enterpr1se type, a compar1son between

'“ifjpart t1me farm1ng famll1es and\full -time farm1ng fam1l1es

f‘enterprlse type in the area stud1ed

iw1th respect to farm sales w1ll 1nd1cate the extent of each ;

i

Of the survey sample W1th cash gra1n sales, the ‘minimum

was . $800 the max1mum. $400, 000, w1th average sales of
'“:d$42 .524. Part-time farm1ng fam1l1es averaged sales of
'“_$26 765 wh1le full t1me farm1ng fam1l1es averaged $55,931.
. Sales of beef cattle in 1981 averaged $26 719 for those B

in the sample w1th off farm work Of those who reported nb

- off farm work, average beef sales were $31 138. Average

sales for the sample in total were $29 174 w1th a m1n1mum of

$300 and a max1mum of $36, 000. - ‘,‘. ‘
Part- t1me farmers had average sales from swfne

operat1ons of $11 108 whlle f 1-time farmers averaged .

$35 740 Average hog sales for the entrre sample were

$27, 273 w1th a m1n1mum of $90 and a max1mum of $160 000

A =2

were 1nvqlved in ;flﬂ:,

.'\ .
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Uhiry sales for part tﬁ farm fam111es averaged ,
k $l20 017 and for the full time datry operators, average%
\\sales were $75 46T/ Dairy sales for the samplq averaged’
'.$85 362 with a m1m1mum of $320 and a maxi of . $250 000
ol Although dairy1ng 1s the most intensjtz type of
tfoperatton of the four reported hefe pant time farmtng
",fam111es averaged‘much htgher sales than d1d full t1me datry
| farmers These results are not as expected as the time ~'M
| /’requ1red for datry farming would norpally exclude off farm
‘work. These unexpected results m‘be explamed by an o
—~exam1nat1on of who in the fam1ly s work1ng off the fanm 'It.
rappear; that of the da1ry farm enterpr1sesaln the . hlgher ';
sales/?la,sses run by pa%.t time farnﬂng ﬁam1l1es, 1t $s the
Spouse of the farm.operator who works off the farm while the
_operator does not. ~ . ‘ ; - ‘ B 5
o The minor d1fference*etween full- and part ttme farm
' fam1lles with respect to- farm product1on character1st1cs,
po1nt out thd( part- t1me farm1ng families control 51mllar
agrlc'itural resources as full tlme far;\ng fam1l1es They H
are, however productng and sell1ng less, on the average, .
than full-time: farm1ng fam1l1es This diScrepancy is an-arEa
of concern for pol1cy maKers :
, o

'Credit Sources and Use of Credit
1’ Generally,_cred1t is used in the farm operat1on for
machinery and landjpurchases (investment cap1tal) and for

_‘input-purchaseS"(pperatlng capital). Credit sources and use -

3



u',of credit by full time farmers may be d1fferent than that of’
'-?part t1me farmers"”ig well. sorhe - cred1t sources ava1lable t05
full t1me farmers may have el1gib1l1ty restr1ctions whlch

l1m1t the1r use by part t1me farm fam1l1es Also dependenceiv

‘on credit may not be extensdve as the part t1me oqeratoﬂ?may ,'n'

use the capital generated from off farm employment for
(Am 1nvestment and operat1ng costs o ) |
Credit sources and use were determlned for both sample
groups and the results compared as follows. The most
1mportant sources of credlt as repaqrted by respondents is
."shown in’ Table V.13,
. The survey sample were ‘asked to 1néicate att1tudes r“7

ftoward each cred1t source by respondlng to four categor1es.y

s

Mult1ple responses were allowed A reSpdndent could 1nd1cate D

‘b that the bank had been USed in the past vae years and that
there were plans to use th1s source in the next f1ve years
..Theatotal nUmber of responses for each cred1t source 1s
.1nd1cated in Table V.14 with the proport1on of responses in
. each category reported in the body of the table?

v

BanKs were uSed most often in the past five years as a

;.3\\\;::;°¢ of credit, followed by farm. supply and machtnery ;

erships, the Farm Credit Corporat1on and’ the Cred1t
Un1on Compared to the percentage of respondents report1ng
cred1t sources used in the past f1ve years, there: seemed to
be a reluctance to use cred1t in. the next f1ve years “High

f1nterest rates. no doubt have an 1nfluence on- the amount of

'cred1t farmers are plann1ng to use. However,_the bank was -
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Coen o S T ., o4
'again'b1ted as the source most likely to be used followed
by farm supply and lmplement dealers _ o :

- Mith the except1on of. the bank and farm supply or ' t;?”
‘Implement dealers the majorlty of al] response for- the :
~remaining sources of credit fall into the category of would
'not use" indicating~a negati‘% att1tude towards these credlt
sources among the farm1ng commun1ty __— '

| W1th’respect to elig1b1l1ty of farmers,to ut1llze
certa1n credit sources - there was l1ttle d1fference between
part-time and‘full T1m3 farm1ng fam1l1es Slight’ d1fferences
in el1g1b1l1ty ex1st wwth regard to the Small Bus1ness
’DeVelopment Corporatlon and the Alberta Opportun1ty Company
with el1g1b1l1ty favor1ng full t1me farm1ng families.
Another sl1ght d1fference exists with the Federal Business
Development Bank the.eligibllityifavorjng'part-timerfarm
’;fam1l1es - ’ ; - | ‘ | o | R

| To summa;ize results 1nd1cate a negat1ve att1tude'“li'
'towards the use of credit but ‘at the same t1ge responses.d -
ishow that pred1t ts,used‘@xtenswvely desp1te this att1tudp
As well there are few peroe1Ved l1m1tat10ns w1th respect to
cred1t elig1b1l1ty among part tlme farm1ng fam1l1es
E Future Plans .

Future plans are an 1ndJcator of commitment to farm1ng’
and to the off farm job and will g1ve further ev1dence

regard1ng the pers1stence of part time farm1ng 1n the study

“area As well the future plans of full t1me farm fam1l1es

-.b ..



B _activity This would be expected as the ages of full time

*.expect1ng tovretlre soon.

: only 4% plan to 1ncrease off farm wark A s1gn1f1cant g oW

the next 10 years

. : o P el ' . e .
L esy
. v . R L
I L L ‘ o . - S
C e P R . . . L R . X .
.o S . ae . S

indtcate to what extent entrance into a part*t1me s1tuat1on‘g‘

s comtemplated Results of the survey show that Full- time {%;:?

farm fam1lies plan to rematn in the same poSttion over the

"_ next five years.but plan to reduce farming acttvlty over the";k

next ten years Very few wish to increase off farm wor&

‘;farmers are h1gher than part t1me farmers and many are

4

: lan to remaln -

Of the part- time farm1ng fam1l1es,"

as that over ‘the next flve years, 17% plan to 1ncrease

¢

- farm1ng act1v1ty and 16% plan to decrease farm1ng act1v1ty

Only 4% plan to decrease off farm work wh1le 5% plan to ) ,§%~

ftncrease of f- farm work over the next ftve years Over the

xnext ten years, 24% of. the part t1me farmthg fam1l1es plan ,' .

)
to. rema1n 1n the same pOS1t1on, 14% plan to 1ncrease farmlng

act1v1ty wh1le 26% would l1ke to decrease farmlng act1v1ty,- o

percentage 13%, would like to decrease off farm work over-f

These results 1nd1cate a s1gn1frcant percentage of the

‘part- t1me farming _ fam1l1es plan to rema1n in the same "

pos1t10n over the hext f1ve years. G'er the next ten years ;*f

the percentage plann1ng to remain in the same pos1t1on 1s fft

'halved and r0ughly the same number plan’to decrease farm1ng

act1v1ty The small percentage 1nd1cat1ng plans to 1ncrease

off farm work Qompared tq the larger percentage planning to ’
1ncrease farm1ng act1v1ty 1nd1cates respondents may w1sh to

-

v
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be farmtng full ttme This indication is further sgpported
by the higher percentage of respo ents i_dicating plans to .

Qecreass off farm work

i A summary of the responses concerning future plans in -
presented in Table V 15

part tiMb farmers wish to rema_n in a bart time situation ;*7 B

Y or'ase farming

l

for the next five years and wish t
activity over the next ten years This th1Cates that )
part time farming families want to move towards full time

farming which would have an 1nfluenCe on their present

.....

"4\". ‘*"

- In all 25 problems were tested to determine the 75;# ,f;f;

1mportanCe of these-problems to the respbndents Selected
problems were reported by respondents uang a Likert scale
The ayerage of each scale was computed and reported as a

comparison between full and part time farming families This

L comparison is presented in Table V. 16,

Jhe most important problems for‘both qroups were prices-s;

-@“

S for agricutural prodUcts, machinery costs energy costs,

1nterest rates marketing systems and lack of time for {‘

family activities Significanléﬁyfferences did not exist

between futl and p@’gdw*me farmﬁng families except for the X

el

‘/_,,.
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prgblems of 1nterest rates and farm labor ava1lab1lwty w1th
part time farm1ng fam1lies rating these problem as slightly
: less 1mportant than full time farm1ng famwlles
The” 1mportance of problems related to off- farm work for
. part- t1me farm1ng fam1l1es were not scored as hlgh as the
' agricultural problems, indtcat1ng that off farm work 1s not
. .as problemat1c in the study area as are d1ff1cult1es with
'the farm operat1on The mean scores for. problems relat1ng to
off- farm work were 3.18 for off farm work1ng hours 3753 for

wages and salar1es 2.65 for adequate chlld,care_and 3!61:.

for‘commut1ng costs.

G. Importance of Intbrmation Sources = . .
p Respondents were asked to rate the 1mportance or mer1t
of drfferent 1nformat1on sources usxng a L1Kert QCale The
;.Ascale was treated the same as for the?problem quéstlon and
V”gye?/ge scores computed for part t1me and full -time farm1ng
P e fam1laes | |
" The most'important information source was "oun“.
. exper1ence fol lowed by;”family" and'"friends and
f ne1ghbors Table V.17xshows, ln'order of importance, the
rank1ng of the various 1nformat1on sources, comparing
Eipart t1me and full time farming families. The one
“s1gn1f1oant d1fferenoe found between full and part-time
_farmlng fam1l1es was for the relattve metit of "own -8
exper1ence Full time farmers felt th1s wa5°more 1mportant

. )
as .an 1nformat1on source than part-time farming families.
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Th1s can be re]ated to the number of years farm1ng the

;s .
.

present operation As full-time farm1ng families have been
| farmlng longer, it. would be expected that they would reiy on

their own exper1ence to a greatéﬁ?extent th@n part-time

v
AR
= B
s

'r~farm1ng fam1l1es
 Another sign1f1cant difference ex;sted in the :
~information source "un1vers1ty personnel“QW1th full- t1me
farmers seeing this source as more 1mportant than part-time
_farmers. Of interest to note is that there ds no d1fference
between part- time farm1ng families and ful]gtime farm1ng

' fam1l1es with respect to the importance ofﬁa{str1ct
agr10ultur1sts and agr1culture fieldmen as an’ information
source Further investigation into the extent of contact

with these extension serv1ces w11] reveal d1fferences in the

use of these services. ) @

H. Extent\of Contact With Extension Services

The extent of contact with extens1on serv1ces was. _
repgrted by respondents in the: form of a cho1ce between fourFU
categor1es Elevator agents werercontacted most frequently.
followed by bank.or lending agenoy personnel. Farm equipment

A . e
,and -supply sélesmen were third oh the list. Distr1ct

agr1cu1tur1$ts, f1eldmen, and d'str1ct home economrsts were
contacted by the hlghest percentage of respondents (75% |
54%, _and 133% respect1ve1y)
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Table V 18 shows the numbers of’ part t1me and full- t1me

farm1ng fam111es who reported contact w1th each 1nformatlon |

'source in each contact category The percentage reported in

each category is. also 1nd1cated A comparison between parg
and full t1me farm fam111es w1th respect to extent of '
contact 1s presented The only s1gn1f1cant d1fference
betwesn part-time and full-tme farming fam111es wi th
\\respect to exterit of contact was with the elevator\agentnn
B Twice as many part-time. farming families than full-time

* farm1ng families reported that they' were ‘not in contact with
‘the agent ‘The other sources had response- numbers which were 3
too small to test for significant differences.

) Part time farmlng fam111es were 1n contact w1th
d1str1ct agr1dpltur1sts and agr1cu1ture f1eldmen less often
than full- t1me fa 1ng fam111es More part-time farming
families reported they were not in contact although the
impor tance of th1s'1nformat1on source was the same for both

groups.

N [



’
B

ﬁ »
VI. RESULTS AND I?ISCUSSICN A‘.;CCHPARISG\I BETWEEN URBAN AND

‘RURAL ENTRANTS
A. A Classification of Part time Farming Families
N U51ng entry d1rect1on the farm fam1l1es reporting
~off-farm work were classified into two groups Prev1ous
ures1dence patterns and occupat1ons were. comblned to
determ1ne~entry direction which is the basis of the group )
d1st1nct1on 9 Ihe first group, from an urban or non- farm1ng
entry d1rect1on comdr1sed 57% (59 families) of the'total
The second group, from a rural, full-time farm1ngAentry -
| d1rect1on compri sed 43% ~(45 fam1l1es)

Thls c]ass1f1cat1on system is s1m1lar to the typology

fused by Kada in W1scons1n (see Chapter. I1). Because of this,

)
3

the results of this - research mal _be compared to Kada.s ‘Jhei

~

compar1son although not’ r1gorously tested, may be used4$o
‘shOW'more clearly the deve]opment of part time farming in

Edmonton’ s rura\ urban fringe. Th1s compar1son is as

-follows. ‘ - | f_ B T

Classification on the basis'of entry'direction using.
-the_two var{ables of previous7residence and previousv
occupation resultedpin four types=of part—tﬁme'farhing
- families for the Wisconsin stuei;and for this study. The

number.and percentages of each pe-are outlined in Table

SPrevious res1dence patterns weP} determvned using two

. criteria, where the operator was raised and prev1ous
res1dence of the operator. The farm operator’s prevtfous .
occupation was collapsed into two categories which resulted
Cin a f%rm1ng/non farmlng dichotomy. .

105
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. Although these results are not str1ctly comparable
geograph1cally, maJor dlfferences are noted with the
pers1stent" type and the "entrant"” type The smaller
percentage of the pers1stent"'type in th1s s tudy 1ndicates
‘that part- t1me farm1ng has not been as common over the
generat1on of farmers studied :h the "‘Edmonton area'as h
JWisconsin The dlfferences in percentages of the entrant".
.type may be explawned by’ the fact that th1s study was )
conducted in the rural urban frtnge where it is expected
'that there would bé a h1gher porport1on of - part-time farmers
result1ng from urban rural m1grat1on than 1n a statewide

-

study as in W1scons1n T
For th1s chapter the comparat1ve analys1s is based on
‘d1fferences between urban, -non- farmlng entrants and rural
full t1me~farm1ng entrants, the groups "U turn and
Entrant" being comblned to form the "Urban Engrant” group
‘and the remalnder form1ng the "Rural Entrant" group
s ' R '
'_BL Extent of Part- t1me Farm1ng
q Extent of part twme farm1ng was determined as was
outl1ned 1n Chapter V. More deta1l is required in this
section, therefore’ it becqmes 1mportant to dlscuss thefjnfiw'
extent of off-farm: work for both the farm operator and- the

<

spouse

D)

In the sample surveyed, it was- found that operators

from an urban entrance pos1t1on are more prevalent in the
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:full ~time off farm work category than those from a rural
‘entrance positlon In total 66% of the operators from afh-

‘urban entranse pos1t1on worked full time of f the farm, 25%

- worked'bart t1me and 9% worked occasionally off the farm Of

'nﬁthe rural entrant operators. 32% worked full- time, 64%
onrked part-time and 5% ‘worked occasionally of f the farm i
(see Table VI.2). : ' . '

. K3

| This distribution was expected as prev1ous off *arm
work in the background of urban entrants would mean the
operator had over time, déveloped more permanent off-farm
'employment These resu]ts will be further examlned later in.
this chapter in the- d1scuss1on of off-farm. emp1oyment

character1st1cs ' ' -

There were more spouses work1ng full- t1me off the farm
“than part tvme o occas1ona11y of those from an urban entryl
pos1t1on 50% work i full-time, 47% worked part t1me and 3%
worked occas1ona1]y ‘0f those from. a rural entrance
pos1t10n 21% work fu]l time, -77% worked part-time and 3% 1
'worked occas1onally of f the farm (see Table VI. 2). |
Altogether the majdr1ty of the women ‘worked part time off
the farm, the maJority of the men worked full-time of/‘the 4h

 farm,
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€. Soctal 'Charta,et"fo"rist_'ies o

Location 4n the Fural-urban Fringe

. The diﬁ&erenCes betweeh part-time and full~t~f
families with respect to location in the rural- ‘urban fringe N

were significant although opposite to expected differences

with more full-time farming families living closer to the ;~¥23:

city than part time farming families A closer ook at the

B part- time farming families will help to further explain

LA
these unexpected results, Table VI.3 shows that more urban,

- non- farming entrants live nedr the City than do rural

I

| K

full time farming entrants, 22% compared to 16%. in the

near (0= 18 miles) zohe. Dther than that there were few h

" differences in the proportion of entrant types living in

each zone With one- forth of . each liVing in thex very far”
zone ‘ °=~..~ e , J'r, .
Age and Education of Farm Operators ,,“ .

The data in Chapter V showed that farm operators from
part time farming families are younger than those . from
fulJ time farming families Part of this difference stemed
from the differences between urban and rural entrants With
the urban entrants being younger than the rural entrants
Twenty eight percent of the urban entrants were under 40

compared to 19% of the rural entrants (see Table VI 4)

Although the maJority of operators in both groups were d".i

in the 40 - 49 age category, 44% of the rural entrants were jm,,;;

“ s o - e ,-

.-
-y, .
.- ..\,:.4>~ B s e e . agp 0™
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50 years or older compared to only 28% of the urban .

L=

 entrants. These d1fferences have important 1mp11cat1ons fora -

'pol1cy formulation-as the ev1dence indicates that part time
"farmgrs cannot be grouped together as a homogeneous segment
of agricultural producers. The older tural entrants w1lJ'be
retiring from farming and the off-farm jdh within the ne*t:
ten or twenty years uhile the YQunger.urban entrants will be o
farmfng for much Tonger (see Table V.17 for future plans).
Some of these people w111 eventua]ly be Farm1ng full-time
but 1t is likely that the maJor1ty will remain in a ‘
part-time s1tuat1on bq.pm1ng a pers1stent segment of the
agr1cu1tura1 structure in the area studied. : : , l
An examination of the educatlonal levels attained by
the entrant groups will determ1ne wh1ch_group most strongly
1nf1uenced the d1fferences in educataon levels between part
‘and ful]-t1me farm operators. Results presented in Chapter v
showed that part-time farm operators were more h1gh1y
educated than full-time farm: operators As can be seen in
Table V1.5, this d1fference can be attr1buted to the higher
:educat1on leve1s atta1ned by urban. entrants as compared to
rural entrants Fourty nine percent of the urban entrants
““jhad<secondary-edueat1on or tra1n1ng Only 24% of ‘the rura].
e?entrants wentubeyond a hrgh school educat1on Although this
l--dlfference can be part1a11y attr1buted to age d1fferences
rw1th the younger men hav1ng more opportun1t1es for. ‘further’

;educat10n° there rema1ns ‘the fact that the urban entrants; -

because of their prev1ous off farm. work exper1ence can

[
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' C e«
- compete more suce sfully in the off farm job. market than the

rural entrants. ﬁls it is important to note that because

- of the educat1onal levels attained by the urban entrants 1t

1s more llkeéy that they will remain in a part time farmlng
sntuatvon (contlnue in the off-farm Job) fur ther relnforcing
the 1mpl1catlon that the part-time segment will pers1st
,‘Another 1mp11cat10n arising, from the exam1nat10n of the
.d1fferences in educat1ona] levels atta1ned is the extens1on
1mp11cat1on H1gher educat1on is a character1st1c of the-
“"innovative" farmer, the one most 11Ke1y 1o try new
techntques and co-operate:with“extension agents in their
extension efforts. The urban entrante_can'be eonsidered.as
clientele of extensiorm education in that there may be
opportunities with this group that may not exist with the '

runal.entrants or full-time farmers in general.

Age and Educatton of Spouses

| ‘As expected spouses in part time. famnfng fam111es from
an urban entrance position were younger and more h1ghly
educated than those from a rura] entrance pos1t1on, -
reflecting the d1fferences found with the farm-ope tbrs;L
Table V1.6 shows the age categor1es of the spouses.

Sixty-two out of seventy- five of these families (83%) had
_spouses WOrking off the farm, 37% of which;were between the
ages of 30 and 39f Becanse theee women are working aWay from
home when their chilerén are still quitefyoung, it‘may be

. expected that adequate child care facilities would have been
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SR

‘more of a problem than‘indicated'by'respondents -lhe Fact~
that it was not may be explained. when 1t &S recalled that .
62% of spouses work part-time ofﬁ the farm wh1le 35%" work
full-time off the farm E1ther these women are working
'around the demands of a family with young children or there
.are adequate ch1ld care opportun1t1es found in rural areas
or near places of employment | -.%-' '
Education levels attained’ by spouses (see Table VI, 7)
- .again’ reflects farm operator character1st1cs with the urban *
_entrants hav1ng more secondary educat1on and tra1n1ng than o
the. rural entrants (see Table-VI. 7) An 1nterest1ng
;observat1on stems from the results wh1ch show that more farm

‘_:women ‘than men - 1n the sample surveyed had un1vers1ty or -

lT}COWlegé‘educatlon (23% compared to*14%) 1t would be “”'"!-

;:; Jexpected then that these womén would be work1ng off the farm '

_in careers or profess1ons rather than in sem1—sk1lled or. . L.

2ilabor situations and that ‘the mot1vat1ons for working 6ff

the farm would be related to ma1ntenance of career's or-
«,profess1ons rather than purely econemic in nature Tables
ZVI 12 and VI.14 show that this is not the case s the
'_maJorlty of the women are employed in clerlcal pos1t1ons and
 the prlmary reason stated for worklng off the farm is

economlc in nature, although maintenance of a profession was

o ranked second for both entrant groups
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. )

; po1nts out that over 69% of the urban entrants had

Ca [y

— i - o
B Economic Characteristics - S . _
As d1squssed in Chapter 1 -and ° agaln in Chapter V there ‘

was SOme concern about the product1v1ty -of. part t1me farm1ng

- fam111es Th1s concern has been reflected in the results

A

jw1th more rural entrants in: the h1gher sa]es classes and

more urban entrants in the lower saJes classes TabTe VI 8

-

agr1cultura1 sales of 1ess than $25 000 1n 1981 compared to

».

."only 45% of the rural entrants The h1gh percentage of urban o

: entrants with sates under $10 000 (40%) shows that the Py

differences in farm sales between part-time and full time

‘\‘farmtng fam111es is explavned by the low sales- of.Urban

I AP

entrants A]sor it is clear that rural entrants maKe up the

maJor1ty of those part t1me farmlng fam111es w1th sales of

a4 -

ober $100 000 Cons1der1ng the amount of 1and be1ng farmed

by part t1me farm1ng fam111es, some concern can be expressed

regardIng the agr1cu1tural product1v1ty of urban entrants

Dependency on +arm1ng, which is related to extent of
oft-farm wotk, is expressed in this research as the percent

of total fam1]y income from agricultural sales. As wrban -

‘;_entrants had mainly ful]-t1me off farm work .1t would be-

- o

expected they would be less dependent on farm1ng as a source fi

'of 1ncome Resu]ts show that,_as expected there was a’

d1fference between entrant groups w1th the urban entrants in
the lower peﬁbentage classes and the rural entrants : -
concentrated in the higher percentage classes (see Table

VI.9).
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E Farm Production Characteristics '

The d1fferences found between’bart t1me and full t1me

farming families w1th respect to farm produot1on

'character1st1cs can be further eXpla1ned by an examlnation

' within .the part-time segment. This will lead to a better

~understanding of agrjou]tural changes near Edmonton. As

" Farm Size ;d

previously seen, most urban entrants do not‘rely on

‘agricultural production as a main source of income. It is

important-to'determine other production differences,between

urban entrants and rural entrants.

Full-time farming families own the larger farms found
in this area., With this exception ‘there was not‘much L

d1fference be tween part t1me and full-time farm1ng families

-

regard1ng number of,acres owned. However, compar1ng.farm

sﬁze charaoteristics‘of part-tihe farming familtes'it can be

_seen that urban entrants “own a]l of the farms in the 1- 69

acre category,,there was little d1fference in the 70-239

e

acre categc ?'E ": the 240- 399 acre category, tw1ce as

| many urban entrants than rural el trants owned farms Of the ‘

—d

"\

farms over*40diacres 1n size, 44§'are owned by rural
entrants while only 16% wgre owned by urban entnants (see
Table VI.10). T,

Altogether Q? farm fam111es rented ]and from others,
22 of these were urhan entrants In both groups, the largest
percentage rented quarte\ sectlons, 36% and 35% for ﬁﬁi
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urban and rurat entrants resppctively ThFee t1mes as many e

R )

b"”"hrban entrants as ruraJ gntran&s tented: half sections and

'._”"‘*” L

“ﬁ"@Z%’Of the urban entrants rented“over‘820yacres compareditofgff E

F—

-nﬂm."%.

48% of the ruralrentnants ,d . el ':;“v.‘,»:dg;q:;;
~ With regard to land rented.out to- other farmers $GUr N
tof the urban entrants and two of the rural entranfs rented 'L"~
out quarter sections. Dne rural entrant rented out 80 acres )
fanother rented out 480 acres | o
It would seem.that urban entrants own and rent fa1r1y
large segments of land. At the same t1me, farm sales ‘of this i
_;_entrance group are s1gn1f1cantly lower than saIes of rura]
'”;ffull -time farm1ng entrants. Thus, concern about the. |
:'product1v1ty of part- t1me farm1ng fam111es can be focussed

o on the urban entrant

: Type of Operation _%{h o . - :,' ¥

‘ 'v Concern1ng type of operat1on, it was found tHat. 49% of

t_the urban entrants were 1nvolved in cash gra1ns, 36% 1n
beef 1% in hogs and .01% in dalry compared to 44%, 42%

.07% and 07% of rural entrants respect1ve1y These | |

 _differences were not s1gn1f1cant An exam1nat1on of farm
'sales from these enterpr1ses, however shows that the rural

‘dye'entrants had h1gher sales from these commod1t1es than the

urban Ttrants ’



" F: Off farm Employmant Characteristics ':f~i'-*'j?“:

- . .«

,Tables VI 11 gnd VI 12 descrlbe the part t1me segment -

. of the survey sample according to off farm occupat1onal

BT S N [ T - o - en

N categor1es ‘The' imajority of - the farmﬂoperators £ rom’ an - e
brbam DO" farm1od‘entrance p6s1f1oh‘wébe ﬁnvo}ved 1n ilfé;‘g},;

transportatIon or*wh1te colJar occupatlons wh1le the rural -

TR e s e - L - - o

) fu]l time . farm1ng ‘entrants were more evenly d1spersed among

the categorﬂes The samp]e s1ze was, however, too small for

tests of s1gn1flcance

o MosT’of the spouses work1ng off the farm were 1nvolved

in’ c1er1cal occup§§10n§“‘Ré¥Tecf?hg the” df?terences in we - e
educetxon between urban and rural entrants, there were more

urban entrants in teach1ng and manager1al pos1t1ons than

rural.entrants. ,' X&\

G. Reasons to Farm and%Reesons to Work Off the Farm

-

‘As prevwously d1scussed there are some significant
d1fferences between part t1me farm1ng families from an urban
and from a rural entry p051t1on with regard to economic. and

_farm prodqction_chahacteristics. Investigating the reasons
~ why the respordents farmed and why they worked off the farm - -
'w111 help to explain differences in aftitudes which may be .
responsible for some of the farm product1on d;fferences
Respondents were asked to rate three prese]ected
, reasons for farming in order of importance. These rat1ngs

were replaced with ordinal rankings by using an index of 3

points for a first choice, 2 points for' a second choice and E
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1'point for a third choice. The results of this rating are
. =" .
~presented in Table VI.13. Using Spearman rank .order
correlation coefficients' o ;the differences beﬁween urban

~and rural entrants with regard to reasons were tested for

S A I I R - - - <

© §ighificance. -0 ¢ ST
Urban entrants placed more importance on reasons to
farm such as *country living” and "environment" while rural

‘entrants placed more importance on reasons: such -as "wanting °

to farm' and,"iriherit.ed.t,he_-‘farng-‘ff-.-'_gf}‘jc;h'gju_gfh.-‘-the_reiwas,‘nqt. as

* A wure

* . B , nq‘,_o,'vwg L P Y _'"’ °"""’~"'3' N
Jarimuch ditfecende” in . the rafikings: of . 'the reasons a6 expected. - -

Reasons to work off the farm weré‘also rated and

indexed in an identical fashion. Spouses were asked to

-answer in a separate columh to determine if any differences

existed within the‘familie§ (s;e Table VI.14). -

Farm operators from‘éﬁwunban entrance position worked
off the farm fof economic réaSons-such:as inveétmehf in the
ifarmﬁbperation.and to.-maintain¥ standard of 3inngg'-.33v

.» - Maintenance of ‘a trade or profession was ranked forth among

‘the urbanqéntrant§.~8ecause of the education levels achieved

by this group, it was expedte%;that this reason would be
ranked higher. Compared to rgra] entrantsm,howevér, more-
importance was placed on this reason as thevrural entrants

ranked maintenance of a trade or profession sixth. Rufal
'9Spearman’s rank order correlation coefficient is defined
as the sum of the squared differences in the paired ranks
for two variables over all cases, divided by a quantity
which can perhaps best be described as follows: it is what
the sum of the squared differences in ranks would have been
had the two sets of rankings been totally independent. This

~quotient is then subtracted from 1 to produce the o
standardized coefficient: - '

N
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irfw1th farm 1nvestment ranklng th1rd-beh1nd ma1nta1nang a’

'?and to ma1ntain a trade or professlon.,The 1nterest 1n

career related reasons such as ma1nta1n1ng a: trade or

foperators as the educat1on levels of spouses ‘'was higher.

Lo : . N\ _
oL . - , = -
’ . . . . .
e . .

. . R . K . . "-'4, - o . -

» » ',' LA I

« e e

,,,,,,,,,,

'. . Spouses woﬁked off the farm to 1ncrease famwly income ;f

LN v

'profess1on was expected to be h1gher for spouses than for

4
Ce

H Adjustments Made to the Farm 0perat1on;-

, As 1ndicated in the l1terature, the off farm job and
the farm operation’ compete for the ava1laple 1abok and,. .
resources of the part t1me farm fam11y Changes in both |

areas of endeavor can be expected 1n order to accomodate the

.....

dual nature of ‘the a]locatlon of 1abor 1nh2rent in a.p

‘part- -time farming s1tuat1on Respondents were asked to

;indicate if they had made'adJustmentslto the farm Operation

and to.the offffarm job. As expected, there were more

.adJustments made to the farm operat1on than to the off farm

JOb due, in part, to the greater flex1b3]1ty of farm1ng
compared to other occupatlons The percentages of
respondents indicating adjustments is shown in Table_VI.tS.

. }ﬁfhezsmallvnumper of urban entrants statino "no specific

adjustments" compared to rural entrants may indicate that
)

the.rUral entrant sees the off-farm job as less of an

impediment to getting the farm work done than the urban
ehtrantﬂ Following this obseﬁvation, more ,urbam entrants

<

e

- LRI

- entrants placed the same reasons as betng of 1mportance but
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.:stated that they worked longer hours\ than rural entrants

-

| Urban entrants were more I1ke1y to ‘involve the Fam11y

,and hlre or contract help to get the farm work done than

were rural entrants Ruraﬂ entrants,.however. were more
inclined to change the farm operat1on or reduce the off farm

job., This is. of some concern as the rural entrants were

~more product1ve in general than the urban entrants.

As expected rura] entrants bhad more respondents
stating "no'spec1f1c adJustments to the off-farm JOb ‘This

could be a result of the fact that more -rural entrants

‘worked part ttme off the farm than urban entrants. Urban'

entrants 1nd1cated more flexab111ty in the off-farm JOb than

rural entrants, as ev1denced by . the~h1gher percentage of

'responses from thJs groop in the next three categories. None

of the rural entrants4responded to the'category of choosing
a career or job compatible yith farhtng, compared to 8% of

the urban entrants. This may be exp]ained“; two reasons.

" Fitrst, rural entrants have less choice in the job market

because of educat1onal levels, age and a re]uctance to work-

fu]l-t1me off the farm;, secondly, there are very few careers
or jobs available that are compat1b1e with farmtng

To summarize, urban entrants areymore likely to make
ad justments to the off-farm job to accommodate farming,
while rural entrantsﬁare more likely to adjust the farming

operation. Rather than betng a reflection of committment to

-jthan rural entrants worked.fulL t1me of f- the farm ’f EEER



'férntng or the off—farm joh these. tesu}ts 1nd1cate that the
farmlng ﬁam111es ‘make the adJustments in the areas where

‘they are more secure Th1s 1s unfortunate as the sphere of

l1fe_wh1ch can-suffer the most from adjustments 1s the

sphere where ‘these adjustments are made

1343 |
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I CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS s
_ Se]ected socio- economic and farm product ion o
characteristics of farm famflieS"oh'the'FuraT~UFban"FbﬁnQeiﬁ
of Edmonton’ have been explored and- compared po1nt1ng out'
the dlfferences between part-time and fulli-time farm1ng
famil1es These d1fferences were extens1ve and ‘as such,
R warranted a closer look at the part-time segment of the
agricultural community on the ‘rural-urban fr1nge
The nature and extentnof~part-time farming was
-determtned by examining se]eeted'chara%teristics of the farm
families involved, assessing the nature-df'adjustments made
and by’discovering the reasons these people have for farming
anq_for working off the farm. This analysis'took the form of.
a comparison between urban and rural entrants 1nto partot1meq
- farming. The basis of this comparative framework (entry
| direction) has been noted to be a distinctive methodological
tbe] used to further thekunderstanding‘of part-time farming
(Wayt, 1959; Fuguitt, 1961, 1963, 1977; Fuller, 1976: Kada,
1980; HeffJnar,r:’Tém;_Bmtel, 1982 and Mage, 1982).
Reviewingxthevobjectiyes of this relearch as outtined “
in Chapter I, the'empirical determinants required foh_the
research problenvhave been completed. There remains, "
howeveru the general objective which was to determine the.
nature and extent of part-time farming on the r&ral—unban
fringe of Edmonton and to determine -the fmplications of this
phenomenon for agricul tural pollcy As rural sociology is an .
appl1ed f1e1d of endeavor the results from this empirica)
| /
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study must be appl1ed 1n a practtcal sense e1ther to the
populat1on from wh1ch the data were derived or, in th1s
‘case, to the 1nst1tut1ons which have a mandate to serve this -
population ‘ |
Tak1ng into cons1deratlon the small sample size, the
bias towards full-time farm ﬁam1l1es wh1ch resulted from the
sampl1ng procedures and the low response rate, it sould seem-
that these results may only be used to t\ntatlvely. at best,
suggegt 1mplacat1ons for . agricultural policy. However when
th1s emp1r1ca1 evidence is comb1ned w1th the extens1ve o
11terature review reported in Chapter 11, 1t is ctear‘that-
ghe researcher may indeed make 1nduct1ve statements‘
concernldg 1mp]1cat1ons These 1mp11cat1ons will be stated
later in this chapter. ' |
The data which have been gathered form a base from
which to draw attention to further analysis ahd'r%searCh,
adding to.and enriching the.aggregate data which is
available concerning part time farm1ng in A]berta The .
‘results in themselves, point out many areas for further
research: These areas will alse be outlined in this ohapter.
" A. Summary of Results |
: Forty perceht of the sample was engaged in off-farm
work in addition to farming: Of these, 34% reported
full-time off-farm work. Sixtyjsix-percent of the rural
entrants into part-time farming worked full-time off the
| farm, whi]e.32% of the rura] entrants had fullftime‘off-farm

N,
N\
“-
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jobs.

Full-time farm1ng fam1l1es 11ved closer to the c1ty .
than part time farm1ng fam1l1es The oppos1te was expected '
_The part-time farm1ng fam111es 11v1ng far away from the city ™

were comprised maan]y of those from a rural entrance
| position. _ '
" The average age of al] farm operators in the sample was
50 years of age: the operators from part-time farm1ng
families averaged 45 years of age; ful]-tnme 53 years of
age. Part-time farming was most preva]ent in the 40- year old
to 49-year-old age class although 44% of the rura] entranté
were 50 years of age or- older, compared to only 28% of the L-
urban entrants ' : - - S \ \

As well as being younger, operators from part-time
farmtng-families are more highly educated than_those from‘t~
full-time farming families,'with:49% or the urban entrants
and 24% of the rural entrants having secondary edpcation.

The age and education d1str1but1on for spouses was
similar to that of operators with the exception of the
higher educat1on 1eve]s attalned by the spouses in general.
Forty-eight percent of spouses compared to.33%.of operators
had completed h1gh s;hool Eighteen percent of spouses

operators had college or university ¥

‘ t1ng the d1fferences found among the <&

operators, the urban-entrants had more secondary educatlon
and tra1n1ng than ‘the rural entrants The majority of .the

sample was raised on a Farm. However, of those with an urban

-
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' background there was' a dls%1nct nendency to be 1nvolved in.
part time farming rather than full t1me farm1ng F1fty seven
percent of the part time farming.fam1lies had an urban,
non- farm1ng background,ﬁwh1le 43% had a rural full-time
farmlng background "Z;jj' . a; -

Farm incomes of part time farm1ng families were
generally much lower than that of full time farm1ng fam1l1es
with a moderate proport1on (14%) of the former ha;1ng sales
of over $100, 000 00 (attr1buted to part t1me of f; farm work) .
The d1str1but1on of - farm sales and dependency on. agr1culture
for part t1me farm1ng #am1l1es becomes polar1zed w1th ‘the
maJor1ty of urban entrantg in. the lower sales classes w1th a
minimum dependency on: agrlculture and the rural entrants 1n
the h1gher sales classes with the accompany1ng maJor
dependfncy on agr1cu1ture |
" There was very l1ttJQ‘difference_between'fUIt-time and
part;time farming'ﬁamjlies'hith respect. to farm size. The
urban'entrants, however, had all of the small (t - 69 acre)
'farms' wh11e 14% of the rura] entrants. (compared to 4% of
the urban entrants) had farms of over 760 acres

With respect to type of operat1on there were no |

Qmgnihcant differentes. between full- and part time and

between urban and'rural entrants.'Almost one-half of -all

farm families were engaged 'in cash grains and just over
one-third were involved in beef cattle TweTve percent of
the full time farm1ng fam111es were engaged in. hogs- and_12%

-engaged in dairy compared to 8% and 4%, respecttvely, of thi'

. ¢
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part-time farming families.
In general, full-time farming famiiies.had higher
average sales from these commodities than the part-timer
-farming families. AVerage’saTes of the urban entbants~were
, Cthistently lower than sales ef rurai entrants ," £
The bank was the most 1mportaq} source of credit foré;
78% of the sample. A distinct reluctance to use credit was
evident from the‘sampleﬂa]though responses showed that - /
',credit was . used extensiveiy. There Were.few.perceived
limitations with respect to credit eligibi-‘l'i‘t'y'among

a *

part-time farm families.

’ Future plans .are an 1nd1cato: of commitment to farm1ng~
'and to the off-farm Job A summary of ‘the responses show5»c
‘that farm families are reasonably sure they will be in the ‘
same position in the near future, with part-tihevfarﬁ‘
families plehning to,be-in the same positiohzin the next
five yeans'but increasing farm actiVity ehd decreasing
of f-farm werk in the next ten years.

Fﬁ;ce; for agricu]tbrai prqducts, machineﬁyvcosts,
 energy costs, interest rates, marketinglsystems and lack qu’
time for family aetivities weee cited as being importent
”prob]ems for both full-time and part t1me farm1ng fam111es
- The only d1fference between these-two grOUps w1th respect to
‘problem%'was that part~t1me farming families tended to v1ew
the problems of 1nterest rates and farm 1abor ava11ab111ty
as’ be1ng s]1ght}y less 1mportant than full- t1me farm1ng

fam1l1es Problems related to off-farm wprk were not as

~
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important to part-time farming familiesvas~were[problem&§\.‘
relating to the farm operat1on o o 'i‘f

The most 1mportant source of farm1ng information was’
"own exper1ence for both full- t1me apd part t1me farming
famﬁlies This was followed by fam11y and "fr1ends and
ne1ghbors“ in importance. There were no def1n1te d1fferences'
between the two groups.

E]e tor agents were contacted mos t frequently for
1nformat1on, followed by bank or lending agency personnel
and farm equjement and supply salesmen..Q1str1ct
Iagriculturists, t?eldmen and district home_edonomists were
contacted by the h1ghest percentage of respondents There
was very little d1fference between full- and part time
| farm1ng families with respect to extent of contac{ although
.part time farming fam111es were 1n contact with d1str1ct
'agr1cu1tur1sts and f1eldmen 1ess often than full-t1me
farming fam1]1es, the 1mportance of. this source of
_information was the same’ for both. -

Most of the part-time farm operators from'an'urban
entrance position were involved 1n‘transportation and white‘
coltar.occupations.(42% and 24%, respectivelyi. The'rural
entrants were more evenly distributed in the construction
industry; transportation, white c011ar jobs and
saies/service related jobs. The maJor1ty of spouses in both
groups were 1nvo]ved in‘clerical occupations off the farm..

Urban entrants placed slightly more 1mportand\\on

country living as a reason to farm than rural entrants,
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although the d1fferences between these two groups W1th
irespect to reasons to farm were m1n1mal Most of the rural
entrant ré&pondents farmed because they wanted to farm or
'had always farmed. The ma jority: of the respondents worked
off the farm for economic. reasons, although spouses
consistently ranked the malntenance of a trade or o;ofess1on
as second in 1mportance Increased income required to °
ma1nta1n a standard of. 11v1ng was the most 1mportant reason
forpwork1ng off the farm in almost al] cases
Urban entrants are more Tikely to make adJustments to
the off farm Job while rural entrants tend to make‘
adJustments to the farm operat1on
B. Implications and Recommendations ‘ o
. Pollcy makers are concerned with arriving at dec1s1ons
which lead to the fu1f111ment of obJect1ves’ Agr1cu1tura1
obJect1ves for Alberta foeus on; one, the product1v1ty of
land @sed to provwﬁe the supply of~low cost food; and two,
the welfare of farmers and rural communitied. As 1nd1cated |
in'Chapter I,'the traditional focus of*policy formulation
has been the fu]];time farmer.‘Now. hoWever; because of the
'increase in part-time farming, this tradit%onal focus must
be reconsidered. |
In,the:light of the findings presented in previous

chapters, the researther has determined‘therfoltowihgg-

implications for agricultural policy.

1. The difference found.between full and part-time farming
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. famiiies'with respect'toiseleCted,charactéristics.point
out that part-time’ farming-families are a distinct
segment of agfﬁculiure'on thé rural-urban fringe of
Egmontonu-Therefére, part-fime farming fami1ies should
be cohsidered»separately'when'fonmulating policy ‘
dedisibhs-which have an effect on the farming population
'in‘tﬁg study‘area. ‘v.

‘2.'vTﬁé consideration 6f;pantrtimé farming fam{}ies should
N take fhe'form of acceptance of part?time farming a§'d

’1égitimate and efficient type of labor . allocation
- between the farm ahd'thé non-farm sectors of thé -
economy. - ‘

3. Labor is a resource thaf part-time farming families use
efficiently. Tﬁe‘efffcient use'of lqnd and capital, - |
however, may bevrestricfed within this segment .
Therefore, po]icy‘measuréS‘designed to increase;the
éf%icieht use of’]aﬁd and capitgl sould be devised. '!

4. Part-time farming fémi]ies aré'ﬁbt the same as full-time
farming fami]ieg. The goals and abjectives with resp;ct-
té'agr{cultura1 production should not be the

'Eaximization of outpﬁt but the maximizatjon of efficient
use of resources availableé within the cénstraints of the
bff-farm work. Policy measures shbuld‘be directed‘to ;

- e e e e =

't Care must be taken to determine ways to -encourage more
efficient use of these resources.. For example, the
investment capital required for machinery for a full-time
farmer should be different than that required for a .
part-time farmer who would ndt get the same return from
hours used*because the.hours availabyle for use are- limited.
In this example, a ling down of equipment investment
should be encouraged for the part-time farmer.
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lghis end. |

The urban, non- farm1ng entrant to part-time farming 1s

' d1fferent from the rurdl, full- t1me farm1ng entrant
',rUrban entrants farm because they want to, rural entrants
take off-farm work because of economic'necessity On -
this bas1s, these two groups” should be d1fferent1ated
when |, maKing po11cy decisions.

The urban entrant should not be d1sm\ssed but shou]d be
recogn1sed as a potent1a1 resource in agr1cu1tural
.product1on and the -rural COmmunity_and should be
encouraged; through gpecialized extension efforts, to
increaseffarm productivity.

fhe urban entrant is a potential source of agricultural
tnnovation introduction because of skills-
(organizational. etct) acquired'from'otf-farm‘
occupations. This source should be explored.

The rural, full-time farming.entrant merits .-
consideﬁation in other areas. Off-farm work is used as a
means to acquire the capital required to remain in
agriculture. The industry of.agr%culture in this
hetqopolitan fringe area, at this time, cannot support
as many'full-time farm famiJies as in the past. Price
'supports'designed to'Keep~people'in full-time farming
‘perpetuate or de]a;ndifficulifes, they do not solve
problehs Alternatives to farm ma1ntenance or expans1on
such as encouragement towards more 1ntenS1ve types of

farm operat]ons should be examined by pollcy makers
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8. A complete reversal of pol1cy focus is requ1red for the

L

rura] entrant 1nto part time farm1ng, turn1ng away from .

the farm and towards the -sectors which prov1de the

off- farm work. AdJustments in non-farm sectors are areas'

]
J requ1r1ng con51derat1on Industr1a1 and bus1ness

decentra11zat1on, more flex1ble'workvhours, an
acceptance by employers that. farmers have demands on
,their time which are dffferent-than the time demands of
non \farmers are exanples -of areas where pohcy |
implications come to ‘light.

C. Areas for Further Research -

Within the rura]-urban'fringe part-time farmtng is
just one adJuitment to changes in land use and the effects |
" of - urbanization. A more complete p1cture of fr1nge-
agr1cu1ture would 1nc1ude cons1derat1on of fam111es
operat1ng sma]l farms and fam111es l1v1ng on acreages Ihe;.
methodojogy-used in this research could, with some | Pé'
modification, be applied'to research into these aréas. |

Mov1ng into other areas of 1nterest ar1s1ng from the

results, the researcher feels that the quest1on of 1ncreased

movement 1nto the non- farm work force by farm women is: an
'area wh1ch has hardly been touched in Western €anadd: by
rura] soc1ologmsts The sheer numhers of women . 1nvo]ved'1nv
work1ng off the farm is an tnd1cat1on of . changes which

-

deeply . affect the farm operat1on and fam11y l1fe

E



145

Another area of further research which has been
~‘st1mu1ated by resu]ts found is the questlon of part t1me
farm1ng 1n other areas of the prov1nce spec1f1cally, areas
'of Tow agr1cultura1 product1v1ty and areas of high '
agricultural productivity which are 51tuated_away from the
influences ;f urbanization. Emptrtca] researchnonpart-time
farming -in these areasvwou]d round out'the.picture of |
'part-time farming in Alberta and would point out differencesyn

causes by environmental and social influences, if any.

| D..Conc}udin§¢§tatement

/Alberta ts moving into a new developmentaJ phase.
Urbanization, expansion of secondary and tertiary industries
and developments in transportation and commun1cat1on '
infrastructures have led the researcher to believe that
‘changes in"the- agr1cultural structure of the province are:
ineVitable just as structural changes in other areas of
Canada and the United States have fotlowed g%%seion the
heels of these developments. Part-time tarmingkis an
adjustment to these changes and, as such,‘will move towards
~ -becoming more of*a permanent fixture invthe agricutture
prof11e of the.province rather than @ tran51tlonaF'state,
1nd1cat1ng movement 1nto and out of agr1cu1ture As a part
of the structure of agr1cu1ture part t1me farm1ng is an
1mportant 1nf1uence on agr1cu1tura1 income, rural populat1on
changes, farm stab1]1ty and the soc1al structure of rural
communit1es_é The phenomenon should not be v1ewed}on]y in the

o
K
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agbicultura‘l‘ ‘cdhtext, however, but 1n the larger
P .
socm poht1ca1 env1ronment 1n wh1ch it is found Only
through en'p1r1cal studles such as th1s one can the

phenomenon in a certain area be understood and through this

unders,tandmg be&h’laced with the correct perspectwe, mto '
tﬁe larger &ci’ety,ﬂ, o e
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" DEPARTMENT OF RURAL ECONOMY ' ,
The Unive_l‘sity, of Albelrta o '
-~ Edmonton, Alberta . T6G 2H1 '

Phone: (403) 432-4225

X

Dear Respondent: - )

Your name has been randomly selected to be part of this study. We request your
cooperation in compieting the enclosed questionnaire and returning it as soon as possibie in the
stamped envedope enclosed in this package. We wish to assure you that the information supplied
by you will be treated with utmost care and in complete confidence. .

: The information from this study will be helpful to various agencies and or: nisations
involved in agricultural and rural development work in Alberta It is our hope that, based on the -
results of this study, they will be encouraged to design more appropriate programs for people
like yourself. Therefore. the half—hour you take to fill out this questionnaire is greatly
appreciated. : ‘ - N

We wish to thank you for your. cooperation in filling out this questionnaire and wish you
8 happy summer. : )

Yours Sincarew,

' Dhara S. Gill
Professor
Telephone: 432-4538

Facuity of Agriculture and Forestry
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Part-Time Farming Survey

Récently, in Alberta, there ha’ been an increase in"the number of people who combine fafming

- with other jobs and occupations. The purpose of this survey is to find out more about this .
situation and how the people invblved cope with the problems (if any) which arise from working
_in two worlds. : _ : ' ,

This survey should be filled out by either the husband or wife or both. If no married couple lives
at this address the survey should be filled out by the farm operator or landowner. - _

INSTRUCTIONS: Please mark (X} the answer which corresponds 1o your situation or fill in the
blanks where required. When you have finished completing the questionnaire, please return it as
" S0oOn as possible in the stamped, self-addressed envelope provided. Thank you -

Return to: Part-Time Farming Survey ' : -
s Department of Rural Economy

Sth Floor, General Services Building

University of. Alberta

Edmonton, Alberta T6G 2H 1 <

1. Is this family or household presently operating » farm? (An ?g(icultural holding of 1
- acre or more) :
() YES (piease go to question 2)
() NO (please go to question 7) "

2. How long have you operated this farm?
3.  This farm is __ miles from Edmonton. i
4. Bbfo}. obninivng tﬁis farm, the husband or farm operator: (Please check)

() Farmed somewhere eise o :
()} Worked on this farm but did not make the major farming decisions 4
() Worked at another occupation and lived here (state occupation)
()  Worked at another occupation and did not live here {state occupation)

_years.

-

5. Where did the husband or farm operator live before obtaining this farm?

() Here _ .
) On another farm . - ©
() Inasmall town ax . -
() Inacity '

6.  What were the major reasons for this family or householid to start farming? Please
number three (1, 2, 3) reasons in order of importance to you.
Lower housing costs :
To live in the countr -9
Better environment for children -
Supplement incorrie T
~"Inherited the farm .
Wanted to start farming . ‘ :
‘Wanted to resume farming after being sway from farming

'

Y

To be closér to relatives
.Jo be more seif~sufficient
Other (please explain)

CCCCCeCeen

Now, please go to question 9)

.. Over



10.

n

. ) Other (please explain)

3

-----—--------—-----------—-------------w---------—-----m—------'. --------

" If not presently fa_rmipg, the husband or farm Oporatdr has:

() Raetired - .
{_J Works at another occupation (state occupation)

Do you presentiy own land? () YES (_) NO
If yes, what is that land being used for? L N
() Farmed by someone else S : . .
() Not farmed (please explain what the land is being used for) -

Who is conéiderod tﬁc farm operator in this family?

() \Husband . |
) fe . : v R
+ (LJ Both . . ' R

Does the husband hivg an off-farm job/occupation at present? (_ ) YES (_)NO

If yes, what is his job title/occupation?

{if self-employed, please state type of business).

How long does it usually take to commute one way to his place of emplowhent?
minutes ' . , .
How much time (approximdtely) was spent by him on off~farm jobs/occu’patipns in 19817

. Jan. to March . ApritoSept  © Qct to Dec. |

B i__ 'hours/day | : - hours/day. o ho;.trs/daﬂf"’-
—_ days/week ' —_ days/week ___ days/week
—0_ weeks/month —__ weeks/month : —— weeks/month

Does the wife have an off-farm job/occupation at present? (__) YES () NO )

If yes,-what is her job title/occupation?
(f self—employed; please state type of business).

How long does it usually take to commute bm"way to her place of employment?
. __ minutes . ‘ ) A

Last year, how much time (approximately) was spent by her on off-farm jobs/occupations

in 19817 ' .
dantoMarch \ . pril 10 Sept Qct to Dec.
— hours/day —— hours/day - hours/day
- day;s/week ' ’ e days/Waek ’ . - days/week
— weeks/month . weeks/month ‘ — weeks/month

.. Over
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The next two questions concern the adjustments and problems that may have arisen as a result

of the combin

12.

ation of farm work with- work off the farm.

What‘adiustm’qnts have been made to the farm operation in ordor to
accommodate off-farm work? (Please check the adjustments which apply to you)

CCCCCCCC

No specific adjustments

Work longer hours than normal

Get family help with farm work -

Contract farm work -

Hire help o s

Change the farm operation (for example, from beef to grain)
Reduce size of operation :
Other (please explain) - : . 2

What adjustments are made to off-farm work in order to accommodate farm
work? (Please check whjch apply to you). ‘ '

No specific adjustments .

" Choosing off-farm work with flexible hours

Use paid vacation time to 'work on the farm = - 3
Take time off from work to complete farm tasks

Change to a career or job more compatible with farming

Hire additional sta¥f o

Other (please expiain)

e

[

13. Now | would like to know §ome of
than-farming. (Please number three (

4

your ressons for working in occupations other
1. 2, 3) reasons in order of importance to you).

Husband Wife . .
(if working off (if working off : ‘
the farmj‘ ' . - the farm) Reasons

Other '(pléasq specify)

Maintain a trade or profession

Increased income required to maintain
standard of living .

LY
improve retirement position )

Income required to bay off debts

Need outsitie income to maintain or invest in
farm ‘operation :

Permit children tp take over farming
operation
Start a new trade or profession

5 o ;

A job neasr home, becarne available

.. Over



14. In the future you would like to: (please check)

Remain Increase Decrease

in Same

Position.  Activity

In:.r‘\ext 5 yearsv J
I next 10 years ()

15, What do you think urban non
group of words, circle the n

disagree. |

Urban non-farmers think that farmers are:

¢
Chrogic complainers
Hard working
Poorly educated
Rich

Happy

independent

Urban non-farmers think that farming:

Is a low status ocsupation
Is a stressful way of living
Is important to the economy
Leads to an independent life
style

’ Strongly
Disagree

— d e b and b

Strongly
‘Disagree

1
1
1
1

[LSESESESESEN

NNNN

Activity  Work/Activity

wwdwww

Decrease
Off—-farm
Work
‘Activity
w
(]

R NS N 'Y

appap

16. How strongly do you agree or disagree with the following statements?

Fa}ming is an ideal way of living

Farming allows you to be your
own.b?ss

Beginpfng farmers must have -
some training and education, in
agriculture :

I would enbourage my children ’

to go into occupations other
than farmiing

Farmers have no control over
production, management and
land use decisions

Strongly
Disagrea

1

w

Yo

-farmers feel about farmers and farming? For each word or
umber which indicates the extent to which you agree or °

Strongly
Agree

o oom

‘ -Strongly;‘ |

Agree

aoom

.. Over -



Now | would like some information about
your farm operation. Please fill in the
foliowing blanks which apply to your
situation '

17.  Land Use “Lust Year (1981)
f

TENURE f1981) ' ACRES
Tothl owned
Rented from otﬁers

Rented out to 6thers

18. Livestock Last Year (1981)

BEEF ‘CATTLE
Cow/calf units

Feeder —~———__ head
Value of cattle sold (1981) s

HOGS
Total hogs

Kind of operation {ptrase check which apply)
() Farrowing ' .
() - Finishing

Compiete
() Other (specif v

It i ot R

Value of hogs sold (198 1) LA

SHEEP
Number

Kind of operation (please chect which apply)
() Wool

) Meat

() Breeding

() Other tspecify)

Value of products said (198 1) S

HORSES
Head

Kind of operation (please check which apply) .

() Breedingv '

(J Boarding, training

() Recreation

() Other (specify) ___

T g vy v vy e«

" DAIRY CATTLE

A._a
(o]
N

CULTIVATED tissy) : ACRES
Cereal Crops
QOilseeds

Forages -

Field crops {including potatoes)
Pasture
Fallow -
Unused land
Fdrmétead
Other Uses _
Value of products:sold (1981) s '

L

Milk cows -___bhead

Calves head

'Value of products sold (1981) §

POULTRY (Chicken)
Number of layers ———___ birds

Number of broilers . birds
Vaiue of broducts sold (1981)s__

POULTRY (Other)
Number of geese e birds

Number of ducks.______ birds

Value of products soid (198 1) S

GOATS
Number

Kind of operation (please check which apply)
() Meat

B Breeding

() Other (specify)___ . —
Value of products soid (19811s_____
OTHER LIVESTOCK

" [Please expiain nature of aparation).

o v e ety + re—

.. Over
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19.. 5 Other Farming Activities
9 .

GREENHOUSE
- Sg- ft under glass, plastic

Major crops (please check)
() Cut flowers .
(_) Bedding plants

() Tomatoes or cucumbers
() Propagated nursery stock
{_) Other

Value of products sold (1981)s.______

&

NURSERY OR TREE FARM

Acres

Value of products sold (1981)s_____

BEES
No. of hives

Value of products sold (1981) 5.

VEGETABLES AND SMALL FRUITS
.chesv

Major crops (please check)

() Asparagus.

() Leaf crops (iettuce, spinach)

{_) Cole crops (cabbage. broccbli)

(L) Root crops (carrots, beets. onions)
() Cucumbers, squash

() Corn

() Peas, beans. tomatoes

o’
TYPE OF OPERATION
() Market garden
() Pick your own
() Contract growing
() Farm gate sales
(.} Other

p—r— ———

Value of prqducts sold (1981) S .

' soD

Acres

Value of ‘products sold (1981) s

MUSHROOMS

Sq. ft. of beds sq ft
Value of products sold (1981) s
OTHER FARMING ACTIVITIES dplease

explain nature of operation). This wouid
include operations such as peat mining,

163

ravel pits, anything else done on your land

or which you receive income.

———————r o et e 5+ . rr———
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20. Please chﬁck the total value of agriculturn_al* produéts told in 1981,

() Under 51,200 ' + ' (L) $10,000-14,999 | () $45,000-49,999
() $1,201-2,499 . )s15000-24909 (L) $50,000-74,998
() $2,500-4.999 ., () $25,000-34,999 (_) $75,000-99,999
() $5.000-9,899 | (Js35000-44999 - () $100,000 or more

2.  Whast portion of your total disposable family income in 1981 came from the sale of
agricultural products? (please check) For example: Total family income = $28,000, Sale of
agricultutal products = 510,000, Divide $10.000 by $28,000 and muttiply by 100 = 35%.

(J0-10% - () 41-50% . () 81-90%
(- . (J)51-60% ()91-100%
L21-30% i L 61-70% |
| () 31-40% ) 71-80%

22. With regard to your farming decisions, how important to you are each of the
following sources of information? (Please circle the number which corresponds best to
the level of importance for you). L :

. Not: a Vei‘;

Sources . _ lnportant L ~ - Impprtant
District agriculturists. agricuttural B R s 2 3 4 5
fieldmen s .

University personnel 1 2 3 - t
" University or government 1 | 3 5
publications . 4
Marketing orga;\izations 1 2 3 4 5
Bank or lending agency personnel 1 2 3 4 5
Private consultants 1 2 3 4 5
_Elevator agents 1 2 3 4 5.
Faﬁn magazines 1 2 -3 4 5
Newspapers : 1 2 3 4 5
Radio 1 2. .3 a 5
1A% ( ! 2 - © 3 4 5
Farm implement feed and supply o 1 ? 3 4 5
dealers S

Friends, neighhouv ¢ " 1 . 2 3 5
F%ily 1 2 3 4 5
Own expaerience : 1 2 3 4 5

.. Over
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of
23. How often were you or your family in contact with each of the following extension
sources in 1981 for advice on your farming operation?. (please-check). ‘ :

Not In 1-6 Times _ -
- Contact Per Year Monthly- Weekly

District Agriculturist -

Agricuttural Fieidman

District Home Economist

Regional Specialist

University Personnel

Experimental Station Staff

Bank or Lending Agency Staff

Ve e amte—————

Salesmen &

Elevator. Agent

24. Now | would like to ask a question sbout sources of credit. Pleaﬁé?chgck).

Lk

Would Have Used In  Would Like to' Use  Plan to Use

~ Sources of Credit NotUse Past5 Years  But Not Eligible  in Next 5 Yasrs
Bank () o (S I ()
Credit Unign - L) T ) - )
Alberta Development ) (G (] (G
Corp R '
Small Business Dev. Corp. ) ) ) )
Alberta Oppor tunity L. C..) J (0
Company
: Fﬁrm Credit Corp CJ ) ) ) <
- Federal Business .) ) () (-
Development Bank .
Farm supply or implement ) w L) )
dealers i .
Vendor finaneing ()7 ) () )
Relativas (J o - L)
Other (please specify) ) () ) CJ

25. Of the above sources of er.‘cmx which one is the most important source for you?
~

— —————— e s b e ———

- Over
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£

'26. How important do you conii'dpr the following problems to be for you and your
. famély?_(P!ease circle the number which best corresponds to the importance of each
~§=problem). I C ' 8 :

A}

" Not ' B ~ Very

PROBLEMS o ' Important ~ Important
Credit availability S K d 2 3 4 5
Interest rates . | L 1 2 . 3 4 5
Pricés fcf agricultural prod_u.cts 1 2 3 4 5
~M§rketiin'g.-systems for agricultural. . 1 | 2 . 3 4 5
products - : L - .

: Urban expansion . ! 2 4
_Aﬁilab_ility of technical farming ‘ 1 o 2 . 4
advi_ce"v‘ . ' »._ N ‘ .
Availability of farm managerial L ‘2 3 4 5
advice : o ’ .
\High land prices Ly & 2 3 a 5
Low vlapd pfices : /_‘ . - 1 | 2 3 '4 5 \
Availability of land to rent' 1 2 -3 ° a 5
Energy costs . ' | 1 .2 '3 4 5
‘Mgéﬁimry costs ) | 1 2 3 4 5

" Farm labor availability - R 2 3 a. 5

" Availsbility of appropriate ~ . - 1 2 3 a s
flaicivincd A T e
‘Off—fam] work hours : R 2 3 -3

. -Wages and salaries from o"ff—farrﬁ 1 2 3 a
:work } S : 4 . )
Adequate child care R 2 3 ‘a
.Co&;rnuting costs i e R 2 3 ‘a4, .
Availability of leisure time . 4. 2 3 a4 s
Availability of entertainment 1 2 3 a 5
facilities . . » L
Adequate schools SR 2 3 4 5
Availability of recreation facilities 1 3 a 5
Availability of health care faciites 1 .2 3 a \ 5
Time for community activities ' 1 T2 '3 4 .5
Time for family"activities e 2 3 4 . 5.
. . : A ' .. Over '.
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27. An important part of this study is about your family or household composition. Please-
fill inbthe following blanks. (There is no need to include the names of family or household
members). : . S

-

- AGE EDUCATION (please circle last completed year)

Husband * ___  Grade 6 7 8 9 10. 11 12 13 .
' Technical/Vocational 1 -2 3 4 -
College/University - 1 2 3 4 §

 Wife — Grade 6.7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Technical/Vocational 1 3 4 R : ‘(
College/University 1 2 3 4 5

You have childiren) at home, the agels) are:

Do the children help with farm work? LJYES (UJNO
. $o8

You have

childiren) living away from home, the agels) are:

28. You were raised: (please check)

in é.City | In a Small Town ' On.a Farm
Husband R B | (-
.-Wife _ o | L )
29. Who answered this questionnaire? -
() Husband . o
) Wife ’ ) !

) Other (please specify)

30. If you have any additional comént# regarding the questionnaire .or your own situation,
please feql free to use the following space. : -

Thank you very much for filling out this questionnaire. Pléase réturn it in the envelope providéct ’
Return to: B .
Part—Time Farming Survey - S
Department of Rural Economy TN
5th Floor General Services Bidg. et
Uriversity of Alberta N e
Edmonton, Alberta, T6G 2H1 N R
o o « %‘ . N
44 \ N

”»



