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FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES IN THE NEW ENGLAND 
STATES, 1850 TO 1930 

By WILLIAM I. GOODWIN 

INTRODUCTION 

Importance orthe subJect.-This is a study of farm real-estate values and their 
principal related factors in New England from 1850 to 1930. The Fifteenth 
Decennial Census, 1930, and earlier censuses comprise the principal sources of 
the data used in this study. The term "farm real-estate values" is commonly 
understood to mean the value of all farm land, buildings, and improvements and 
will be so used here. The chief discussions, however, will center about the average 
values per acre of farm real estate, thereby eliminating to some extent the effect 
of increases and decreases in the total amount of farm land. 

In the foreground of present-day problems are those dealing with, or related to, 
farm real-estate values. The importance of having available detailed information 
concerning farm real-estate values is not confined to this subject alone, but in­
cludes, as well, data pertaining to factors which affect those values. Such data 
are of special interest to buyers and sellers of farm real estate, to those who 
appraise farm property for taxation or investment purposes, to research workers, 
and to students of economic problems. A knowledge of the trends of farm real­
eetate values and related factors within particular geographic areas over a period 
of time, M well as information regarding the geographic and special relationships 
of these subjects at a particular time, is of primary importance to these individuals. 

The general readjustments which have taken place since 1920, not only in 
agriculture, but also in practically all other industries, accompanied as they have 
been by rapid changes in price levels, have made it essential that business men, 
bankers, investors, farmers, landowners, public officials, economists, and students, 
alike, give close attention to these changes, in order to more correctly interpret 
their effect upon farm real-estate values. Probably no other class of real estate 
is affected to a larger degree by changes in the price level of agricultural com­
modities than is farm real estate. It is also safe to assume that no class of people 
other than farmers is affected financially to a larger degree by changes in the 
price level of agricultural commodities. A general advance in the prices of agri­
cultural products, such as may contribute to a certain rise in the incomes of farm­
ers and in farm real-estate values, adds certain proportional values to the wealth 
of farmers, hence, serves to enhance their purchasing power, the flexibility 
and efficiency of their farming operations and their general welfare. In contrast,. 
a decline in the prices of agricultural products, such as may contribute to a. 
certain decline in the incomes of farmers and in farm real-estate values, involves 
certain proportional losses in values to farmers, and serves to reduce their pur­
chasing power, the flexibility and efficiency of their farming operations, and t<> 
lower their standards of living. 

The situation in 1930 with regard to the total value of farm real estate shows 
the advantageous position which the New England States held in comparieoo 
with other geographic divisions of the country. These comparisons are empha-. 
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6 NEW ENGLAND FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES, 1850-1930 

sized in the table below, which shows the number of farms, the acres of land in 
farms, and the total value of all farm real estate for the years 1920 to 1930, 
together with the per cent of increase or decrease in these items between these 
years. 

TABLE 1.-NUlllBER OF FARlllS, ALL LAND IN FARlllS, AND VALUE OF ALL FARM 
• REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS), BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 1920 TO 

1930 
[A minus sign(-) denotes decrease) 

ITBJl United New Eng- Middle At· East North West North 
Statee land lantlc Central Central 

Number of farms •••••••.•• 1930 •• 6, 288, 648 124,925 367,603 966, 502 1, 112, 7155 
19'l6.. 6, 371,IKO 1111,~ 416,888 1, 051, 572 1, 111,314 
1920 .• 6,448,343 JM, lllK 426, 147 1, 084, 744 1,098.ri Per oent lncrease •••• 1920-llJSO •• -2.11 -20.2 -16.9 -10.9 

11126-1930 •• -1.3 -21.7 -14.6 -8.1 0.1 
Land In farms (acres) •••••• 1930 •• 1188, 771, 016 14, 283, 197 36, 047, 141i 110, 891, 179 266, 487, 907 

1925 •• 924, 319, 362 11S,857,9'l'T 37, 490, 939 112, 752, 4li8 248,081, 143 
1920 •• DM,883, 7111 16, 990, 642 40, 672, 901 117, 735, 179 266,973,~ 

Per oent lncrease •••• 1920-1930 •• 3.2 -16.9 -13.6 -li.8 
11126-1930 •• u -10.0 -6.6 -L7 7.0 

Ylloe of Bil farm real estate 
(dollars) ••••••••••••••••• 1930 •• 47, 879, 838, 368 9tO, 718, 496 2, 817, 767, 499 9, 336, 79o, .584: 111, 1118, 11211, 1566 

19'Jll.. 49, 4111, IK7, 287 906, 827, 334 2, 799,838, 7155 11, 028, 6119, 414 16, ll3o, 890, IK9 
1920 •• M;a10,00"J;om 917, (68, i8: 3, OO'l, 137, 7M 14, 937, IK~ 671 24, 469, 496, 109 

Per oent lncreBSe •••• 1920-lllllO •• -27.8 -6.1 - 7.6 -38.1 
lll'Nr 1930 •• -3.2 3.8 0. 6 -16.3 -s.a 

South At- East South West South Mountain Paclfto lantic Central Central 

Number of farms •••••.•••• 1930 •• 1,0i'IS,468 1, 062, 214 1, 103, 134 241,314 261, 733 
1925 .• 1, 108, 061 1, 006, 11152 1, 017, 31115 233,392 =:m 1920 .• 1, 1118, 976 1, 051,600 996,088 244, 109 

PercentlncreBSe ..•• 1920-1930 •• -8.7 1.0 10. 7 -Ll 1L8 
192&-1930 •• -4.5 5.6 8.4 3.4 -Lii 

Land In farms (acres) .•.•.• 1930 .• 86,362, 716 72,817,357 183, 906, 346 167, 4lio, 133 00,626,037 
1925 •• 88, 569, 4li8 76,606,626 166, 013, 316 131, 689, 374 M,268, 112 
1920 •• 97, 776,243 78,897, 463 178, 449, 127 117,337, 226 fill, 162, 706 

Per cent Increase •..• 1920-1930 •• -1L7 -7.7 6.0 34. 2 7.8 
1920-1930 •• -2.6 3.1 1L4 19.6 1L6 

VBlne of Bll farm real estate 
IS, 806, l6o, 6311 2, 4li8, 482, 740 4, 1123, 1181, 2118 (dollan) •.•••••.••••••••• 1930 •• 3, 852, 078, 808 2, 686, 363, 866 

1925 •• 4, ODii, 944, 808 2, 480, 829, 640 4, 9111, 433, 415 2, 172, 981, 11118 
4,:::u:m 1920 •• 11, 201, 773, 472 3, ea, 693, 368 8, 291, 188, 072 3, 183, 187, 783 

Per cent lnerease .••• 1920-1930 •• -26.9 -26.7 -7.7 -22.8 4, 3.3 
192&-1930 •• -u 8.2 17.1 13. 1 7.8 

From the data shown in the above table it may be observed that during the 
decade 1920 to 1930 the total value of all farm real estate for the United States, 
as a whole, declined from $66,316,000,000 to $47,880,000,000, which represented 
a capital loss to agriculture of $18,436,000,000, or nearly 28 per cent. This loss 
was distributed among all of the geographic divisions of the country, except the 
New England and Pacific divisions. The greatest losses occurred in the West 
North Central and East North Central divisions, where the total value of all 
farm real estate declined 38.1and37.5 per cent, respectively. The New England 
and Pacific divisions, on the other hand, were the only regions in the entire 
eountry for which the 1930 figures for the total value of farm real estate showed 
gains of 2.5 and 3.3 per cent, respectively, over those for 1920. A study of the 
phenomena of this increase, as small as it is, for the New England States, 
eoupled with an investigation of the rates of decrease in the number of farms 
(20:2 per cent), and in the acres of land in farms (15.9 per cent) for the same 
area, may lead to the suggestion of certain practices which might prove e1fective 
aa future aids in maintaining the level of farm real-estate values in other sections 
of the country. Attention is also called to the fact that, for the New England 
States, the rates of decline between the years 1920 and 1930 in the number of 
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farms, as well as in the land in farms, were the greatest of any geographic 
division of the country. 

Another factor which makes a study of farm real-estate values important at 
this time is the recent movement of population from cities to farms which over­
balances the movement of population in the opposite direction, that is, from 
farms to cities. The movement of population from cities to farms, brought 
about chiefly by the lack of gainful employment of large numbers of people in the 
manufacturing industries and other nonagricultural pursuits, has resulted in 
some degree in a greater demand for farm land. 

Finally, a study of farm real-estate values in New England is of particular 
importance, by reason of the fact that since 1920 the general trend of these values 
as indicated by the State averages shown in Table 8, appears to have been up­
ward, as compared with the downward trends for all other divisions of the 
country, except the Middle Atlantic division. This upward trend in New Eng­
land gives rise to an inquiry concerning its significance. The question is raised 
as to whether the upward trend reflects a corresponding degree of agricultural 
prosperity, or whether it reflects the effect of such factors as the encroachment 
into agricultural areas of nonagricultural industries, suburban and recreational 
developments. Such developments may have been sufficient to more than count­
erbalance either declining, or possibly, slowly rising values in some of the strictly 
agricultural sections of the New England States. 

Purposes of this stady.-The principal purposes of this study are: 1. To point 
out the more significant changes in farm real-estate values in New England from 
1850 to 1930, and to compare these changes with the changes in other geographic 
divisions and the United States, as a whole, over this same period. 2. To point 
out the more significant changes in farm real-estate values in the several New 
England States from 1850 to 1930, and to indicate some of the relationships of the 
more important factors affecting these changes. 

Factors atrecting farm real-estate valaes.-The factors affecting the value of 
farm real estate are numerous and complex. To enumerate and adequately dis­
cuss each of them would require more space than can be devoted to such a pur­
pose within the scope of this study. Brief statements will be made, where nec­
essary, as data for each factor forming a part of this study are presented. 

Description and limitations of the data.-Data concerning many of the factors 
affecting the average values per acre of farm real estate have been collected by the 
Bureau of the Census at each decennial census beginning with that of 1850, and 
at the census of agriculture made in 1925. Information regarding several of these 
factors is available for only a few of the census years, and some for 1930 only. 

Statistics for each census beginning with that of 1850 concerning the value of 
land and buildings, the number of farms, total land in farms, and population data 
from census reports, comprise the principal information utilized to demonstrate 
the long-time trends, and their relationships to farm real-estate values. The data 
relating to the value of all farm buildings and the value of land alone, were first 
obtained at the census of 1900. The production value data used in this study 
from the agricultural census reports relating to the years 1909, 1919, and 1929, 
include the farm prices of agricultural products. 

Farm labor and fertilizer expenditures during the years 1899, 1909, 1919, 1924, 
and 1929, the two items of farm expense most closely related to farm real-estate 
values, also tend to throw some light on the changes in the values of farm real 
estate. Statistics concerning cash rent, which are used in this study to represent 
farm income, are utilized from the reports of the 1930 agricultural census only. 
The kind of road adjoining each farm was called for on the schedules of the last 
two censuses, 1926 and 1930; while data pertaining to such farm facilities as tele­
phones, water piped into houses, and the number of houses lighted by electricity 
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were obtained at the censuses of 1920 and 1930. The data concerning the value· 
of the dwelling of the farm operator, value of products sold, traded, or used by 
operator's family, and type of farm (in a detailed way) were obtained at the 1930 
census only. 

Some of the above-mentioned data are shown in the several tables in this bul­
letin for each of the geographic divisions, and practically all of the figures are 
presented for each of the States and counties in New England. Data pertaining 
to the value of all farm real estate are also shown by type of farm and agricultural 
and industrial areas. The basic figures for some of the information are purposely 
omitted due to space limitations. With but few exceptions, however, the basic 
figures have been published in the various reports of the Bureau of the Census. 

Nearly all of the data obtained from census reports were secured by enumera­
tors, who, supplied with the farm and population schedules, visited individual 
farms and families to obtain the required information. The definitions of most 
of the terms, together with more detailed statements concerning the limitations 
of the data used in this study may also be found in previous census reports. Men­
tion should be made, however, concerning the data for the prices of crops harvested 
and livestock products, nearly all of which, for the years 1919 and 1929, are based 
on the average prices estimated in cooperation with the Division of Crop and 
Livestock Estimates, United States Department of Agriculture. The unit values 
of all crops and livestock products for 1909 were derived directly from the re­
ported figures on the agricultural census schedules. The unit values for the 1919 
crops and livestock products, were estimated by States only. The census price 
estimates relating to the 1929 crops and livestock products were made by counties 
for the first time, whenever the number of reports received was adequate to serve 
as a sufficiently large and representative sample for estimation purposes. 

Plan of the study.-In order to present briefly, yet clearly, the significant 
changes in farm real-estate values in New England from 1850 to 1930, and to 
facilitate the comparison of these changes with those in other geographic divisions 
and the United States, as a whole (Chapter I), tables and graphic illustrations 
showing the average values per acre of farm real estate are used. Index numbers 
of these average values, using the 1910 census data as a base, are also utilized to 
show the trends of the values throughout the period. 

The more important data and discussions relating to the second purpose of this 
study are included in Chapter II, and additional statistics appear in the appendix 
following Chapter III. Several maps based on data computed for each minor 
civil division are presented to show the geographic relationships of the various 
sections of New England without regard to county boundaries, both for the value 
of farm real estate and for some of its more important related factors. Figures, 
however, for many items, were available by counties only. 

A brief summary of the facts presented in Chapters I and II is included in 
Chapter III. 



CHAPTER I 
NEW ENGLAND AND OTHER GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS 

All farm real-estate values: 1860 to 1930.-Data showing the average value of 
all farm real estate (land and buildings) per acre, 1850 to 1930, together with 
index numbers of the averages for the United States and the several geographic 
divisions, are presented in Table 2. Charts showing trends of these average 
values are presented in Figure 1. The measurement of changes in these averages 
over the same period as shown by percentages of the average, with the United 
States taken as a base, appear in Table 3. A brief historical study from census 
report.a of the average value per acre of all farm real estate for the United States 
as whole, indicates a rather steady, and sometimes even a rapid increase in 
these values from 1850 to 1890. Only one important decline, that from· 1860 
to 1870, is noted during this 40-year period, and this recession is obvious only 
when the reported values are expressed i~ terms of dollars of uniform purchasing 
power (deflated values). The reported values show that farm real estate for the 
country as a whole advanced from $11.14 per acre in 1850 to $21.31in1890, an 
increase of over 90 per cent. 

Rapid increases in farm-land values in the Middle Atlantic, East North Central, 
West North Central, Mountain, and Pacific divisions, together with more moder­
ate increases in all other geographic divisions of the country, comprise the out­
standing changes from 1850 to 1890. The increases as shown for the United 
States as a whole were chiefly influenced by the steady increase in the utilization 
and improvement of land for agricultural purposes in these regions. More than 
one-fifth, or 21 per cent, of the acreage of all 18.nd in farms in the United States 
was located in the East and West North Central divisions, and more than 6 per 
cent in the New England States, in 1850. By 1890 the total farm acreage had 
more than doubled in the former region and comprised more than two-fifths, or 
41 per cent, of all land in farms in the United States; while the percentage for the 
New England States declined to about 3 per cent. In 1850 more than one-fifth, 
or 23 per cent, of the total value of all farm real estate in the United States was 
located in the two North Central divisions, and by 1890 more than one-half, or 
53 per cent, of such value was located within this same area. The total value of 
all fa.rm real. estate in the New England States comprised 11 per cent of the total 
for the United States in 1850 and had decreased to about 4 per cent by 1890. The 
average value of all farm real estate per acre of all land in farms was $13.38 for 
the East North Central division, and $6.40 for the West North Central division 
in 1850; as compared with $38.77 for the former division and $19.68 in the latter 
in 1890. Average farm real-estate values for the New England States increased 
from $20.27 per acre to only $24.78 during the period. Table 3 shows the aver­
age values of all farm real estate per acre as percentages of the total for the United 
States, the Middle Atlantic States were highest in 1850 with 264 per cent and the 
Pacific States lowest, with 14 per cent; the percentage for the New England 
States being 182. In 1890, the average value per acre for the Middle Atlantic 
States was 224 per cent of the average for the United States, the West South 
Central group was lowest with 37 per cent, while the percentage for the New 
England States was 116. 

The effect of the important economic events of the period 1850 to 1890 may 
lie traced in Table 2. Before 1850, farming operations were conducted on a 

9 
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relatively small scale in comparison with later periods, except in the cotton areas. 
Due chiefly to inadequate railroad facilities and the lack of other means of rapid 
transportation, agricultural operations were generally limited to supplying the 
needs of the producer, the demand of local markets within easy wagon-haul dis­
tance and those general markets accessible by means of water. 

In 1850, near the accessible markets located in the New England and Middle 
Atlantic division, higher average values prevailed than in any other section of the 
country. The average value of all farm real estate per acre for New England in 
1850 was $20.27, and for the Middle Atlantic States was $29.42, whereas values 
in other geographic divisions were much lower, and ranged from $13.38 per acre 
for the East North. Central division to as low as $1.55 per acre for the Pacific 
division. The New England and Middle Atlantic divisions had more mileage of 
railroads and canals in operation than any other section of the country in 1850. 

Farm land in these two divisions together comprised 18.8 per cent of the total 
farm acreage of the United States and represented 44.5 per cent of the tote.I value 
of all farm real estate in 1850; 6.3 per cent of the fa.rm land and 11.4 per cent of the 
total value of all fa.rm real estate being located in the New England States. The 
fact should not be overlooked, however, that farm real-estate values within the 
New England and Middle Atlantic divisions present a considerable range of values 
due chiefly to the location of farm lands with reference to the distance from cities 
and industrial areas of comparatively greater density of population and the great 
diversity of topographical soil and climatic conditions. The range in average 
values within the New England States is more clearly shown by reference to 
Table 8. The highest average values of all farm real estate per acre of farm land 
in the United States, except for the District of Columbia, were found in the State 
averages for Massachusetts with an average value per acre of $32.50, Rhode 
Island with $30.82, Connecticut, $30.51, New York, $29, New Jersey, $43.68 and 
Pennsylvania with $27.33. In these States a relatively larger proportion of 
farm lands were located near the more densely populated cities and industrial 
areas, as compared with farm lands in Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont, 
where farm real-estate values were much lower, being $12.04, $16.29, and 
$15.36, respectively, for the three States. 

Some of the outstanding historical events which took place during the 40-year 
period, 1850 to 1890, and which undoubtedly contributed to the steady increase 
in farm real-estate values during these years should be briefly mentioned. During 
the decade 1850 to 1860 horse-driven machinery for cutting and threshing grain 
was introduced, revolutionizing the methods of work on grain-producing farms 
throughout the country. Railroad and water transportation from the Central 
West to the seaboard and intervening markets brought to the farmers of this 
ilection the markets of the world, as well as a wider market in the United States. 
Assisted by congressional land grants the total railroad mileage for the United 
States increased from 9,021 in 1850 to 30,626 in 1860, a gain of 239 per cent.1 

These factors stimulated the more rapid settlement of the North Central States, 
as did the repeal of the com laws of Great Britain and the rapid development of 
manufacturing, particularly of cotton cloth, in that country. The discovery of 
gold in California and Australia, and the attendant increase in the production of 
that metal contributed to the rise in the whole scale of prices, which, together 
with the increased influx of immigrants to the United States, gave a great impetus 
to American agriculture. Relatively cheaper and better agricultural land in the 
Middle West and Southwest caused large numbers of people, particularly immi­
grants and New England farmers, to move westward and take up land. West-

1 Railrolld CODBtruction data presented here and in the following pages were obtained from Principles of 
Railway Trausportatlon, by Eliot 1ones, 1931. 
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ward migration was also stimulated by the discovery of gold on the Pacific coast. 
The decade 1850 to 1860 may be generally described as a period of general busi­
ness prosperity, marked by only a minor receBBion in 1853 and 1854. 

Great changes in agriculture marked the next decade, 1860 to 1870. Farm real­
estate values advanced at a much slower rate than during the 10-year period 
immediately preceding, as shown by the data presented in Table 2, in which the 
index of farm real-estate values advanced 5 points from 41 to 46 per cent of the 
1910 average for the United States as a whole, in comparison with an advance of 
13 points during the decade immediately preceding. The outstanding factor 
which influenced farm real-estate values, both directly and indirectly, during the 
decade 1860 to 1870 was the Civil War. There was an increased market demand 
for food in the North for the armies. The supply of labor was diminished at the 
beginning of the decade, but was later increased by the continuance of the immi­
gration movement, begun in the preceding decade. Agricultural production was 
further extended in the North, being encouraged chiefly by further extension of 
the railway net. Railroad mileage for the country as a whole increased from 
30,626 in 1860 to 52,922 in 1870, an increase of 73 per cent. The Union Pacific 
Railroad was completed in 18G9, opening a new means of transporting western 
farm produce to the markets of the East and to eastern ports for shipment to 
European markets. Congressional acts in 1862 and 1864 provided additional 
land grants to railroads and served to attract the required capital for their con­
struction. In 1862 the homestead law facilitated the acquirement of farm lands 
by settlers coming chiefly from the East, particularly soldiers of the northern 
armies. Farm-land values, as indicated by the average values and index numbers 
in Table 2, advanced most rapidly in the Middle Atlantic, East North Central, 
West North Central, Mountain, and Pacific divisions, while decreases occurred 
in each of the southern divisions. Average farm real-estate values for New 
England as a whole remained practically stationary, although some sections, 
notably those for New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island even showed 
slight decreases. The situation with respect to New England was influenced by 
the westward migration of its young farmers, who in many instances abandoned 
many less productive, rocky, New England farms for the better agricultural lands 
to the westward, and by the increased competition of the cheaper and more fertile 
grain lands of the West. The growing demand for American agricultural products 
in European markets and the ability of American agriculture to supply this 
demand checked further decreases of farm-land values in the New England 
States, by maintaining relatively high prices for agricultural products throughout 
the country. 

The decline in farm real-estate values in the South during the period 1860 to 
1870 was directly due to the results of fortunes of war. The destruction of the 
markets of the South, loss of investments in slaves, the deterioration and abandon­
ment of large areas of farm land, bankruptcy of planters and the destruction of 
their credit, the lack of working capital, and the general paralysis of business 
throughout the South, all contributed toward the general decline in that region. 

Attention should be called to the inflation of the currency during the period 
1862 to 1873, for when the currency of that period is expressed in terms of paper 
money, advances and declines in values are misleading. The values shown in all 
accompanying tables for the year 1870 have, therefore, been converted to the 
gold basis for the purpose of obtaining better comparability of the data. 

From 1870 to 1880 the program of railroad construction of the latter part of the 
preceding decade was continued. Total number of miles of railroad increased 
from 52,922 to 93,262, an increase of 76 per cent for the country as a whole. Most 
of the railroad constru(ltion took place in the Northern and Western States. 
Immigration was stimulated by the new land which became available for settle­
ment in the West, and by the fact that produce for that region could reach the 
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markets of the world by means of more rapid transportation by railroad. A large 
proportion of the immigrants also settled in the North Central States. The open­
ing of new markets for agricultural produce abroad served to increase the total 
value of agricultural exports. 

The development in the early seventies of an improved process for milling wheat, 
particularly the hard winter wheat of the Northwest, was another factor which 
exerted an influence upon the price of all wheat, consequently increasing farm 
profits and the demand for farm land in Minnesota and the Dakotas. By the 
close of the decade 1870 to 1880 readjustments had taken place in the South, 
particularly in the cotton areas, following the devastations of the Civil War. 
The renewed demand for cotton for the textile mills at home and abroad increased 
the demand for the new cotton lands of the South and Southwest, particularly in 
Texas. The rapid development of the beef-cattle industry in the West and South­
west, aided by the use of the public domain for grazing purposes, together with 
better means of transporting cattle and beef to the East coast and increased 
European demand for American meat products, also served to accelerate the rise 
in farm real-estate values in Texas and other western cattle-raising regions. 
The depression of 1873, with its attendartt industrial unemployment sent many 
workers back to the land as a means of gaining a iivelihood. Railroads were reor­
ganized and rates lowered, so that farmers in western producing areas were enabled 
to more successfully compete with eastern farmers in eastern markets. 

Excluding the Mountain States, which showed the most rapid increase in the 
average value of all farm real estate per acre during the decade 1870 to 1880, the 
greatest advances occurred in the South Atlantic, New England, West South 
Central, East North Central, and Pacific divisions. The rise in the index 
numbers of all farm real-estate values for these divisions ranged from 9 points in 
the case of the South Atlantic group to 6 points for the East North Central States. 
The changes for the remaining divisions were of less significance. 

General business conditions of the period 1870 to 1880 were characterized by a 
minor recession, followed by a mild revival, during the early part of the decade. 
Then came the panic of 1873, followed by nearly five years of business depression, 
from which there was little or no recovery until 1879. 

During the next 10-year period, 1880 to 1890, the forces which tended to 
influence farm real-estate values in the West and South during the preceding 
decade continued to operate. The total railroad mileage for the country as a 
whole increased from 93,262 to 163,597, an increase of over 70,000 miles, or 75 
per cent, for the decade, making the total mileage more than three times that in 
operation in 1870. The larger proportion of railroad mileage was constructed in 
the West and South, and transportation rates were further lowered. The 
refrigerator car, which had been introduced in 1869, began to be more extensively 
used during the later seventies. The wider use of improved farm machinery 
further aided in reducing production costs in the West. The increased compe­
tition from the West, as a result of the influence of these factors, including the 
effect of the entry of dairy products from the North Central and Western States 
into the dairy markets of the East, tended to lower the value of farm lands, 
which were formerly in greater demand as wheat lands or grazing lands for 
dairy herds in the New England and Middle Atlantic divisions. The reported 
average value of all farm real estate for the New England States, as a whole, 
declined from $27.03 per acre in 1880 to $24.78 in 1890. All New England 
States except Maine show decreases in farm real-estate values during the period 
1880 to 1890, indicating the extent to which refrigeration, lower freight rates, and 
better transportation facilities had brought the West into more powerful compe­
tition, not only for eastern markets, but for European as well. The decline for 
the Middle Atlantic division was not of sufficient magriitude to be significant. 
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The same factors which operated adversely to the farm real-estate values in 
the New England and Middle Atlantic States during the 1880 to 1890 period 
proved a force in increasing those of all other sections of the country, except in 
the Mountain States. The Pacific division, which showed the most rapid 
increase, advanced from $14.98 to $22.57 per acre, or more than 50 per cent. The 
period 1880 to 1890 was one of general business recession from 1881 to the early 
part of 1885, business recovery from 1885 to 1887, followed by a slight recession 
in 1888, and recovery in 1889. General business conditions reached a higher 
point in 1890 than in 1880. 

Farm real-estate values during the decade 1890 to 1900 were influenced by the 
panic of 1893 and by the period of industrial depression during the years which 
followed. During the latter part of 1890, business conditions receded somewhat 
from the high point attained during the early part of that year, and the recessioia 
continued into the early part of 1891. A revival of business occurred during the 
latter half of 1891 and throughout the year 1892. The period 1893 to 1900 was 
one of depression followed by slow revival from the low point reached in 1893, 
so that by the close of the decade business conditions were much lower than in 
1890. The depression period was characterized by exceptionally low prices for 
staple agricultural products. The effect of low prices are reflected in the decline 
in the trend of the average value of all farm real estate per acre lor the United 
States as a whole, and for the Middle Atlantic, West South Central, Mountain, 
and Pacific States, and the slightly retarded upward trends in the North Centl!Sl', 
South Atlantic, and East South Central States, as compared with those of the 
preceding decade. 

The westward movement of agriculture continued during the decade 1890 to 
1900. The total acreage of land in farms in the East and West North Central 
States, considered as one area, comprised 41 per cent of the acreage of all land in 
farms in the United States at the beginning of the decade, but declined to 38 per 
cent by 1900. Similar data for the New England States show a decline from 
3.2 per cent in 1890 to 2.5 per cent in 1900. The farm acreage in the West 
South Central, Mountain, and Pacific States, considered as one area, comprised 
only 20 per cent of the acreage of all land in farms in 1890, but this figure 
increased to 32 per cent by 1900. The two North Central divisions continued in 
the lead with reference to the total value of all farm real estate, and the ratio of 
total value of all fa.rm real estate for that region to the total for the country 
increased from 53 per cent to 58 per cent during the decade. It should be noted 
that in 1870 and 1880 the East North Central group reached its highest point of 
36 per cent of the total value of all farm real estate of the United States and 
began a decline from that percentage in 1890, which has continued gradually 
with each succeeding census. The total value of all farm real estate for New 
England as a whole showed a further decline from 3.69 per cent to 3.18 per cent 
of the total for the United States from 1890 to 1900. 

The New England States alone show a positive upward trend in the average 
values of all farm real estate, as compared with the decline which took place i:m 
this region during the period 1890 to 1900. A part of the decline in the average­
values of farm real estate per acre in the West South Central, Mountaiil;. and! 
Pacific States may be attributed to the inclusion as farm land in the reports for 
the census of 1900 land which, prior to that time, formed a part of the public 
domain and which was of comparatively low value. 

During the decade 1890 to 1900 there was considerable development of parts 0f 
Florida and California for fruit growing, as well as normal expansion of urbaD1 
areas around the large cities of the country for market garden purposes, which 
tended to advance farm real-estate values in these sections. Outside of tliese 
areas, however, there was a general downward tendency of farm real-estate value~ 
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which would probably have reached a still lower level had not the depression of 
1893 discouraged the movement of farm population to the cities, where the 
demand for labor was lowered by the slackening of industrial activity. The 
increase in railroad construction between 1890 and 1900 from 163,597 to 193,346 
miles,1 was less than that from 1870 to 1880 and less than even half that of the 
decade 1880 to 1890, partly due to the fact that the main lines of railroad had 
been provided by the rapid development of the preceding 20 years and partly to 
industrial depression following the panic of 1893. Of equal importance, probably, 
with the railroad construction of this decade was the further decline in freight 
rates, improved carrying facilities, and beginning of the regulation of railroads 
by Federal authority. 

The next 20 years witnessed the most rapid rise of farm real-estate values this 
country has ever known. The index of the reported average values of farm real 
estate per acre, for the United States as a whole, advanced 50 points during the 
first half of this period and rose 75 points from 1910 to 1920, or from $19.81 
to $39.60 per acre from 1900 to 1910, and from $39.60 in 1910 to $69.38 in 
1920. The year 1920 marks the peak of farm real-estate values per acre for the 
country as a whole, for the entire period 1850 to 1930. New England farm real­
estate values increased at a slower rate than those for the United States as a 
whole, gaining '29 points from 1900 to 1910 and 48 points from 1910 to 1920, an 
increase in the reported average values from $25. 71 to $36.45 for the earlier period 
and from $36.45 to $54 for the latter. All geographic divisions, except the West 
North Central States, reported increased average farm real-estate values per acre 
with each succeeding census during the 20-year period, the South Atlantic, East 
South Central, and West South Central States taking the lead in the rapidity of 
increase. When the reported average values are expressed in terms of dollars of 
uniform purchasing power in comparison with the year 1910 for this period, how­
ever, farm real-estate average values indicate a much more modified rate of 
increase than is shown by the reported values. These deflated values show a 
decrease of 1 point in the index of the average value for the Middle Atlantic States 
and an increase of only 7 points for the New England States. Other geographic 
divisions show upward movements of the index which ranged from 26 in the East 
North Central States to as high as 57 in the Mountain States. When similar 
allowance is made for the fluctuation in the value of the dollar between 1910 and 
1920, all divisions, except the South Atlantic and East South Central Stat.es, 
show decreases in the average value of all farm real estate per acre. 

Expressed in percentages of the average value of all farm real estate per acre 
for the United States as a whole, New England declined from 130 per cent in 1900 
to 92 per cent in 1910, and by 1920 had declined to 78 percent. The East North 
Central States had the. highest average values relative to the average value for 
the United States, at both the 1910 and 1920 censuses, with 190 per cent in 1910 
and 183 per cent in 1920. The West South Central group was lowest in 1910 
with 47 per cent, and the Mountain division was lowest in 1920 with 39 per cent. 
The three last-mentioned divisions occupied the same relative positions among the 
geographic divisions of the country at each census during this 20-year period in 
respect to the reported average values. In 1910 and 1920 the East North Central 
group ranked highest with $75.25 per acre in 1910 and $126.87 in 1920. The 
West South Central group reported the lowest average value per acre, $18.50, 
of any division in 1910, and in 1920 the Mountain division was lowest at $26.96 
per acre. 

General business conditions were only slightly better in 1910 than in 1900, the 
upward trend from the latter part of the preceding decade being retarded by the 

t Ti.6 llgarea are for the llscal year encllD& 111118 30. 
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mild depression of 1904 and panic of 1907. Business recovery began during the 
latter part of 1908 and reached a new peak during the first part of 1910. The 
general trend of busineBB from 1910 to 1914 was that of a gradual recession, fol­
lowed by a sudden decline during the latter part of 1914. The World War activity 
brought about a rapid revival of business and higher commodity prices during the 
years 1915 and 1916, so that, by the time the 1920 census was enumerated, busi­
ness had reached an inflated level higher than either that of 1910 or 1900, and 
was at about the same level as that of the early part of 1890. 

The trends in business during the 20-year period 1900 to 1920 are reflected in 
the trends in wholesale prices of agricultural and nonagricultural commodities. 
By converting the index numbers of wholesale prices of all commodities, as pub­
lished by the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics,a to 1910 as the base year 
(100 per cent) the price index was 76 in 1900. By 1920, however, this index had 
risen to 211, the highest point of any of the census years under consideration. 
Comparisons with indices of prices of agricultural and nonagricultural commodi­
ties published by the same bureau show the similarity in trends between these 
prices and the trens:ls in the index of the average value of all farm real estate. The 
price index of agricultural products, computed from census data as presented in 
Table 30, shows the upward trend in farm prices for the New England States as a 
whole and for each of the New England States during the period 1909 to 1919. 
Taking 1909 as the base year (equal to 100 per cent) the farm price index for 1919 
was 217, for New England as a whole, when 39 principal crops and 9 principal 
livestock products are used in the computations. 

During the period 1900 to 1920 new railroad construction proceeded at a slower 
rate than during the 20-year period immediately preceding. From 1900 to 1922 
the total railroad mileage for the country increased from 193,346 to 250,480 
miles, an increase of slightly over 57,000 miles as compared with the increase of 
more than 100,000 miles from 1880 to 1900. In fact, between the years 1916 to 
1922 more mileage was abandoned than constructed. The decline in railway 
construction may be attributed in part to the unfavorable economic conditions 
operating against the advisability of undertaking new construction during the 
war and postwar periods and in part to the construction of better highways 
and the competition for the railroads which came through the ever-widening use 
of automobiles and trucks as a means of transporting farm produce to markets. 
The latter two factors have been important in enabling producers to reduce mar­
keting costs, and which, in turn, have undoubtedly exerted no small influence 
upon farm real-estate values. 

From 1920 to 1930 there was a downward trend in farm real-estate values for 
the country as a whole. As compared with an average value of all farm real 
estate of $69.38 per acre for the United States in 1920, the average value was 
$53.52 in 1925, and $48.52 in 1930. As compared with the base year, 1910, the 
index for this value stood at 135 in 1925, and 123 in 1930; whereas in 1920 it was 
175 per cent. Average values of farm real estate continued to advance during 
this same period in the New England and Middle Atlantic divisions. 

For New England the average value increased from $54 to $57.11, or 9 points 
in the index, from 1920 to 1925; and rose to $65.86, or 24 points in the index, 
during the latter half of the decade. In the Middle Atlantic division the rate 
of increase was less rapid, but average values increased from $73.99 per acre in 
1920 to $74.68 in 1925, and reached $80.40 in 1930, a rise of 11 points in the index 
during the entire decade. These two divisions alone show increased average 
values of farm real estate from 1920 to 1925, and from 1925 to 1930 increases 
occurred in the two South Central divisions, as well as in the New England and 

I Bureau of Labor Statistics Bulletin No. 643, September, 1931. 
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Middle Atlantic States, when the values as reported are considered. Expressed 
in terms of dollars of uniform purchasing power (deflated values), average farm 
real-estate values show increases for all geographic divisions, except the Mountain 
States, from 1920 to 1925, and increases in all geographic divisions, except the 
two North Central divisions, from 1925 to 1930. The greatest decline in the 
values as reported took place in the West North Central group in the decade 
1920 to 1930. Thie group of States includes Iowa, where the tremendously in­
flated farm real-estate values of 1920 suffered greater loss than did other sections 
during the depression of 1921 and the years of reconstruction which followed. 

In 1930 the highest average value per acre for any group of States relative to 
its 1910 average was found in the South Atlantic division, with an index of 186, 
and lowest in the Mountain States, with an index of 70. The index for the New 
England States was 181. 

When viewed as a percentage of the average value of all farm real estate per 
acre for the United States, New England increased from its lowest point, 78, 

, reached in 1920, to 107 in 1925 and 136 in 1930. The percentage for the Middle 
Atlantic division also increased from the lowest point, 107 per cent reached in 
1920, to 140 in 1925, and 166 in.1930. 

The rate of increase in the number of acres of all land in farms for the United 
States had rather abruptly retarded between 1900 and 1910, coincident with the 
almost complete utilization of all of the good agricultural land available in the 
public domain. From 1920 to 1930 the increase in all land in farms, 3.2 per cent, 
for the United States as a whole, was the lowest rate of increase noted in census 
reports since the 186~1870 decade. Decreases in farm land were reported in 
five geographic divisions as follows: New England, 15.9 per cent; Middle Atlantic, 
13.6 per cent; East North Central, 5.8 per cent; South Atlantic, 11.7 per cent; 
and East South Central, 7. 7 per cent. Increases occurred in the remaining divi­
sions as follows: West North Central, 3.3 per cent; West South Central, 6 per 
cent; Mountain, 34.2 per cent; and Pacific, 7.8 per cent. At the same time, the 
westward movement of agriculture continued, as indicated by the fact that farm 
land in the combined East and West North Central States comprised 39.1 per cent 
of all farm land in the United States in 1920, and formed but 38.1 per cent of the 
total in 1930; whereas, the farm land located in the West South Central, Moun­
tain, and Pacific divisions, considered as one area, comprised 36.3 per cent of all 
farm land in the country in 1920, and 40.7 per cent in 1930. For the first time 
during decades 1850 to 1930, a larger proportion of all farm land in the country 
was located in the three Western divisions than in the East and West North 
Central groups of States. All land in farms in New England comprised but 
1.8 per cent of the total for the United States in 1920, and by 1930 this percentage 
had been lowjlred to 1.5. 

With regard to the total value of all farm real estate (land and buildings), 
the continued westward movement of agriculture is noted for the decade 1920 
to 1930. In 1920 about 59 per cent of the total value of all farm real estate in 
the United States was located in the area comprising the East and West North 
Central States. By 1930, this pel'centage had declined to 51.2; while, notwith­
standing the lowered purchasing power of currency, the group of States com­
prising the West South Central, Mountain, and Pacific divisions increased its 
proportion of the total value of all farm real estate in the United States during 
the decade from 21.3 to 27.3 per cent. For the New England States a slight 
gain is observed in the per cent which the total value of all farm real estate 
formed of the total value for the entire country. In 1920, total farm real­
estate values in New England formed 1.38 per cent of the total value for the 
United States. In 1930 this percentage had increased to 1.96. The 10-year 
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period, from 1920 to 1930, one of readjustment and lower prices for farm prod· 
ucts, was particularly marked by the loss in value to all farm real estate for 
the United States as a whole, partly due to the deflation of monetary values. 
The total value of all farm real estate for the United States as a whole declined 
$18,436,164,244, or 27.8 per cent. Most of this loss in value occurred during 
the first half of the decade, even though the total number of acres of all land in 
farms increased. The New England and Pacific divisions were the only two 
groups of States in the country, as shown in Table 1, where actual increases in 
the total value of all farm real estate occurred. 

The prosperous condition of business with its attendant inflated values and 
prices of agricultural products; and the high purchasing power of the dollar 
which, prevailing in 1919 and during the early part of 1920, suddenly declined 
with the major depression of 1921. This business depression was followed by a 
slow upward trend, retarded by a mild recession in 1923 and 1924, until the 
middle of 1929, when another recession began, which has terminated in the 
present severe economic depression. While the farm prices of agricultural 
products began to decline in August, 1929, the fact that farm real-estate values 
lag considerably behind changes in the trends of farm prices, prevents the full 
disclosure of the effect of the lower 1929 farm prices upon farm real-estate values 

TABLE 2.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM REAL ESTATE 
(LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 1850 TO 1930 

[For Index numbers 1910 base= 100 per cent] 

UNITED NEW ENGLAND MIDDLE EAST NORTH WEST NORTH 
STA.TBS ATLANTIC CENTRAL CENTRAL 

Yll:AR Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver-
:r,e 

Index 

v!fue 

Index 

v!fue 

Index age Index age Index 
Dwn- nwn- nwn- num- num-v ue ber ber ber value ber value ber per acre per acre per acre per acre per acre 

-----------------
1930. -- ------------------ $48.52 123 $65. 86 181 $80.40 142 $84. 20 112 $57.10 114 
1925. - ------------------- 53.52 135 57.11 157 74.68 132 97. 77 130 66.M 133 
1920. -- ------------------ 69.38 175 54.00 148 73.99 131 126. 87 169 95.22 191 
1910. -- ------------------ 39.60 100 36.46 100 56.56 100 75. 25 100 49.92 100 
1900. - - ------------------ 19.81 50 25. 71 71 43.46 77 42.23 56 23.14 46 
1890. - - ------------------ 21.31 M 24. 78 68 47.68 84 38. 77 52 19.68 39 
1880. - - ------------------ 19.02 48 27.03 74 47.80 85 34. 31 46 14. 83 30 
1870_ - - ------------------ 18. 26 46 23.92 66 47.69 84 30.27 40 15. 65 31 
186()_ - ------------------- 16. 32 41 23.68 65 40.17 71 23.88 32 11.20 22 
J.81j() ___ ------------------ 11.14 28 20.27 56 29.42 52 13. 38 18 6.40 13 

SOUTH EAST SOUTH WEST SOUTH MOUNTAIN PACD'IC ATLANTIC CENTRAL CENTRAL 

YEAR 
Aver- I Index Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver-Index Index Index Index v:f:e num- v~ num- v!f~ num- v!f~ num- v!f~ num-

per acre ber per acre ber per acre ber per acre ber per acre ber 

----------------------
1930 ______ ------- ----- --- - $44.60 186 $36.88 173 $31.57 171 $15.61 70 $79. 70 Ulll 
1925 ______ ---- ---- -- -- --- - 46.28 193 35.14 165 30.05 162 16.50 74 82.85 172 1920 ____________ -- ---- ---- 53.20 222 46.44 218 36.27 196 26.96 122 83.16 172 1910 ___________ ---- ---- --- 23.96 100 21.32 100 18.50 100 22.16 100 48.28 100 1900 ______________________ 

11.57 48 1L49 M 6.46 35 7.30 33 20.17 42 
1890 __________ --- - ---- --- - 11.34 47 10.47 49 7.91 43 13.46 61 27.57 57 1880 __________ ---------- -- 8.79 37 8.82 41 5.36 29 14. 61 66 14. 98 31 1870 _________________ - -- -- 6. 77 28 8.20 38 4. 08 22 5.11 23 11.58 24 1860---------------------- 9.47 40 12.43 58 8. 70 47 2. 78 13 5.93 12 
l8SC) __ -------------- --- --- 6.17 26 6. 35 30 5.M 30 5.83 26 1.65 3 

130057-33-2 
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as shown by the Census of 1930. The United States wholesale price index of all 
commodities' declined from 211 points in 1920 to 140 in 1925, and by 1930 it 
had dropped to 124. For the New England States, using 1909 as the base year 
(equal to 100 per cent) the farm price index in 1919 was 217, and by 1929 it 
had declined to 166. (See Table 30.) 

There was a further decline in railroad construction during the decade 1920 
to 1930. The decline in railroad construction resulted in a deficiency of trans­
portation facilities which has been offset by more extensive use of automobiles 
and trucks, together with the increase in construction of hard surface roads, 
and further improvements in railroad carrying equipment has somewhat revolu­
tionized the methods of marketing farm produce. Considerable Federal legisla­
tion_ also was enacted during this period which was designed to place agriculture 
on an economic basis more nearly equivalent to other industries. All of these 
factors have exerted some influence upon farm real-estate values. 

TABLE 3.-MEASUREMENT OF THE CHANGES IN THE AVERAGE VALUE OF FARM 
REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, IN PERCENTAGES OF THE 
AVERAGE WITH THE UNITED STATES AS BASE (100), BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 
1850 TO 1930 

United New Middle East West South East West Moun-YEAR States Eng- Atlan· North North At Ian· South South tain Pacific 
land tic Central Central tic Central Central 

------------------
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per ct. 

1930. - • -------------- 100 136 166 174 118 92 76 65 32 164 
1925 •• - ---····-···--- 100 107 140 183 125 86 66 56 31 150 
1931. - • ·--------·-·-- 100 78 107 183 137 77 67 52 39 131 
1910. ·- ---·-------·-- 100 92 143 190 126 61 54 47 56 122 
1000 ••• ··-------- ---- 100 130 219 213 117 58 58 33 37 102 
1890. ·-···-----·--··· 100 116 224 182 92 53 49 37 63 129 
1880 •• - ---- ---------- 100 142 251 180 78 46 46 28 77 79 
1870 •••.•••.•••••.••• 100 

I 
131 261 166 85 37 45 22 28 63 

1860. - - -······------ - 100 145 246 146 69 58 76 53 17 36 
1850. -- -------------- 100 182 264 131 57 55 57 51 52 14 

Value of all farm buildings and farm land: 1900 to 1930.-Beginning with the 
year 1900, statistics pertaining to the value of all farm buildings have been col­
lected at each subsequent agricultural census. The total value of farm land (ex­
cluding buildings) was obtained by deducting the value of all farm buildings from 
the total value of all farm real estate (land and buildings combined), and this 
result was divided by the total number of acres of all land in farms, to obtain the 
average value of land alone per acre. The changes and trends in the average 
value of all farm buildings per acre for the United States as a whole, and for each 
geographic division are presented in Table 4, and in Figure 2. Data pertaining 
to the average value of land alone per acre are shown in Table 5, and in Figure 3. 
In Figure 2 are plotted the trends (in percentages of the 1910 average) of the 
average value of all farm real estate per acre, together with similar trends for the 
average value of farm buildings. In Figure 3 are plotted the trends (in percent­
ages) of the average value of all farm real estate per acre and of farm land alone. 
These charts serve to illustrate the relationships between the trend of each factor 
and the trend of the combined value of all farm real estate. 

Some of the important factors which affected farm real-estate values during the 
period 1900 to 1930 were mentioned previously in this chapter. Changes and 
trends in the average values per acre of the two items, all farm buildings and farm 
land (excluding buildings) will, therefore, be only briefly pointed out here. 

• Bureau of Labor Statistics all commodit)' index of wholesale prices converted to 1910 bllllll-100. 
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From 1900 to 1910 the average value of all farm buildings as reported for the 
United States, as a whole, increased from $4.24 per acre to $7.20, an increase of 
41 points in the index when 1910 is used as the base year (equal to 100 per cent). 
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The average value of all farm buildings for the New England States was $11.91 per 
acre in 1900, and increased to $17.06 in 1910, or 30 points as shown by the index. 
The most rapid increase in the average value of all farm buildings per acre 
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occurred in the West South Central division, where the average value of $1.05 per 
acre in 1900 was the lowest recorded for any other section of the country. For 
this division the index for the average value of land and buildings per acre rose 
57 points from 1900 to 1910. The lowest rates of increase in the average value 
of land and buildings per acre took place in the Middle Atlantic and New England 
groups, with rises of 28 and 30 points of the index, respectively. In these two 
divisions the average values were higher in 1900 than other sections of the country. 
Expressed in percentages of the average value for the United States equal to 
100 per cent, the Middle Atlantic and New England groups show decreases 
during the decade from 383 to 315 per cent for the former, and from 281 to 237 
per cent for the latter division. The averages for all other geographic divisions 
increased in relation to the United States average. Comparing the index num­
bers in Table 2 with those in Table 4 it will be observed that the rise in the 
average values of all farm real estate per acre for the United States as a whole 
was at a more rapid rate during the decade 1900 to 1910, than the rise in the aver­
age value of farm buildings. This observation is also noted in the case of all 
geographic divisions except the New England and Middle Atlantic groups, (see 
fig. 2) where the rates of increase in the average values of all farm buildings 
exceeded those for the average values of all farm real estate. Attention is also 
oalled to the fact that the rates of increase in the average values of all farm build· 
ings were more moderate for the New England and Middle Atlantic groups 
than for the United States as a whole, while the opposite observation holds 
true in comparing the 10-year trends of all other geographic divisions with 
the rate of increase for the United States as a whole. These facts are illustrated 
in Figure 2, with reference to comparisons between the trends in the average 
values for the New England States and the United States as a whole. 

During this same decade, 1900 to 1910, the average value of all farm land 
(excluding buildings), for the United States as a whole, as computed from re­
ported values, increased from $15.57 per acre to $32.40, an increase of 52 points 
in the index. This increase may be compared with the more moderate increase 
of 41 points in the average value of all farm buildings, and 50 points in the average 
value of all farm real estate (land and buildings combined) for the United States. 
An examination of the data pertaining to the total amounts of increase in values 
show that during this period, for the United States as a whole, the increase in 
the value of farm land (excluding buildings) was a much more powerful factcr 
toward influencing the rise in all farm real estate than was the rise in the value of 
farm buildings. This fact is not so evident with regard to conditions found in 
the New England States, where the value added to the land by improvements 
upon it constituted a factor nearly equal in importance to the increase in the 
value of land, exclusive of improvements, during this period; while for the Middle. 
Atlantic States the increase in value of farm buildings exceeded the increase in 
the value of farm land alone. The average value of farm land (excluding build­
ings) for the New England States was $13.79 per acre in 1900 and increased to 
$19.38 in 1910, a rise in the index of 29 points, or only 1 point less than the cor­
responding increase in the index for the average values of all farm buildings, and 
identical with the rate of increase in the average values of all farm real estate per 
acre. The most rapid increase in the average value of farm land (excluding 
buildings) was found in the Mountain States, where the average was $6.12 
in 1900 and $19.73 in 1910, a rise of 69 points in the index as compared with 
a more moderate rate of increase in the average value of farm buildings. The 
lowest rates of increase in the average value of land alone, as in the case of the 
average value of all farm buildings and all farm real estate, occurred in the New 
England and Middle Atlantic groups with rises of 29 and 20 points in the index 
respectively. Expressing the average values of farm land (excluding buildings.. 
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in percentages of the average for the United States equal to 100 per cent, decreases 
in such an index are noted for the period 1900 to 1910 in the New England, Middle 
Atlantic, East North Central, and East South Central divisions; while increases 
occurred in all other sections of the country. It is significant that, whereas, the 
average value of all farm buildings per acre for the New England States was 
considerably above the average for the United States in 1900 and in 1910, the 
average value of farm land alone was below the average value for the country as a 
whole at these two census years. The index numbers in Tables 2 and 4, com­
pared with those in Table 5, show that the rise in the average values of all farm 
land (excluding buildings) for the United States as a whole was at a slightly more 
rapid rate than the average value of all farm real estate, and was considerably in 
excess of the rate of increase in the average value of farm buildings. The rates 
of increase in the average value per acre of farm land alone were also greater 
than the rates of increase in the average value of all farm buildings per acre in all 
geographic divisions, except the New England and Middle Atlantic groups, where 
the average values of farm buildings per acre increased more rapidly than did the 
average values of farm land alone. As was found in the comparison of rates of 
increase of the average values of farm buildings, the rise in the average value of 
farm land alone was less rapid for the New England and Middle Atlantic States 
than for the United States as a whole. This statement applies, as well, to the 
rates of increase found in the East North Central and East South Central 
divisions. Figure 3 presents geographically the comparisons noted above for the 
country as a whole and for the New England States. 

Attention is invited to the fact that when the average values of all farm real 
estate, farm buildings and farm land (excluding buildings) are deflated by the 
all-commodity index of wholesale prices,• the upward straight-line trend in these 
values for the period 1850 to 1930 are more moderate than indicated by the cur­
rency values. (Figs. 1, 2, and 3.) 

One of the most significant facts disclosed by the average values of farm real 
estate for the census years 1925 and 1930 is the moderate increase at each census 
in the average value of all farm buildings per acre for the United States as a whole, 
while the average value of farm land alone declined rapidly from 1920 to i925, and 
continued to decline at a somewhat more moderate rate from 1925 to 1930. 

The average value of farm buildings increased from $12.02 per acre in 1920 to 
$12.70 in 1925, and advanced to $13.12 in 1930. At the same time land values 
declined from $57.36 per acre in 1920 to $40.81, or 51 points in the index, for the 
first half of the decade; and dropped another 17 points, or $35.40 per acre, during 
the latter half. Thus, in 1930 the average value of farm land per acre (excluding 
buildings) was only 9 points above the 1910 level, the average value of all farm 
real estate was 23 points above, and the average value of farm buildings per acre 
was 82 points above. During the decade the index of the average value of farm 
buildings per acre for the New England States advanced a total of 57 points, or 
from $25.27 per acre in 1920 to $34.99 in 1930. This increase constituted the 
most rapid advance shown for any geographic division except the Pacific group, 
which increased 71 points, or from $8.95 in 1920 to $12.18 in 1930. The Mountain 
division was the only group of States which did not show an increase in the average 
value of farm buildings for the decade, although its 1930 average was slightly 
above that for 1925. Average values for farm buildings declined in the East 
South Central, West South Central, and Mountain divisions from 1920 to 1925, 
but all divisions recovered with the return of more prosperous times during the 
latter half of the decade, with increases in average values for 1930 over the 1925 
values. In 1930 the three highest average values were found in the Middle 
Atlantic, New England, and East North Central divisions, in the order named, 

• Bureau of Labor Statistics all-commodity wholesale price Index converted to 1910 base. 
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and the three lowest in the Mountain, West South Central, and East South 
Central groups. 

Expressed in percentages of the average value of farm buildings per acre for 
the United States as a whole, the averages for the New England and Middle 
Atlantic States showed decided recovery, and rose from 210 to 267 per cent in 
New England, and from 275 to 334 per cent in the Middle Atlantic States between 
the census years, 1920 and 1930. The East North Central, West North Central, 
and South Atlantic divisions were the only other groups for which the average 
values of farm buildings per acre were above that for the United States. 

Figure 2 illustrates the divergence in the trends in the average value of all 
farm real estate and the average value of farm buildings for the United States 
and for New England during the period 1920 to 1930. For the United States as 
a whole, the average value of all farm real estate receded from 1920 to 1930 
nearly as rapidly as it had increased during the preceding decade; while the 
trend of the average value of farm buildings continued upward during this period 
at s. more modified rate than during the period 1910 to 1920. In New England, 
however, the situation was different in that both, the trend for the average value 
of all farm real estate as well as farm buildings was upward, due to the domi­
nance for the :first time, in 1925, of the total value of farm buildings over the 
total value of farm land alone, in that group of States. 

The rapid advances in the average value of farm land alone per acre for the 
decade 1910 to 1920 were abruptly halted by the business depression and low 
prices during the early part of the 10-yes.r period following. The New England 
States, alone, among the nine geographic divisions, showed a higher average value 
of farm land per acre in 1930 than in 1920, and even that division suffered a 
decline in 1925 along with all other groups. The average value of farm land per 
acre for the New England States decreased from $28.73 in 1920 to $26.10 in 1925, 
but advanced to $30.87 at the 1930 census, an increase of 11 points in the index 
for the decade. The East North Central States, which had maintained the 
position with the highest average values of farm land (excluding buildings) among 
all other divisions of the country during the two preceding decades, was forced 
into second place by the Pacific division in 1925 with an average value of $71.47 
per acre. In 1930 the Pacific division still ranked :first according to the average 
value of farm land, with an average of $67.52 per acre. In the Es.st North 
Central and Mountain divisions the average values of farm land alone were below 
their respective averages for 1910. 

The average values of farm land alone per acre for the Middle Atlantic, East 
North Central, West North Central, and Pacific divisions were higher in 1930, 
than the average for the United States. For New England, the average value 
of farm land (excluding buildings) per acre was only one-half that for the United 
States in 1920, but in 1930, it was 87 per cent of the average for the country as 
a whole. 

The trends in the average values of all farm real estate per acre and of farm 
land alone as presented in Figure 3, show the more rapidly declining value of 
farm land for the United States from 1920 to 1930. For the New England 
States, the divergence in the two values from 1920 to 1925, and the recovery 
from 1925 to 1930 is adequately illustrated by this same chart. Only when the 
trends represent deflated values do the averages for the United States and for 
the New England States show increases from 1920 to 1930. 
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TABLE 4,.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS PER 
ACRE, BT GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 1900 TO 1930 

[For Index numbers 1910 bale-100 per cent) 

llNITBD NBW KIDD LB BA.BT NORTH WBBT NOBTJI 
STA.TBS BNGLAND ATLANTIC CBNTBAL CBNTBAL 

YBAB 
Aver· Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index 

~e num-
v:fue 

num· 
v!f:e 

num-
v!f:e 

num-
v:f:e 

num• 
ber ber ber ber ber 

-------- -----------
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per 
acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent 

1930. -----·········--·-·· $13.12 182 $34.99 205 $43.81 193 $28.56 205 $13.24 197 
J.926_ ----------. -- ----- -- 12. 70 176 31.01 182 39.14 172 27.09 194 13.01 194 
1921L - ----------. ----- -- - 12.02 167 25.27 148 33.04 146 24.56 176 12.18 182 
1910-- --- -- ----- ------ --- 7.20 100 17.06 100 22. 70 100 13.93 100 6. 71 100 
1900- - ----- ----- -- ------- 4.24 59 11.91 70 16. 25 72 8.08 58 3.77 156 

8011TJI J:AST SOUTH WBST SOUTH 
KOllNTAJN PAClnC ATLANTIC CJ:NTRAL CJ:NTBAL 

YBAR 
Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index 

v!f:e 
num- age num-

v!f:e 
num- age num-

v:f:e 
num-

ber value ber ber value ber ber 

- --------- ----------
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per 
acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent 

1930. ---------------- ---- $14. 75 2M $11.12 220 $5.39 221 $2.67 109 $12.18 289 
19215. ------------ -- -- ---- 12.62 217 9.25 183 4. 74 194 2.M 104 11.38 252 
1920 •• --------- - - --- --- -- 12.28 211 9.47 188 5.09 209 3.08 126 8.95 198 
1910 •• ------ -- --- ---- ---- 5.81 100 5.05 100 2.44 100 2.44 100 4.52 100 
1900 •• ···········-··· •••• 2.94 51 2. 78 55 1.05 43 1.18 48 2.38 68 

TABLE 6.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF FARM LAND (EXCLUDING 
BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, BT GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 1900 TO 1930 

(For Index numbers 1910 bese-100 per cent] 

llNITBD NBW KIDDLE BAST NORTH WBST NORTH 
BTATBS RNGLAND ATLANTIC CRNTBAL CBNTBAL 

YBAB 
Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index 

v:f:e 
num- ~e num-

v:f:e 
num-

v!f:e 
num-

v!f:e 
num• 

ber v ue ber ber ber ber 

--------------------
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per 
acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent 

1930 •••••••••••.••••••••• $35.40 109 $30.87 159 $36. 59 108 $55.64 91 $43.86 102 
1925 ••••••••••••••••••••• 40.81 126 26.10 135 35.M 105 70.68 115 53.62 124 1920 _____________________ 

57.36 177 28. 73 148 40.96 121 102. 31 167 83.04 192 
1910- -------------------- 32.40 100 19.38 100 33.86 100 61.32 100 43.21 100 
1900--------------------- 15.67 48 13. 79 71 27.19 80 34.15 66 19.37 45 

SOUTH BAST SOUTH WBST 8011TJI llOllNTAJN PAClnC ATLANTIC CENTRAL CBNTBAL 

YBAR 
Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index Aver- Index 

v!f:e 
num-

v!f:e 
num-

v:f:e 
num-

v!f:e 
num-

v!f:e 
num-

ber ber ber ber ber 
----------- ------ ---~ 

Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per 
acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent acre cent 

1930_ --------·········· -- $29.85 164 $25. 75 168 $26.19 163 $12. 95 66 $67.52 154 
19215-----······ --- -----•• 33.65 185 25.89 159 25.31 158 13.96 71 71.47 163 
1920 ••••••••••••••••••••• 40.92 225 36.96 227 31.18 194 23.88 121 74.21 170 
1910 ••••••••••••••••••••• 18.15 100 16.28 100 16.06 100 19.73 100 43.76 100 
1900 ••••••••••••••••••••. 8.63 48 8. 72 54 5.40 34 6.12 31 17. 78 41 
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Average value of dwellings of farm operators, 1930.-The value of the dwellings 
of farm operators appeared on the census general farm schedule for the first 
time in 1930. Comparative data pertaining to this item for earlier years are, 
therefore, not available. In Table 6 are presented the average values of dwellings 
of farm operators for the United States as a whole and for each of the geographic 
divisions, when computed both on the basis of the total number of farms and 
on the basis of the actual number of farms reporting value of dwellings. The 
ratios which the averages for each geographic division bear to the average for 
the United States, 100 per cent, are also shown. 

It was found that the average value of dwellings of farm operators was naturally 
somewhat higher when computed on the basis of only those farms which reported. 
Sjnce it can not be definitely determined whether the number of farms reporting 
value of dwellings of farm operators represent all of the farms on which there actu­
ally were dwellings, or whether some enumerators failed to make complete reports 
for this item, it may be assumed that the actual average value is somewhat higher 
than the average value per farm reporting as shown, but not as high as the average 
based upon the total number of all farms. 

In Table 6, as in the tables showing the average value of all farm real estate, of 
all farm buildings, and of farm land (excluding buildings), the highest averages 
were found in the New England and Middle Atlantic States with $2,218 for the 
former and $2,237 for the latter, when computed on the basis of all farms, and 
$2,325 and $2,338 per farm, respectively, on the basis of farms reporting. The 
relative positions of the several geographic divisions, from the standpoint of the 
average value of farm-operators' dwellings, does not change materially whether 
computed on the basis of all farms or on the basis of farms reporting. The only 
changes in relative positions noted are that the East North Central division had 
the third highest average value when computed on the basis of all farms and 
fourth when computed on the basis of farms reporting, being displaced by the 
Pacific group. 

There can be little doubt from close examination of many individual reports 
that the values of operators' dwellings reported for a considerable number of 
farms in the New England and Middle Atlantic States are actually the suburban 
residences of retired business men, or homes on country estates where no opera­
tor other than the wealthy owner resides. Such conditions differ from the reports 
found on schedules in the North Central, Southern and other sections of the county 
where very few reports appeared to represent the values of homes of "gentlemen 
farmers." On the whole, however, the averages represent a fair index of the 
variation in the standard of living and of farm-home conditions which prevail in 
the several sections of the country. 

TABLE 6.-AVERAGE VALUE OF DWELLINGS OF FARM OPERATORS PER FARM, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS, 1930 

New Mid· East West 
United dle North North ITEMS St.ates Eng- Atlan· Cen- Cen· land tic tral tral 
-- --------

.Average value per farm (all 
farms) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ratio to United States av· 
$1, 126 $2,218 $2,237 $1,657 $1,559 

erage (per cent) ••••••••• 100.0 197.0 198. 7 147.2 138.6 

Average value per farm report. 
lng ••••••••••• ···---- --- --- -- $1, 2f1l $2, 32li $2,338 $1, 724 $1,633 

Ratio to United St.ates av-
erage (per cent) ••••••••• 100.0 192.6 193. 7 142.8 135.3 

South East 
South Atlan· Cen· tic tral 

----
$783 $003 

. 69.6 44. 7 

$846 $549 

70.1 45.S 

West 
South 
Cen· 
tral 

--
$S84 

Sl.9 

$644 

53.4 

Moun· 
tsln 

--
$1189 

87.8 

$1,089 

90.2 

Paci 
fie 

--
~1,61 7 

6 143. 

$1, 7 

145. 



CHAPTER Il 
THE RISE IN FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES IN THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 18IO TO 1930 

Physical, cllmatic,1 and economic characteristics.-Before presenting in detail 
the data pertaining to farm real-estate values, and several of the more important 
factors affecting these values, it is important to call attention to the physical, 
climatic, and economic characteristics of the New England States. 

Within the borders of the New England States is probably found a greater 
variation in physical characteristics and topography than in any other section of 
the country of similar size. The elevation varies from approximately sea level 
along the coast and near the mouths of rivers, to rugged hills and mountains 
ranging from a few hundred to more than 6,000 feet above sea level. The 
principal areas for growing cash crops are naturally located in the limited areas 
of suitable agricultural lands along the coast, and in the river valleys. The 
cleared and partly cleared uplands, which are the predominating types of land 
in farms, are utilized more for pasturing dairy herds, and for the growing of hay 
and forage crops, and fruit. There are large areas of land in the uplands and 
mountainous sections of Maine· and New Hampshire, and to a leaser extent in 
Vermont, which are suitable only for forest and timber production, or merely for 
recreation purposes. 

The chief cash crop regions, including market garden areas, are found around 
Penobscot Bay and the city of Portland, and in the southern section of the 
Kennebec River Valley, Me.; the Merrimack and Nashua River Valley, in south­
eastern New Hampshire and northeastern Massachusetts; a fairly large area 
around the city of Boston, Maas., including the Neshoba district of western 
Middlesex and eastern Worcester Counties, the Blackstone River Valley of 
southern Massachusetts and extending into the northeastern section of Rhode 
Island, within the metropolitan area which includes the cities of Providence, 
R. I., and Fall River and New Bedford, Mass.; the Connecticut River Valley 
in Connecticut and Massachusetts; the Fairfield County and New Haven city 
areas in Connecticut; and limited areas along Narragansett Bay in Rhode Island. 
The growing of truck crops does not predominate as a farming operation even in 
these areas, as has been determined by the characterization of the type of farm ,/ 
areas presented on page 95. (See map showing these areas, p. 1-4;} The produc- // ..,_ 
tion of potatoes predominates in the Aroostook and east central sections of 
Maine (type of farm areas 7, 8, and 12); blueberry harvesting leads all farming 
operations along the coastal section of southeastern Maine (type of farm area 10); 
apple production is the principal activity of the Neshoba district, Massachusetts 
(type of farm area 19); tobacco and truck growing lead all other agricultural 
activities in the Connecticut River Valley from Hartford, Conn., to Greenfield, 
Maas. (type of form area 22); apple growing comprises the chief farming industry 
in the Colrain area in the northwestern portion of Franklin County, Mass., and 
the southern portion of Windham County, Vt. (type of farm area 4-c); poultry 
and egg production predominate in the area south of Boston, Mass. (type of farm 
area 31-a); and the cranberry production is the principal type of farming of the 
Cape Cod region, Masaach"QSetts · (type of farm area 32). Dairying forms the 

1 Data obtained from BOil 8Dl'V8J' reports published by the United States Department of Agriculture, 
Bureau or Chemlstcy and Soils. 
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chief agricultural activity of practially all other regions, and is very important 
in nearly all of the type areas. Dairying, in fact, is the most important of all 
farm operations for New England taken as a whole. 

Soil conditions probably present one of the most variable factors affecting farm 
real-estate values among the large number of factors which should be considered 
in the New England States. Although the effect of the movement of the glacial 
ice sheet which once covered the whole of New England may be found in nearly 
all parts of the several States, there are a large number of good crop-producing 
soils along the borders of rivers, ib depressions formerly covered by lakes, in 
areas formerly covered with forest growth, and in certain sections of the coastal 
plains. Gravelly, sandy, silt, and clay loams are found in the better valley lands, 
such as in the Connecticut River Valley, where alluvial deposits have covered 
the glacial deposits to some depth. These loams, except clay, also predomi­
nate in the Aroostook and central Maine potato areas. Uplands, used chiefly 
for grazing and fruit growing, are more rocky in nature, and are generally com­
prised of glacial debris, and stony, sandy, and gravelly loams. Fine sandy 
loam and tidal marshlands are scattered along the coast line, although to a less 
extent along the coast of Maine than those of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut. 

The topography of New England presents about as great diversity as does the 
soil. The area which embraces Rhode Island, the eastern and southeastern 
s;ictions of Massachusetts, the coast section of New Hampshire, and the southern 
portion of Maine is undulating to level in character and rises from sea level to 
an elevation of from 400 to 1,000 feet as it merges into the central uplands. The 
southern portion of Connecticut forms a continuance of this undulating plain, 
being broken by the Connecticut River Va.lley, on either side of which the ele­
vation increases to meet the southern extremities of the east central and western 
highlands of Massachusetts. The east central upland region of New England 
comprises the hilly and mountainous area between the coastal area and the 
Connecticut River Valley. These uplands rise in northeastern Connecticut 
where the elevation is approximately 500 feet above sea level, and extend north­
ward into Massachusetts and northern New Hampshire and then eastward into 
Maine. They vary in elevation from 800 to 1,200 feet in central Massachusetts 
to more than 6,000 feet in the White Mountains of New Hampshire. West of 
the central uplands is the Connecticut River Valley, which extends in a north­
erly and southerly direction parallel to the uplands. The valley ranges in ele­
vation from sea level in south central Connecticut to some 350 to 500 feet above 
sea level in its northern portions. West of the Connecticut River Valley the 
elevation gradually increases to merge with the rugged and mountainous areas 
of the western highlands, which contain the Berkshire Hills to the south (in 
Connecticut and Massachusetts) and the Green Mountains to the north (in 
Vermont). These western highlands range in elevation above sea level from 
1,800 feet in northwestern Connecticut to 3,000 feet or more in western Massa­
chusetts and central Vermont. This elevation drops abruptly to the west into 
the narrow Housatonic River Valley in western Connecticut and Massachusetts, 
and more gradually into the Winooski Valley and Lake Champlain region in 
Vermont. At Pittsfield, Mass., the elevation is only 575 feet above sea level. 
From the Housatonic River Valley the land rises abruptly in elevation to join the 
Taconic Range at levels of from 2,000 to 2,600 feet along the western boundaries 
of Connecticut and Massachusetts. The principal river basins in New England, 
which further serve to diversify the topography in addition to those already 
mentioned are those formed by the Naugatuck, Farmington, and Thames Rivers 
in Connecticut; the Blackstone"River in Massachusetts and Rhode Island; the 
Merrimack and Nashua Rivers in Massachusetts and New Hampshire; and the 
Kennebec and Penobscot Rivers in Maine. 
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The average growing seaaon between frosts presents another diversity to be 
considered in connection with farm real-estate values. The average Be&SOn in 
Connecticut is from about May 8 to October 10, or approximately 153 days, 
while at Houlton, Aroostook County, Me., it is from about June 6 to September 17, 
or approximately 101 daya. In contrast to physical and temperature variations 
already mentioned, the amount of rainfall is fairly uniform over New England 
during the growing season, and ranges from about 9 to 12 inches in various 
localities for the three summer months, June, July, and August. 

It should be pointed out that in addition to the divergent physical conditions 
to be considered is the fact that New England maintains large investments in 
manufacturing industries, and that the States of Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and Connecticut are, taken as a whole, dominantly industrial. (See map of 
agricultural and industrial areas, p. 122.) The increased concentration of 
masses of population in the industrial and seacoast centers, has caused differences 
between the types of agriculture near the centers and those more distant. This 
fact, alone, has brought about great variations in farm real-estate values. The 
expansion of the industrial centers and the diversion of farm lands to industrial 
and other uses has also played an important part in the trend of farm real-estate 
values. New England has come to depend more and more upon other sections 
of the country for its supply of those agricultural products which are more 
economically produced outside her borders. 

Values of all farm real estate: 1850 to 1930.-The average values of all farm 
real estate per acre, for New England, by States and counties, are presented in 
Tables 7 and 8, pages 32 and 33. In Tables 9 and 11 the average values of all 
farm real estate per acre have been computed as index numbers, using the aver­
age value for the year 1910 as a base in one instance, and the average value for 
New England, as a whole, in the other. The shaded map (fig. 4), shows the geo­
graphic relationships of these averages when computed by towns and townships 
and these towns classified by value groups without regard to county boundaries. 
Figure 5 shows the location and geographic relationships of the increases or 
decreases in the average values of all farm real estate per acre as computed by 
minor civil divisions. The trend from 1850 to 1930 in the average value of all 
farm real estate per acre for New England, as a whole, may be compared with 
the trends in other geographic divisions and with the United States, as a whole, 
in Figure 1. 

During the last decade, 1920 to 1930, the average value of all farm real estate 
per acre increased in each of the New England States, except Vermont, where 
the recession was of a minor character for the State as a whole. (See Table 7.) 
The most rapid increases occurred during the latter half of this decade, coincident 
with the recovery from the depression of 1921. The greatest increase in the 
average value for the 10-year period was in Rhode Island, with an increase of 
55.2 per cent. Nantucket County, Mass., increased most rapidly, 249.5 per 
cent, among all the 67 counties in New England, and the greatest decrease in 
the average value of all farm real estate per acre is recorded for Lamoille County, 
Vt. Of the 10 counties reporting decreases from 1920 to 1930, 7 adjoin each other 
in the northern dairy section of Vermont. The remaining three counties are 
Sagadahoc, Hancock, and Washington, Me., where it will be noted the latter two 
counties adjoin each other in the southeast corner of the State. A comparison 
of the maps (figs. 4, 5, and 23) shows that farm real-estate values were higher in 
and about the larger cities and industrial areas, or in those agricultural sections 
also utilized for recreational or residential purposes, and that they were lower in 
those areas where agriculture alone predominates. In general, it may be stated 
that farm real-estate values increased more rapidly from 1925 to 1930 in those 
cities and towns located in the industrial areas and in those agricultural sections 
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where the use of land for recreational purposes is important. Attention is also 
called to the fact that, as shown in Table 1, the number of farms in New England 
decreased 21.7 per cent between 1925 and 1930, and that the number of acres of 
land in farms during the decade declined 15.9 per cent; while the total value of 

. all farm real estate increased 2.5 per cent; and that the greater portion of these 
changes occurred during the latter half of the decade. 

Tables 8 and 9 show the trend and geographic relationships in the average 
values of all farm real estate per acre as derived from the reported values (currency 
basis) may be traced by decades for each county in the New England States 
from 1850 to 1930, and for the 5-year periods 1920 to 1925 and 1925 to 1930. 
From the data presented in Table 8 it will be observed that during the period 
1850 to 1890 there was a very gradual and almost constant upward trend in 
farm real-estate values in each of the New England States. From 1850 to 1870, 
farm real-estate values for Vermont increased more rapidly than for any other 
New England State. There the average value per acre advanced from $15.36 to 
$24.62, or 38 points according to the index of the values during the 20-year 
period. The greatest increases within Vermont occurred in its northwestern 
counties where new railroads made the best dairy land more accessible and 
facilitated the marketing of the dairy and other agricultural products of that 
region in New York City and in the cities of southern New England. Between 
1870 and 1880, average farm real-estate values for Rhode Island increased more 
rapidly than for any other New England State. There the average value per 
acre advanced during the decade from $34.36 per acre to $50.27, or 25 points 
in the index, which coincides with the recovering of the textile and other indus­
tries of southern New England following the readjustments of the post-Civil-War 
period and the business depression of 1873. During this same period, 1870 to 
1880, the average values declined for Vermont alone, among all of the New 
England States, a recession which, by 1900, brought the value for that State, 
taken as a whole, down nearly to the level of its 1850 average. Decreases occurred 
in farm real-estate values for each of the New England States, except Maine, 
during the decade 1880 to 1890, a period when the ·rapid development of agri­
culture, particularly dairying, in the North Central and Western parts of the 
country, brought those sections into keen competition with New England 
agriculture. 

Slight recoveries of farm real-estate values took place for New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island between 1890 and 1900, which continued at 
more rapid, but fairly uniform, rates for each of the New England States during 
succeeding decades until 1920. The average values for Maine, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut again advanced, from 1920 to 1930, but at. 
more modified rates than during the preceding decade. Rhode Island was the 
only State in New England for which the average values of all farm real estate 
increased more rapidly between 1920 and 1930 than during the 20-year period 
1900 to 1920. The net changes which occurred for Vermont from 1920 to 1930 
resulted in a slight lowering of the average for that State in comparison with 
the 1920 average. It is significant that the most rapid increases among the several 
New England States for any decade occurred between 1920 and 1930 in Rhode· 
Island and Connecticut, with the rate of increase for Massachusetts only slightly 
less than its most rapid advance of the 1910 to 1920 period. Except for New­
Hampshire, farm real-estate values for each New England State advanced far· 
more rapidly between 1925 and 1930, than between the years 1920 and 1925. 

During the entire period 1850 to 1930 farm real-estate values for Connecticut 
advanced most rapidly and reached a higher point than any other New England 
State; while the rate of increase was lowest during the same period for Vermont,. 
where the average value was also lowest in 1930. A comparison of the rates of. 
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increase for the several New England States from 1850 to 1930 ia shown by the 
total points of increase for the entire period in the index numbers of the averages, 
which were as follows: Maine 118, New Hampshire 87, Vermont 91, Massa­
chusetts 145, Rhode Island 147, and Connecticut 191. The average value derived 
from the reported data increased from $30.51 in 1850 to $151.38 per acre in 
1930 for Connecticut, where, in the latter year the average was greater .than 
for any other New England State; and advanced from $15.36 in 1850 to $37.46 
in 1930 for Vermont, where the average value was lower than any other New 
England State in 1930. 

From the index numbers of the average value of all farm real estate per acre 
shown in Table 9, it will be observed that the greatest deviation above the 
average for New England as a whole (the New England average taken as the 
base value equal to 100 per cent), or the highest average values, occurred in 
Connecticut in the years 1870, 1920, 1925, and 1930. In 1850 and 1910 the 
greatest deviation above the New England average, or the highest average 
values, were found in Massachusetts; and in 1860, 1880, 1890, and 1900 in 
Rhode Island. The averages in each of these three States at each census have 
always exceeded the average value of all farm real estate per acre for New Eng­
land as a whole. The lowest average values among the several New England 
States from 1850 to 1930 have occurred in Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 
Maine had the lowest average values among the New England States at each 
census from 1850 to 1900, inclusive. New Hampshire had the lowest average 
value in 1920; and average values for Vermont were lowest in 1910, 1925, and 
1930. In only 1 year and for only 1 State among these 3 northern New England 
States, namely Vermont in 1870, was the average value greater than the average 
for New England as a whole. 

It will be observed from the foregoing discussion that farm real-estate values 
for each of the three southern New England States-Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut-have advanced more rapidly than the average values 
for the three northern States-Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. There 
is also great similarity between the trends in values for each of the three south­
ernmost States, and similarity to a less extent between the trends in each of the 
northern New England States. 
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TABLE 7.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FA.RM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) 
AND OF LAND ALONE, PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 
1930, 1925, AND 1920 

STATB AND COUNTY 

ll1BW Bll1GLAll1D_ 
Maine _________ -------

Androscoggin ____________ 
Aroostook ___ . -- ----- - ---Cumberland _____________ 

Franklin- - - --- ----------
Hancock-----------------
Kennebec __ - - -----------
Knox--------------------
Lincoln ____ -- --- - --- --- - -
Oxford-- --- -- --- - -- ---- --Penobscot _______ --------
Piscataquis __ ---- -- -- -- --Sagadahoc _______________ 

Somerset__ - -------------
Waldo----------------- --
Washington __ -----------
York_-------------------New Hampshire ______ 

Belknap ___ --------------
Carroll ___ ---------------
Cheshire _____ • -- --- - --- --
Coos _______ -- ------------
Grafton ________ --- - _ -- -- _ 
Hillsborough_ - ---- ------
Merrimack ____ ---- -- ----
Rockingham.------------
Strafford. __ - -- ------ ----
Sullivan _____ ----.------_ 

Vermont.---- ____ ----
Addison .. ___ --------- -- . 
Bennington ________ -- -- --
Caledonia._------- -- ----
Chittenden ___ .----------
Essex _________ -----------
Franklin. __ -------------Grand Isle _______________ 

Lamoille-----------------
Orange_ --- -- ------ ---- --
Orleans ____ -- ---- ------- -
Rutland ____ .--------- -- _ 
Washington_-------- -- --
Windham_--------------
Windsor ______ -----------

Massachusetts ... -- --
Barnstable ___ -----------
Berkshire. ____ - -- ---- - ---
BrlstoL ____ -- -- -- --- - --- -
Dukes-------------------
Essex ___________ ----- -- --
Franklin_ - - -------------
Hampden __ -------------
Hampshire. __ ----- ______ 
Middlesex _______________ 
Nantucket _______________ 
Norfolk _______ ------- ____ 
Plymouth ____ -----------
Suffolk __ ------- --- ---- __ 
Worcester ___ ------------Rhode Island _________ 

BrlstoL----- - " -- - ----- --
Kent-_---- -- -- ---- __ ----Newy,ort ____ ------ ______ 
Prov dence ______________ 
Washington_-------- ____ Connecticut __________ 

Fairfield ___ -- -- --- - ---- --Hartford _____________ . ___ 
Litchfield ______ ----------Middlesex _______________ 
New Haven _____________ 
New London ____________ 

Tolland-----------------
Windham---------------

(A minus sign (-) denotes decrease) 

ALL FARM'. RBAL BSTATR I Per cent 
1980 19116 1820 increase 

1986- 1920-,_ --- 1980 1980 ,_ 
166. 88 167.11 154.00 16. 8 ~ 

41.87 38.22 37. 82 BT 1IT 
46.24 48.06 38. 32 -3.8 20. 7 
76.94 69.26 73.M 11.1 4.6 
65.44 58.37 50.80 '2. l 28.8 
27.40 26. 75 24. 56 2. 4 11. 6 
32. 21 27.03 34.41 19. 2 -6.4 
37.68 37.42 35. 93 0. 7 4.9 
40. 77 36.84 34. 03 10. 7 19.8 
31.44 30.27 29.96 3.9 4.9 
29.71 27.44 25. 36 8.3 17. 2 
30. 73 29.55 30. 23 4.0 I. 7 
23. 33 24. 68 23.26 -5.5 0.3 
31.36 28.19 31. 44 11. 2 -0.3 
27.35 26.43 23.65 3. 5 15. 6 
23.05 21. 42 22.12 7. 6 4.2 
21.27 22.17 22.94 -4.1 -7.3 
51.69 51.19 43. 74 I. 0 18. 2 
39. 47 38. 30 34. 66 3. 1 14. 2 
37. 75 31.84 34.13 18.6 10. 6 
36.38 34. 39 34. 97 5.8 4.0 
44.67 40. 29 39.05 10. 9 14. 4 
30.44 27.81 28.15 9.5 8.1 
30.22 28.40 26.41 6.4 14. 4 
49. 42 47.98 40.11 3.0 23.2 
as.25 34.50 31. 26 2.2 12.8 
61. 70 64.03 54.06 -3.6 14. 1 
49. 74 46. 77 35.51 6. 4 40.1 
29.09 28. 31 26. 43 2.8 10.1 
37. 46 34. 97 37. 66 7. l -0.S 
41. 60 36. 59 45. 01 13. 7 -7.6 
49.11 34. 02 36. 77 44.4 33. 6 
33. 91 33.88 36. 39 0.1 -6.8 
53.11 . 48.55 56.02 9. 4 -5.2 
25.82 23. 32 24.36 10. 7 6.0 
47. 22 47.19 54.92 0.1 -14.0 
88.32 74.99 82.69 17. 8 6.8 
29. 97 31. 33 35.32 -4.3 -15.1 
25.71 24. 61 25.69 4.5 0. 1 
37. 96 39.63 42.53 -4.2 -10. 7 
36.87 35.09 32.00 5.1 15. 2 
35. 42 36. 55 37. 03 -3.1 -4.3 
28. 70 27.29 26.04 5.2 10. 2 
31. 47 27.15 27.54 15. 9 14. 3 

ISO. 26 107. 53 99. 25 21. 1 31. 2 
230. 69 149. 54 100. 83 54. 3 128. 8 

64. 41 54. 31 56.04 18. 6 14. 9 
168. 86 134. 48 122. 76 25. 6 37. 6 
42.31 40.03 33.10 5. 7 27. 8 

227. 31 191. 58 218. 20 18. 7 4. 2 I 
63.54 61.88 52. 52 2. 7 21.0 
94.13 93. 73 74. 39 0.4 26. 5 
93. 53 92.05 74. 33 I. 6 25. 8 

247. 91 188. 67 162. 05 31.4 53. 0 
143. 20 46. 23 40.97 209.8 249. 5 
336. 65 234. 76 241. 51 43.4 39. 4 
216. 96 168. 30 141. 60 28.9 53. 2 

1,815.16 2,212.50 1,118.45 -18.0 62.3 
97.37 87. 52 72.13 11. 3 35. 0 

123. 52 90. 35 79. 68 se. 1 66. 2 
273.43 251. 50 241. 78 8. 7 13.1 
117. 33 103. 26 68.13 13. 6 72.2 
219. 75 154. 26 156. 61 42.5 40.3 
131. 15 86.12 81.50 52. 3 60.9 
63. 62 51. 40 42.08 23.8 51.2 

161. 38 110. 22 100. 20 37. 3 61. 1 
472. 60 232. 23 226. rJ1 103.5 109.1 
220.17 194. 47 179. 12 13.2 22.9 
92.59 65. 77 56.57 40.8 63. 7 

100. 78 86. 35 69.17 16. 7 45. 7 
187. 92 127. 76 118. 36 47.1 58.8 
72.32 62.06 49.20 16.6 47.0 
80.04 73.22 57.88 1~~ I 38.3 
60.87 61.22 44.19 37. 7 

1980 

---
ISO. 87 

20:61 
18. 68 
47. 78 
27.59 
12. 28 
14. 56 
14.46 
16.08 
10. 93 
14. 20 
12. 28 
11. 01 
11. 87 
12.14 
9.31 

11.00 
23. 43 
16. 42 

17.47 
15. 97 
18. 35 
13. 76 
13. 70 
19. 94 
14. 71 
23.37 
17. 81 
12. 03 
16. 33 
18. 74 
19. 59 
15. 10 
23. 29 
11. 79 
22. 38 
43.22 
13. 43 
10. 98 
16. 53 
15. 40 
14. 84 
12. 80 
12. 21 
58. 94 

118. 91 
27. 71 
74. 35 
24. 25 

101. 70 
27.50 
44. 27 
37. 90 

112.14 
72.84 

137. 84 
122. 62 

\1,302.23 
42. 75 
69. 47 

152. 15 
48.84 

124. 82 
60.09 
28. 31 
76. 38 

284. 21 
104. 92 
43.03 
41. 61 
99.92 
33.09 
31.11 
22.16 

LAND ALONB 

1926 1990 

------
128. 10 128. 78 

18. 89 21.09 
20.41 18. 70 
42. 33 50.04 
25.02 25. 38 
13. 97 13.56 
11. 00 18.12 
15.48 16. 53 
14.80 16. 52 
11.88 14.60 
13.54 13. 69 

tu~ I 15. 19 
12. 50 

11.86 14. 93 
12.60 12.33 
9.04 10.26 

10.07 11. 55 
24.94 24. 23 
18. 46 18. 21 
14. 01 17.83 
15.65 21. 36 
17. 09 20. 73 
13. 64 14.56 
13. 19 14.65 
18. 56 20.23 
15.08 17. 22 
24.89 25. 73 
18. 63 17. 90 
14. 79 13. 90 
16. 27 19. 58 
16. 91 22. 76 
16. 74 16. 92 
16. 52 18. 52 
23. 35 31.30 
12.89 12. 80 
23.42 31. 85 
37. 52 45. 31 
14. 57 18. 90 
10. 74 12. 84 
18. 76 23. 96 
13. 61 15. 06 
16. 19 18. 15 
12. 54 13. 66 
12. 39 13. 29 
46. 64 61. 17 
62.94 53.94 
22.83 30.54 
54.89 62.47 
19. 55 19.18 
91. 40 111. 20 
28.20 27.02 
42. 54 39. 37 
39.10 ~fi.17 
79. 57 76. 75 
17. 68 21. 47 
95. 26 129. 18 
79.25 80.64 

1,434.47 912. 03 
36.67 36.40 
43. SS 43. 76 

124. 20- 130. 50 
46.00 36. 08 
83. 34 95.65 
41. 95 42. 74 
22. 57 22.49 
49.86 63. 28 

122. 64 138. 81 
84.41 88. 76 
26.26 27. 74 
32. 55 34.94 
67.33 69. rJ1 
24. 81 23.55 
28.94 27.08 
19.55 19. 44 

Per cent 
Increase 

~·19ll(): 
1930 

I~ 
9. l 

-8.5 
12. 9 
10.3 

-12.1 
32.4 

-ti.6 
8.6 

-8.0 
4.9 

-fi.8 
-ti.9 

0.1 
-3.7 

3.0 
9.2 

-6.l 
-0.2 

24. 7 
2. 0 
7. 4 
0.9 
3. 9 
7.4 

-2.5 
-6.1 
-4.4 

-18. 7 
0.4 

1il.R 
17.0 

-8.6 
-0.3 
-8.5 
-4.4 
15. 2 

-7.8 
2.2 

-11. 9 
13. 2 

-8. 3 
2.1 

-1. 5 
26. 4 

88. 9 
21. 4 
35. 5 
24.0 
11. 3 

-2.5 
4.1 

-3.1 
40.9 

312. 0 
44. 7 
54. 7 

-9.2 
16. 6 
36. 7 
22. 5 
6.2 

49.8 
43.2 
25.4 
63. 2 

131. 7 
24. 3 
63.9 
27.8 
48.4 
33. 4 
7.5 

13. 4 

1930 

7.4 

--=n 
-=-0.1 
-4.5 

8. 7 
-9.4 

-19.6 
-12.5 
-2. 7 

-25.1 
3. 7 

-19.2 
-11.9 
-20.5 
-1.5 
-9.3 
-4.8 
-3.3 
-9.8 
-2.0 

-25.2 
-11.5 
-5.5 
-6.5 
-1.4 

-14.6 
-9.2 
-0.5 

-13.5 
-16.6 
-17.7 

15.8 
-18.5 
-25.6 
-7.9 

-29.7 
-4.6 

-28.9 
-14.5 
-31.0 

2. 3 
-18.2 
-6.3 
-8.1 

15. 2 

120. 4 
-9.3 
19.0 
26.4 

-8.5 
I. 8 

12.4 
4.8 

46.1 
239.3 

6. 7 
52. l 
42.8 
17.4 
36.9 
16.6 
35. 4 
30.5 
40.6 
25. 9 
43.4 

104. 7 
18. 
55. 

2 
1 

19.1 
44. 
40. 
14. 
14. 

7 
5 
9 
0 
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TABLE 8.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM REAL 
ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES 
AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM REAL ESTATE PER ACRE 
STATE AND COUNTY 

1930 1996 1920 1910 1900 1890 1880 1870 I 1880 18150 
------ - ------ - ---

NEW ENGLAND_ 186.88 167.11 164.00 138. 45 186. 71 184. 78 127.03 123.99 183.88 880.27 
Kaine ____________ 

41.87 88.28 37.82 26.36 16.39 16.95 16.82 14.ll 13. 74 --w.oi 
Androscoggin ________ 46:24 48.06 38.32 27.94 23.09 22:-58 25.00 21.38 21.31 -------
Aroostook __ -- -- -- _ - __ 76.94 69.26 73.54 41.66 14.04 10.40 7.12 5.62 4.92 4.16 
Cumberland _________ 65.44 58.37 50.80 37.60 25.53 27.08 29.04 25.40 25.07 18.32 
Franklin ____ -----_ - -- 27.40 26. 75 24.56 16.03 8.86 9.27 10.83 9.98 9.95 7.75 
Hancock------------- 32.21 27.03 34.41 20.28 13.41 15.31 13.48 9.40 9.52 8.67 
Kennebec------------ 37.68 37.42 35.93 27.50 19.80 21.48 23.03 20.90 19.67 15.80 
Knox. ___ ------------ 40. 77 36.84 34.03 29.43 20.39 23.67 24.05 19.26 18.94 -------
Lincoln._------------ 31.44 30.27 29.96 21.30 15. 69 18.90 19.02 16.41 17.88 15.28 
Oxford_-------------- 29. 71 27.44 25.36 17.32 11. 41 11. 34 11.14 10.16 9.79 8.88 
Penobscot ____ -------- 30. 73 29.55 30.23 22.12 14.08 14.34 14.39 12.62 11.05 9.72 
Piscataquis .. -------- 23.33 24.68 23.26 17. 39 10. 21 10. 26 8.44 8. 71 7.48 6.53 
Sagadahoc. - --------- 31.36 28.19 31.44 25.02 17. 62 19.68 24.63 18.87 21. 34 -------
Somerset.------ -- ---- 27.35 26.43 23.65 17. 48 10.86 12.46 12.32 11.66 10. 76 9.43 
Waldo._------------- 23.05 21. 42 22.12 17.85 12. 74 16.09 16.42 14.52 12. 79 12.07 
Washington __________ 21. 27 22.17 22.94 14.91 9.88 10.37 8.81 6.55 7.37 8.53 
York _____ ------------ 51. 69 51.19 43. 74 34.69 24. 75 27.15 26.17 21.62 24.21 19.13 

New Hampshire_ 39.47 38.30 34. 68 28.44 19.43 19.13 20.88 17. 88 18.81 18. 28 

Belknap. - - -- -------- 37. 75 31.84 34.13 27. 05 19. 22 20.19 17.83 18. 66 18.17 17. 77 
Carroll..------------- 36.38 34.39 34.97 22. 78 13.42 12.47 12. 70 8.86 10.35 11.85 
Cheshire.------------ 44.67 40.29 39.05 26.33 18.99 17.08 16.35 16.80 16. 70 15.52 
Coos._------------~-- 30.44 27.81 28.15 20.82 14.18 13.59 16.66 12.24 8.35 7.92 
Grafton ________ ------ 30.22 28.40 26. 41 19. 96 14.50 14.09 14. 74 13. 76 14.34 11. 79 
Hillsborough _________ 49.42 47.98 40.11 32.13 24.45 22.32 25.22 22.28 23.12 18.65 Merrimack ___________ 

35.25 34.50 31. 26 26.02 19.12 18.36 23.45 20.91 21.56 17.98 
Rockingham ___ ------ 61. 70 64.03 54.06 43.63 35. 74 40.02 38.02 30.08 32.81 26.96 
Strafford ___ ---------- 49. 74 46. 77 35.51 28.51 25.66 26.41 27.40 25.93 30.49 23.33 Sullivan ______________ 29.09 28.31 26.43 19. 76 13.32 13.80 16.37 16.86 16.37 13.95 Vermont __________ 

37.48 34.97 37. 58 24.14 17. 58 18.30 22.40 24.89 22.08 U.88 
Addison ______________ 41.60 36.59 45.01 29.49 22.85 22.93 '3il.45 32.24 34. 76 21:75 
Bennington __________ 49.11 34.02 36. 77 25.53 17.40 19. 22 19. 22 26.63 19.17 14.92 
Caledonia .. ------ ____ 33.91 33.88 36.39 21.90 15.68 15.11 20.05 18.86 16.95 13.12 
Chittenden ___ ------- 53.11 48.55 56.02 36.82 29.07 28.09 30.07 40.68 32.46 19.93 
Essex. - -------------- 25.82 23.321 24.36 14.29 10.57 11.97 8.88 10.82 10.08 8.05 
Franklin _____________ 47.22 47.19 54.92 32. 76 24.10 24.91 29.36 33.49 28. 31 13.92 
Grand Isle.---------- 88.32 74.99 82.69 57.09 41. 23 36.99 40.13 44.06 42.60 24.64 
Lamoille.------------ 29.97 31.33 35.32 20.68 13.39 16.08 19.18 24.10 18.01 12.17 
Orange ___ -- _ - - --- _ - - - 25. 71 24.61 25.69 17.43 12. 78 13.97 20.33 20.37 19.41 13.88 
Orleans._------------ 37.96 39.63 42.53 22.92 15.89 16.24 20.29 20.21 17. 77 10.09 
Rutland .• - ---------- 36.87 35.09 32.00 23.68 20.04 21.42 24.56 25. 78 23.61 17.92 Washington __________ 35.42 36.55 37.03 22.95 16.27 16.31 22.91 25.15 22.18 13.87 
Windham ____________ 28. 70 27.29 26.04 18.23 13.45 13.24 16. 79 16.82 16.28 15.03 
Windsor .. ----------- 31.47 27.15 27.54 20.19 13. 31 14.95 19. 73 19.90 17.95 14.89 

llaBSachuseUs ____ 180. 28 107. 63 99. 26 87. 61 50.21 42.64 43. 62 34.12 38.92 32.50 
Barnstable ___________ 230.69 149. 54 100. 83 80. 77 45.15 36.09 24.65 12. 71 26.59 17.80 
Berkshire. - ---------- 64.41 54.31 56.04 42.49 30.48 27.89 26.43 25.11 22.20 20. 74 
BrlstoL-------------- 168. 86 134.4~ 122. 76 77.12 59. 77 58.38 46.44 32.62 35.66 33.94 
Dukes.-------------- 42.31 40.03 33.10 28. 79 21.57 21.08 18.11 14.57 19.38 19.97 
Essex._-------------- 227. 31 191. 58 218. 20 127.56 89.89 74.17 75.83 51. 51 56.28 46.34 
Franklin. -- __ -- -- _ - __ 63.54 61.88 52.52 31.12 23. 71 21.03 24.68 22.58 21.65 21.11 Hampden ____________ 94.13 93. 73 74.39 48.57 31.82 28. 70 34. 78 29. 79 25.95 24.45 
HamcR:ire ___________ 93.53 92.05 74.33 40. 73 31. 33 28.15 30.51 31.43 26. 74 24.45 Mid esex ____________ 247. 91 188. 67 162.05 105. 52 100. 88 79.19 76.11 56.45 63.57 54.15 Nantucket ___________ 143. 20 46.23 40.97 28.24 29.34 30.89 7.62 9.86 12. 70 17.69 
Norfolk.------------- 336.65 234. 76 241. 51 159. 62 104. 47 87.67 88.51 53. 79 97.67 76.54 
Plymouth ____________ 216. 96 168. 30 141. 60 96.69 57.45 43.08 43.38 30.93 36.23 27.23 
Suftolk ___ ------------ 1,813.16 2,212.50 1,118.45 1,392.04 1,045.20 436.26 527. 52 314. 57 214.62 176. 29 Worcester ____________ 97.37 87.52 72.13 51.27 42.46 37.02 40.25 31. 74 31.28 28.82 

B.hode Island _____ UIS. 52 90.35 79. 68 83.01 50. 78 48. 81 50. 27 34.38 37. 61 30.82 
BrlstoL ______________ 273.43 251.50 241. 78 169.46 131.93 105. 01 121. 97 87.00 92.05 56. 79 
Kent .. _ -- _ - _ - _ - -- -- -- 117. 33 103. 26 68.13 50.82 36.34 35.95 27.50 23.38 24.08 22.80 Newport _____________ 219. 75 154. 26 156. 61 149.68 106.45 107. 79 111. 77 63. 70 74.60 54. 79 
Providence ___________ 131.15 86.12 81.50 66.63 60.02 46. 73 57. 77 38. 74 41.66 34.89 
Washington __________ 63.62 51.40 42.0S 30. 79 26. 76 28.28 27.02 19.22 21.16 18.03 

Connecticut ______ -, 151. 38 110. 22 100. 20 83. 28 42.14 42.18 49.34 42.04 38.27 30. 61 
Fairfield ___ ---------- 472. 60 232. 23 226.07 148. 31 81. 53 83.42 85.19 72.94 53.33 49.25 
Hartford.------------ 220.17 194. 47 179.12 93.96 62. 77 56.51 71.35 60.84 51.63 37.27 
Litchfield. _____ ------ - 92.59 65. 77 56.57 41.72 28.35 29.68 37.20 34.20 31.16 26. 70 
Middlesex ____________ 100. 78 86.35 69.17 45. 45 33. 77 37.13 43.41 34.14 28.56 28.18 
New Haven __________ 187. 92 127. 76 118. 36 

73.651 
52.83 51.07 57.45 49.05 41.47 35.91 

New London _________ 72.32 62.06 49.20 32.31 26.83 26.27 33. 72 30.92 29.33 25.68 
Tolland. ________ ----- 80.04 73.22 57.88 33.53 23. 72 25.99 28.52 23.69 21.84 17.11 Windham ____________ 60.87 51.22 44.19 31. 66 25.53 25.41 30. 74 23.82 23.61 22.82 

1 Figures for 1870 are computed gold values-being 80 per cent of currency values reported. 

130057--83-----3 



34 NEW ENGLAND FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES, 1850-1930 

TABLE 8.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM REAL 
ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES 
AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930-Continued 

INDEX NUllBER 01' AVERAGE VALUE PER ACRE (1910 base=lOO per cent) 
STATE AND COUNTY 

1930 1996 1990 1910 1900 1880 1880 1870 1880 1860 
--------------------------

NBW UGLAND. 181 167 148 100 71 88 74 88 86 68 
= Kaine ____________ 

186 m 148 100 80 83 99 68 64 47 

Androscoggin. - - - -- -- ----ui6 -m '-m -WO -SS -sl -gg --77- --76---
Aroostook ••••••.•.••• 186 188 177 100 34 25 17 13 12 10 
Cumberland .•••••••• 174 165 136 100 68 72 77 68 67 49 
Franklin ••....•.•.••• 171 167 153 100 5li 58 68 62 62 48 
Hancock •• ----. -- -- -- 159 133 170 100 66 75 66 46 47 43 
Kennebec •• --- ------- 137 136 131 100 72 78 84 76 72 57 
Knox.--------------- 139 125 116 100 69 80 82 65 64 -----72 Lincoln •• ------------ 148 142 141 100 74 89 89 77 84 
Oxford.-------------- 172 158 146 100 66 65 64 59 57 51 Penobscot ____________ 139 134 137 100 64 65 65 57 50 44 
Plscataquls. --------- 134 142 134 100 59 59 49 50 43 38 
Sagadahoc •• - -------- 125 113 126 100 70 79 98 75 86 -------
Somerset ••• -- -- -- --- - 156 151 135 100 62 71 70 67 62 54 
Waldo. - ------------- 129 120 124 100 71 90 92 81 72 68 
Washlngton •••••••••• I 143 149 164 100 66 70 59 44 49 57 
York ••.• --- ------ -- -- 149 148 126 100 71 78 75 62 70 55 

New Hampshire .• 148 146 111 100 78 79 77 68 70 88 -
Belknap. - -- --------- 140 118 126 100 71 75 66 69 67 66 
Carroll •. ------------- 160 151 154 100 59 55 66 39 45 52 
Cheshire.------------ 170 153 148 100 72 65 62 64 63 59 
Coos. -- ------ -- ---- - - 146 134 135 100 68 65 80 59 40 38 
Grafton •• -- ••• --- -- -- 151 142 132 100 73 71 74 69 72 59 
Hlllsborough •••.•••.•• 164 149 125 100 76 69 78 69 72 58 
Merrimack..---------- 135 133 120 100 73 71 90 80 83 69 
Rockingham •••.••••• 141 147 124 100 82 92 87 69 75 62 
Strafford •••••••••••.• 174 164 125 100 90 93 96 91 107 82 Sollivan ______________ 

147 143 134 100 67 70 83 85 83 71 
Vermon&.--------- 166 146 168 100 73 78 83 102 91 84 

Addison ...•.. -- • - -- --~ ---m- ---i63 ---WO --77- --78- -----wa ----w9 --us ---u Bennington __________ 192 133 144 100 68 75 75 104 75 58 
Caledonia •. ---------- 155 155 166 100 72 69 92 86 77 60 
Chittenden.--------- 144 132 152 100 79 76 82 110 88 54 
Essex. - -------------- 181 163 170 100 74 84 62 76 71 56 
Franklin.------------ 144 144 168 100 74 76 90 102 86 42 
Grand Isle----------- 155 131 145 100 72 65 70 77 75 43 
Lamoille .. - -- ------ -- 145 151 171 100 65 78 93 117 87 59 
Orange ••. -- .•. -- • --- - 148 141 147 100 73 80 117 117 111 80 
Orleans. - ------------ 166 173 186 100 69 71 89 88 78 44 
Rutland .• - ---------- 166 148 136 100 85 90 104 109 100 76 
Washington---------- 154 159 161 100 71 71 100 110 97 60 
Windham.----------- 157 150 143 100 74 73 92 92 89 82 
Windsor------------- 166 134 136 100 66 74 98 99 89 74 

lllaasachusel&a .••. 183 159 147 100 74 83 64 61 66 48 
Barnstable ___________ ~ --is5 -----i25 --WO --ail ~ 31 --16- 33 ~ 
Berkshire. --- -- ------ 152 128 132 100 72 66 62 59 52 49 
BrlstoL-----·--- ------ 219 174 159 100 78 76 60 42 46 44 
Dukes ... ------------ 147 139 115 100 75 73 63 51 67 69 
Essex .. -------------- 178 150 171 100 70 58 59 40 44 36 Franklin _____________ 204 199 169 100 76 68 79 73 70 68 Hampden ____________ 194 193 153 100 66 59 72 61 53 50 
Hampshire.---------- 230 226 182 100 77 69 75 77 66 60 Middlesex ____________ 235 179 154 100 96 75 72 53 60 51 
Nantucket----------- 507 164 145 100 104 109 27 35 45 63 
Norfolk.------------- 211 147 151 100 65 55 55 34 61 48 Plymouth ____________ 224 174 146 100 59 45 45 32 37 28 
Suffolk .•.. ______ . ____ 130 159 80 100 75 31 38 23 15 13 
Worcester.----------- 190 171 141 100 83 72 i9 62 61 56 

Rhode Island •.•.. 188 143 128 100 81 74 80 65 80 48 

BrlstoL .. ------------ --wt ~ -us ---WO --78- 62 --7-2 51 --""M ----a4 
Kent_ __ ------------ -- 231 203 134 100 72 71 54 46 47 45 Newport _____________ 147 103 105 100 71 72 75 43 50 37 Providence ___________ 197 129 122 100 90 70 87 58 63 52 
W ashlngton .. --. -__ - - 207 167 137 100 87 92 88 62 69 59 Connecticut _______ 238 174 158 100 87 67 78 68 67 48 

Fairfield. - -----------~ 157 ~ 100 --55-
66 57 49 36 33 

Hartford.-------- -_ -_ 234 207 191 100 67 60 i6 65 55 40 
Litchfield .•.. -------- 222 158 136 100 68 71 89 82 75 64 Middlesex ____________ 222 190 152 100 74 82 96 75 63 62 New Haven __________ 255 173 161 100 72 69 78 67 56 49 New London _________ 224 192 152 100 83 81 104 96 

~1 
79 

Tolland-------------- 239 218 173 100 71 78 85 71 51 
Windh~m ____________ 192 162 140 100 81 80 97 i5 75 72 
--
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TABLE 9.-MEASUREMENT OF THE CHANGES IN THE AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL 
FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, 1850 TO 1930, AND OF 
ALL FARM BUILDINGS PER ACRE, 1900 TO 1930, IN PERCENTAGES OF THE 
AVERAGE FOR NEW ENGLAND AS BASE (100), BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL REAL ESTATE PEIL ACRE AVERAGE VALUE or ALL 
BUILDINGS PER ACRE (Per cent) (Percent) STATE AND COUNTY 

1830 1825 1820 1810 1800 1880 1880 1870 1880 1860 193011825 1920 1910 1800 
'--------

NBW BNGLAlll'D. 100 ~~~ 100 100 100 100 ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ 100 
Kaine _________ ---- 84 "87 ---ro ---ro 80 84 68 6ti~ -OS ---ai---SS -ab ---SS 83 

77 9ii 00 -- 7ii 89 78 86 Iii Androscoggin.-------- 70 84 71 91 ll'l 89 ---2i .Aroostook _____________ 117 121 136 114 55 42 26 23 21 83 87 93 73 4li Cumberland __________ 99 102 94 103 99 109 107 106 106 90 108 108 101 109 104 Franklin ______________ 42 47 46 44 34 37 40 42 42 38 43 41 44 45 37 Hancock ________ , _____ 49 47 64 56 62 62 60 39 40 43 50 62 67 63 68 Kennebec _____________ 67 66 67 75 77 87 86 87 83 78 66 71 77 ~ 8/i 
Knox._------------ --- 62 66 63 81 79 96 89 81 SQ _____ 

71 71 69 90 
Lincoln .• --------- ---- 48 53 56 68 61 76 70 69 76 76 69 69 61 68 70 
Oxford------------- --- 45 48 47 48 44 46 4J 42 41 44 44 46 60 48 47 Penobscot ___________ -- 47 62 66 61 56 68 63 63 47 48 63 63 60 66 61 
Piscataquis __ --------- 36 43 43 48 40 41 31 36 32 32 311 41 43 49 44 Sagadahoc ____________ 

48 49 68 69 69 79 91 79 90 ----- 66 53 66 77 77 somerset ___________ --- 42. 46 44 48 42 60 46 49 4li 47 43 46 45 60 46 
Waldo.------------ --- 35 38 41 49 60 65 61 61 M 60 39 4~ 47 65 66 W&Shington ___________ 32 39 42 41 38 42 ~ 'rt 31 42 29 39 46 46 41 York_ ____ ,._ __________ 78 90 81 95 96 110 90 102 94 81 8li 77 97 97 

New Jlimpahire ••. 60 ~ 84 73 76 77 76 ~ 7E 80 88 70 86 ~ 81 

Belknap __ ------------ 57 66 ~ 74 75 81 66 78 77 88 58 68 66 72 ~ Carroll ________________ 65 60 62 52 60 47 37 44 68 58 60 M mi 63 Cheshire __________ - --- 68 71 72 72 74 69 60 70 71 77 76 76 72 79 Coos __________________ 
46 49 62 57 65 66 62 61 36 39 48 46 62 60 liG Grafton _______________ 46 60 49 55 66 67 66 68 61 68 47 49 47 57 60 Hillsborough __________ 75 84 74 88 95 90 93 93 118 ll'l 84 95 79 94 100 

Merrimack------------ 54 60 58 71 74 74 87 87 91 89 69 63 66 70 77 Rockingham __________ 94 112 100 120 139 162 141 126 139 133 110 126 112 133 157 Strafford ______________ 76 82 66 78 100 107 101 lw 129 116 91 91 7( 83 109 Sullivan _______________ 44 50 49 M 62 66 61 69 69 49 44 60 53 66 Vermont ___________ 67 81 70 66 68 74 83 103 ~ 78 60 M 71 68 81 
Sa Isl ~ !iii >---- St Addison ____________ -- - 63 64 81 89 93 113 147 107 63 75 Bennington ___________ 

75 60 68 70 68 78 71 111 81 74 84 66 79 76 61 Caledonia _____________ 
51 69 67 60 61 61 74 79 72 66 54 56 71 60 63 

Chittenden. __ -------- 81 85 104 101 113 113 111 170 137 118 86 81 118 106 105 
Essex __ --------------- 39 41 4li 39 41 48 33 45 43 40 40 34 46 40 41 
Franklin----------- -- - 72 83 102 90 l~ 101 109 140 120 69 71 77 91 87 81 Grand Isle ____________ 134 131 153 157 149 148 184 180 122 129 121 148 145 137 Lamoille ______________ 

46 65 65 57 62 65 71 101 76 60 47 54 65 60 53 Orange ________________ 39 43 48 48 50 56 75 8li 82 68 42 4li 61 62 53 Orleans _____________ -- 58 69 79 63 62 66 7/l 84 75 50 61 67 73 64 59 
Rutland-------------- 66 61 59 65 78 86 91 108 100 88 61 69 67 70 75 Washington ___________ 54 64 69 63 63 66 8li 106 94 68 69 66 76 66 60 Windham_ ____________ 44 48 48 60 62 53 62 70 69 74 46 48 49 49 53 Windsor ______________ 48 t8 51 55 62 60 73 83 76 73 55 48 66 63 57 JlassachuseHs _____ 188 188 184 185 195 172 181 ~ 156 160 204 198 190 181 180 ,_ Barnstable ____________ 350 262 187 222 176 146 91 53 112 88 319 282 186 198 181 
Berkshire_---------- __ 98 95 104 117 119 113 98 105 94 102 106 102 101 109 114 Bristo!__ ______________ 266 235 227 212 232 236 172 136 151 167 'r/C 257 239 231 254 Dukes _________________ 64 70 61 79 84 85 67 61 82 99 62 66 5ll 71 77 
Essex._--------------- 346 335 404 350 350 299 281 215 238 229 369 323 423 334 314 Franklin ____________ -- 96 108 97 85 92 85 91 

1t4 
91 104 103 109 101 90 95 Hampden _____________ 143 164 138 133 124 116 129 110 121 143 165 139 133 128 HamJlshire ____________ 142 161 138 112 122 114 113 131 113 121 169 171 161 123 134 Mid lesex _____________ 376 300 300 289 392 320 282 236 268 267 388 362 338 294 362 Nantucket ____________ 217 81 76 77 114 12S 28 41 M 87 201 92 77 81 101 

Norfolk.-------------- 511 411 447 438 406 354 327 225 412 378 568 460 445 419 388 Plymouth _____________ 329 295 262 266 223 174 160 129 153 134 'r/O 287 241 236 266 Suffolk ________________ 
2, 766 3,874 2,071 3,819 4,065 1, 761 1,962 1:s15 906 870 1,466 2,509 817 1,253 1,944 Worcester _____________ 148 153 134 141 165 149 149 133 132 142 166 164 141 139 16Cl Rhode Island ______ 188 168 147 173 197 188 188 144 168 162 183 160 142 171 178 -- -------- - -- - ---- ---- - --BristoL.----------- -- - 415 440 448 465 513 424 451 364 389 280 347 411 440 424 53ii Kent ________________ -- 178 181 126 139 141 145 102 98 102 112 196 185 l'r/ 156 151 Newport ____________ -- 334 270 290 411 414 435 414 266 315 270 271 229 241 38li 364 Providence ____________ 199 151 151 183 233 189 214 162 176 172 203 142 153 176 197 Washington ___________ 97 90 78 84 104 114 100 80 89 89 101 93 78 89 100 Connecticut__ ______ 230 193 186 174 184 170 183 176 163 161 I 214 195 188 177 183 
718 407 4tii 407 - 225 243 538 Fairfield .. ------------ 317 337 315 306 353 345 363 287 Hartford ______________ 334 341 332 258 244 228 264 254 218 184 329 355 358 289 266 

Litchfield.---------- __ 141 115 105 114 110 120 138 143 132 132 142 l'r/ 114 122 111 Middlesex _____________ 163 151 128 125 131 , 161 143 121 139 169 173 135 146 133 New Haven ___________ 285 224 219 202 205 213 206 175 177 262 195 195 194 194 New London __________ 110 109 91 89 104 106 125 129 124 127 112 120 102 92 105 
Tolland ______ ------- -- 122 128 107 92 92 10 106 l~ 92 84 140 143 122 105 102 Windham _____________ 92 90 82 87 99 103 114 100 113 Ill 102 118 93 111 
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Values or all farm buildings: 1900 to 1930.-In Tables 9, 10, 11, and 15 are 
presented data pertaining to the value of all farm buildings for New England by 
States and counties. Table 10 shows the average values of all farm buildings, 
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FIGURE 4.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FA 1'M REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, BY 

MINOR CIVIL DIVISIONS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

including dwellings of farm operators, per acre for the census years 1920, 1925, 
and 1930, with percentages of increase in these averages from 1925 to 1930, 
and from 1920 to 1930. The average values for the census years 1900 to 1930, 
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together with index numbers, using the census year 1910 as the base (equal 
to 100 per cent), appear in Table 11; while Table 15 includes ratios of the 
average values of all farm buildings per acre to the average value of all farm real 
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FIGURE 5.-PER CENT INCREASE (OR DECREASE) IN THE AVERAGE VALUE OF FARJI REAL ESTATB 

(LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, BY MINOR CmL DIVISIONS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 
1925-1930 

estate per acre for each census year 1900 to 1930. The percentages in Table 9, 
which pertain to the value of farm buildings, show the geographic relationships 
between States and counties of the average values, using the average value for 

• 
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New England as a base (equal to 100 per cent) for the census years 1900 to 1930. 
A New England map, Figure 6, probably furnishes the best geographic compari­
sons of the average values of farm buildings per acre, since they are shaded by 
value groups, disregarding the county boundaries. For direct comparisons be­
tween the average value of all farm buildings per acre for New England, as a whole, 
and other geographic divisions, the reader is directed to Table 4, Chapter I, which 
has already been discussed. Trends in the average value of all farm buildings 
for New England have already been presented in Figure 2, Chapter I. 

It is significant that whereas the average value of all farm real estate per acre 
for New England as a whole increased only 22 per cent from 1920 to 1930, the 
average value of all farm buildings advanced 38.5 per cent during the same period. 
Contrary to the increase for all farm real estate, for which the most rapid change 
occurred between 1925 and 1930, the larger portion of the increase in the average 
value of farm buildings occurred during the first half of the decade. Considering 
each of the New England States as a whole, the average value of buildings in­
creased during each 5-year period of the decade; and while 6 counties scattered 
throughout 3 of the 6 New England States showed decreases between 1920 and 
1925 in the average value of farm buildings, only 1 county (Washington County, 
Me.) showed a decrease for the entire decade 1920 to 1930. As in the base of 
the average values of all farm real estate, the more rapid increases and the highest 
averages for the value of farm buildings per acre occurred in the three States of 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, while more moderate rates of 
increase prevailed in the other three New England States. Among the aver­
ages for the several States, that for Connecticut, $75 per acre, was highest in 
1930; and, excluding Suffolk County, Mass., the highest average value of farm 
buildings, among the remaining 66 counties, was found to be that for Norfolk 
County, Mass., with $198.81 per acre. In general, the higher average values of 
farm buildings per acre are located in those towns and citi~s in industrial areas, 
and in those sections utilized to a considerable degree for recreational or resi­
dential purposes. The map (fig. 6) definitely locates these areas. 

The average values and index numbers of average values of all farm buildings 
per acre, as shown in Table 11, indicate practically a uniform rate of increase 
during each decade from 1900 to 1930 for Maine and New Hampshire. The 
trends for Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut are somewhat similar 
in that they indicate the increasing rapidity of advance of the average values of 
farm buildings with each succeeding decade. For the entire period, 1900 to 1930, 
however, as has been shown in the case of the values of all farm real estate, the 
average value of farm buildings for Connecticut advanced more rapidly than any 
other New England State, from $19.46 to $75 per acre, or 184 points in the index; 
while the lowest rate of advance occurred for New Hampshire, where the average 
increased from $9.59 per acre in 1900 to $23.05 in 1930, or only 106 points in the 
index. The average value of land and buildings advanced more rapidly than the 
average value of all farm real estate over the entire 30-year period in each of the 
New England States, except Rhode Island. In the latter State the rates of 
increase in the two values were identical, taking the entire period as a whole. 
During the last decade 1920 to 1930 the more rapid increase in the average value 
of farm buildings as compared with the rates of increase in the average value of 
all farm real estate is particularly shown by means of the index numbers. 
Included in Table 11, index numbers of the average value of all farm buildings 
per acre, using the average for New England as a whole equal to 100 per cent, 
show the geographical relationships involved as between States and counties of 
New England. The geographic distribution is similar to that found in the case of 
all farm real estate, with the three southern States of New England having 
averages higher than that for New England as a whole, while the averages for 
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the three northern New England States were exceeded by the New England 
average for each of the census years 1900 to 1930. 

The ratios in Table 15 show the approximate apportionment of the value of 
all farm buildings and of farm land alone, when each is considered separately, 
to the average value of all farm real estate per acre. The ratios of the average 
value of buildings to the average value of all farm real estate were slightly higher 
in 1930 for the States of northern New England, but of great significance is the 
gradual upward trend in the ratio of all buildings to all farm real estate in all 
States except Maine, Massachusetts, and Connecticut. In the two latter States 
only a slight decline in the ratio is observed for the last 5-year period; while the 
ratio for Maine remained constant between the last two census years. 

TABLE 10.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS AND IMPLEMENTS AND 
MACHINERY PER ACRE, 1930, 1925 AND 1920; AND OF FARM OPERATORS' 
DWELLINGS PER FARM, 1930, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

[A minus sign ( - ) denot.es decrease] 

ALL J'ARM BUILDINGS J'ARM IMPLEMENTS AND MACHINERY 
(Average value per acre) (Average value per acre) 

Per cent In- Per cent In· STATE AND COUNTY crease crease 
1980 1996 1990 1980 1926 1990 

1925- 1990- 1925- 1920-
1980 1980 1980 1980 

---------------- -
NBW ENGLAND •• 134. 99 981.01 126. 27 12. 8 38. 6 18.48 $6.19 15.44 SS. 9 18. 2 

= --- ----------Maine ___________ 
21. 28 18.83 18. 69 10. 0 28. 8 8.12 4. 76 4. 81 28.8 24.8 ----------------------Androscoggin _______ '¥1.56 'J/7.65 19.62 -0.3 40.5 5. 61 5. 73 5.67 -2.1 -1.1 

Aroostook __ -------- 29.16 26.93 23.50 8.3 24.1 12.24 8. 68 9.34 41.0 31.0 Cumberland ________ 37.85 33.35 25.42 13.5 48.9 6.66 5.47 5.62 21.8 18. 5 
Franklin .• ·-------- 15.12 12. 79 11.00 18.2 37.5 4.12 3.29 3.29 25.2 25. 2 Hancock ____________ 17.M 16.03 16.29 10.1 8.3 4.11 2.96 3.10 38.9 32. 6 Kennebec __________ 23.22 21.94 19.39 5.8 19 8 5.43 4.46 4. 75 21. 7 14. 3 
Knox _________ -----_ 24.69 22.04 17. 51 12. 0 41.0 4. 64 3.91 3.99 18. 7 16.3 
Lincoln. __ -- - --- -- -- 20.51 18. 38 15.36 11.6 33.5 3.65 3.39 3.15 7. 7 15.9 
Oxford ______ ----- ___ 15.50 13. 89 11. 67 11.6 32. 8 3.85 3.21 3.75 19.9 2. 7 Penobscot __________ 18. 45 16. 37 15.04 12. 7 22. 7 5.57 4.42 4. 75 26.0 17.3 
Piscataquis .. --- -- -- 12. 32 12.86 10. 77 -4.2 14. 4 4.63 3.99 3.72 16. 0 24.6 Sagadahoc __________ 19.49 16.32 16.51 19.4 18. 0 4.02 3.32 4. 31 21.1 -6. 7 Somerset ___________ 15. 21 13.83 11. 31 10.0 34. 5 4.36 3.50 3.41 24.6 27.9 Waldo ______________ 

13. 73 12. 38 11.86 10.9 15.8 4.29 3.39 3. 73 26.5 15.0 Washington ________ 10.27 12.10 11.39 -15.1 -9.8 2. 95 3.02 2. 92 -2.3 1.0 
York.-------------- 28.26 26.26 19.50 7.6 44.9 6. 56 6. 74 4.42 -3.1 25. 8 

New Hampshire 98.06 21.84 18. 86 6. 6 41.0 4. 66 3.97 3. 86 14. 8 24. T ----------------------Belknap ____________ 
20.28 17.84 16. 31 13. 7 24. 3 4.57 3. 71 3. 72 23.2 22.8 Carroll. ____________ 20.42 18. 75 13. 61 8.9 50.0 2.98 3.31 2. 69 -10.0 10.8 

Cheshire ____ ------- 26. 32 23.20 18.32 13. 4 43. 7 3. 79 3.33 3. 78 13.8 0.3 
Coos. - - - ----- ------ 16. 67 14.17 13. 58 17. 6 22.8 4.25 3.51 3.56 21.1 19. 7 
Grafton. ___ -------- 16. 52 15.21 11. 77 8.6 40.4 4.10 4.00 3.28 2.5 25.0 Hillsborough ________ 29.48 29.42 19.89 0.2 48.2 5.64 6.17 4.34 9.1 30.0 MerrlmBCk _________ 20.M 19.42 14.03 6.8 46.4 4.06 3.41 3.31 18.8 22. 4 Rocklngham ________ 38.32 39.15 28.33 -2.1 35.3 6.42 4.80 6.09 33.8 26.1 
Strallord. -- ------·- 31.92 28.14 17.62 13.4 81.2 5.50 4.98 3. 47 10.4 58.5 
Sullivan.----------- 17.06 13. 52 12. 53 26.2 36.2 4.34 3.15 3.16 37.8 37.8 Vermont ________ 91.13 18. TO 17. 98 13.0 17. 6 6. 33 4. 82 6.01 16.4 8.4 --------- ------------Addison ____________ 22.86 19.68 22.25 16.2 2. 7 6.01 ll.29 6.06 13.6 -0.8 Bennington _________ 29.52 17.28 19.85 70.8 48. 7 5.11 3.96 3. 75 29.0 36. 3 
Caledonia. __ ------- 18. 81 17.35 17.87 8. 4 5.3 5.10 4.59 6.06 11.1 0.8 Chittenden _________ 29.82 25.19 24. 71 18.4 20.7 6.15 . 6. 76 6.47 7.0 -4.9 
Essex __ ------ _______ 14.03 10.43 11.67 34.5 21.3 3.92 3.15 3.91 24.4 0.3 
Fl'llllklln- _ --------- 24. 84 23. 77 23.07 4. 5 7. 7 6.03 4.67 5.55 29.1 8. 6 Grand Isle __________ 45.10 37.46 37.38 20.4 20. 7 9.48 6.38 7. 76 48.6 22.2 
Lamoille •• --------- 16.54 16. 75 16. 41 -1.3 0.8 4.89 4.52 5.09 8.2 -3.9 Orange _____________ 14. 73 13.87 12.85 6.2 14-6 4.49 3.69 4.55 21. 7 -1.3 Orleans _____________ 

21.43 20.87 18.57 2.7 16.4 6.21 5.67 6. 84 9.6 6.3 
Rutland _____ ------- 21.47 21.47 16.94 ···---- 26. 7 5.02 6.01 4.22 0.2 19.0 
Washington ________ 20.58 20.36 18.88 1.1 9.0 5. 75 5.10 5.58 12. 7 3.0 Windham __________ 15. 91 14. 75 12.38 7. 9 28. 5 4. 04 3.49 3.92 16.8 3.1 Windsor ____________ 19. 26 14. 76 14. 25 30.6 35.2 4. 77 4.06 4.22 17.8 13. 0 

1 Based on total number of farms. 
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TABLE 10.-A VERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS AND IMPLEMENTS AND 
MACHINERY PER AcRE1 1930, 19251 AND 1920; AND OF FARM OPERATORS' 
DWELLINGS PER FARM, 1930, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUN• 
TIES-Continued 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease] 

ALL I' ARK BUILDINGS l'ARK D4PLlllKlllNTB AND KACmNBRY Aver· 
(Average value per acre) (Average value per acre) 

v:f:e 

I 
farm 

Per cent in- Per cent In- opera-
STATJ: AND COUNTY tors' crease crease dwell-

1110 1125 1111 lt31 ltZ/i 1918 inp, 

ltli- lbt- lnJ-. 1920-
per 

farm, 
1131 1131 1• 1t30 19301 

-------------------- --
Massachuaeltll .. 871.32 180. 89 14R.08 17. l 48.3 19.34 17.20 17. 78 29. 7 20.4 13,050 

----------~ 
Barnstable •. ------- 111.78 86.60 48.89 29.1 138.4 13.59 9.81 7.48 38.5 82. 2 2,978 Berkshire ________ • __ 36. 70 31.48 25.50 16.6 43.9 5.24 3.68 4.06 42.4 29. l 2, 901 BrlstoL ____________ 94. 51 79.58 60.30 18.8 56. 7 12. 74 8. 91 9. 76 43.0 30.5 2, 786 
Dukes·------------- 18.06 20.47 13.92 -11.8 29. 7 2. 72 2.07 2. 33 31.4 16. 7 2,393 
Essex __ ---- -••• --- - - 125. 61 100.18 107.00 25.4 17.4 14. 70 11.31 11. 70 30.0 25.6 3,460 Franklin ___________ 36.04 33.68 25. 50 7.0 41.3 6.04 5.19 5. 55 16. 4 8.8 2,044 Hampden __________ 49.87 51.19 35.02 -2.6 42. 4 6.49 5.56 6.16 16. 7 5.4 2,634" Hampshire. ________ 55.63 52. 95 38.17 5.1 45. 7 7.59 7.19 7.25 5.6 4. 7 2, 709 Middlesex __________ 135. 77 109.10 85.30 24.4 59.2 16. 73 I 13. 54 13. 65 23.6 22.6 4, 214 
Nantucket.. ________ 70.37 28.56 19.50 146.4 260.9 10. 58 7. 37 3.30 43.6 220.6 5, 748 
Norfolk ____ ••• ______ 198. 81 139.49 112. 33 42.5 77. 0 18. 55 13.36 13.27 38.8 39.8 4, 720 Plymouth __________ 94.34 89.05 60.95 5.9 54.8 12. 91 9.85 9.93' 31.1 30.0 2,977 
Suffolk_------------ 512. 94 778. 03 206.41 -34.1 148. 5 48.64 89. 77 38.53 -45.8 26.2 3,307 
Worcester __ -------- 54. 62 50.84 35. 72 7.4 52.9 7.68 5.65 6.60 35.9 16.4 2,805 

Rhodelsland ___ 84.06 48.53 36. 82 37. 7 78. 8 9. 73 8.88 7.26 46. 7 34.0 2, 986 -----------------------Bristol__ ____________ 121.28 127.30 111. 28 -4. 7 9.0 18.24 10.64 15. 84 71.4 15.2 3,647 
Kent.-------------- 68.49 57.26 32.06 19.6 113. 6 10.15 5.64 5.63 80.0 80.3 3,063 Newport ___________ 94.93 70.92 60.96 33.9 55. 7 15.39 10.00 13.38 53.9 15.0 2.961 Providence _________ 71.06 44.18 38. 76 60.8 83. 3 9.91 6.59 8.15 50.4 21.6 2,953 Washington ________ 35.31 28.83 19.59 22.5 80.2 6.14 5.48 4. 07 12.0 50.9 2, 742 

Connecticut._. __ 76. 00 80.38 48. 91 24. 3 59. 9 8. 23 8. 84 8. 98 29.8 17. 9 3, 708 
----------------- ------

Fairfield __ ------ ____ Hl8. 40 109. 59 87.26 71. 9 115. 9 11. 44 8.20 10. 78 39.5 6.1 7, 747 
Hartford ______ ------ 115. 25 110.07 90.36 4. 7 27.5 13.12 10.85 12. 72 20.9 3.1 3, 768 Litchfield ___________ 49. 57 39. 51 28.84 25.5 71.9 6.34 4. 31 4. 45 47.1 42. 5 3,828 Middlesex __________ 59.17 53.80 34. 23 10.0 72.9 7.03 5.26 4.42 33. 7 59.0 2,807 New Haven ________ 88. 01 60.43 49.28 45. 6 78.6 12. 94 8.32 8. 77 55.5 47.5 3,662 
New London ••• ____ 39.23 37. 25 25.65 5.3 52. 9 4.90 4.09 4. 42 19.8 10.9 2,504 
Tolland .. ---------- 48.93 44.28 30. 79 10.5 58. 9 6.46 5.95 5. 54 8. 6 16. 6 2,472 Windham __________ 38. 71 31.66 24. 75 22. 3 56. 4 4. 79 4.37 4.17 9.6 14. 9 2, 168 

I Based on total number of farms. 

TABLE 11.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS 
PER ACRE, 1900 TO 1930, AND AVERAGE VALUE OF FARM OPERATORS' DWELL­
INGS PER FARM, 1930, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

! AVERAGE VALUE OF I Aver-INDEX NUMBER OF 
ALL l'ARK BUILDINGS AVERAGE VALUES PER FARM OPERA.TORS' age 

(Average value per acre) ACRE (1910 base DWELUNGB PER FARK value 
=100 per cent) (Based on total num- of farm 

her of farms) opera-

I 
tors' 

STATlll AND COUNTY Aver- Ratio dwell-
age as to all lngs 

Aver- per real per 
1980 1925 1920 1810 1900 1980 1925 1920 1910 1900 age cent of estate farm 

value New report-
1930 Eng- per Ing, 

land farm 1930 
-- - - - - - --------

NBW BNGLAND. $34.99 $31. 01 $96.27 $17. 08 $11. 91 205 182 148 100 70 $2, 218 100 29.6 $9,396 -Kaine __________ U.96 19.33 18. 63 11.88 7.48 188 188 142 100 84 1,460 85 29.1 1, 691 -- - - - - - - -----Androscoggin ______ 27.56 27.65 19.62 14.62 11.83 189 189 134 100 81 1,531 69 35.6 1,579 Aroostook __________ 29.16 26.93 23.50 12. 51 5.39 233 215 188 100 43 1,965 89 19.0 2,106 
Cumberland.------ 37.85 33.35 25.42 18.54 12.39 204 180 137 100 67 2,058 93 33.1 2, 151 Franklin ___________ 15.12 12. 79 11.00 7.66 4.35 197 167 144 100 57 1,267 57 32.1 1,333 Hancock ___________ 

17.65 16. 03 16. 211 10. 78 6.91 164 149 151 100 64 1, 171 53 31.8 1,235 Kennebec __________ 23.22 21.94 19.39 14.49 10.10 160 151 134 100 70 l, 431 65 37.3 1,513 
Knox. __ ----------- 24.69 22.04 17. 51 111.37 10. 75 161 143 114 100 70 1,234 56 38. 7 1,275 
Lincoln.----------- 20.51 18.38 15.36 11.60 8.30 177 158 132 100 72 1,233 56 43.1 1,268 Oxford _____________ 15.50 13.89 11. 67 8.16 5.60 190 170 143 100 69 1.334 60 32.1 1,392 
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TABLE 11.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS 
PER ACRE 1900 TO 1930, AND AVERAGE VALUE OF FARM 0P.ERATORS1 DWELL­
INGS PER FARM, 1930, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND CoUNTIEs-Con. 

INDEX NUKBER 01' AVERAGE VALUE 01' 
Aver-l'ABM: OPERATORS' ALL I' ABK BUIDINGS AVERAGE VALUES DWELLINGS PER l'ARK age 

(Average value per acre) PER ACRE (1910 base (Based on total num- value 
-100 per cent) ber of farms) off arm 

opera-
tors' 

STATE AND COUNTY Aver- dwell-
Ratio lngs 

Aver- age as to all per 
~e 

per real farm 1930 1996 1990 1910 1900 1930 1996 1990 1910 1800 v ue cent of estate report-New 1930 Eng- per i;ro land farm 

-------- - - - - - --------
Kaln-oon. Penobscot __________ $18. 45 $16. 37 $15.CK $11.30 $7.30 163 145 133 100 65 $1,344 61 36.2 $1, 3811 

Piscataquis •• _----- 12.32 12.86 10. 77 8.38 5.21 147 153 129 100 62 1, 175 53 30.3 1,232 
Sagadahoc. __ ------ 19.49 16.32 16. 61 13.10 9.15 149 125 126 100 70 1,355 61 38.6 1,404 Somerset ___________ 15.21 13.83 11.31 8.51 5.52 179 163 133 100 65 1, 172 53 31.5 1,237 
Waldo .. ----------- 13. 73 12.38 11.86 9."4 6.65 145 131 126 100 70 964 43 35. 8 1,021 Washington ________ 10.27 12.10 11.39 7.85 4.93 131 154 145 100 63 997 45 32.0 l,CK5 York _______________ 

28.26 26.26 19.50 16.49 11.50 171 169 118 100 70 1,675 76 32.0 1, 759 
llewBampahire 23.06 91.M 18.86 12. 74 9.69 181 171 118 100 76 1, 788 78 38.6 1,828 ---- - ,_ - - - --.___ ----Belknap ___ ------ __ 20.28 17.84 16.31 12.30 9.30 165 146 133 100 76 1,524 69 29.4 1,695 Carron _____________ 20.42 18. 75 13. 61 11.27 6.37 181 166 121 100 57 1, 769 80 33.0 1,862 

Cheshire.---------- 26.32 23.2C 18.32 11. 51 9.46 229 202 159 100 82 1,866 84 28.7 1,971 Coos _______________ 16.67 14.17 13.58 10.23 6.63 163 139 133 100 66 1,525 69 28. 2 1,602 
Grafton ____ -------- 16. 62 15.21 11. 77 9.65 7.14 171 158 122 100 74 1,650 70 30.7 1,642 Hillsborough _______ 29.48 29.42 19.89 15. 98 11.90 184 184 124 100 74 1,979 89 34.1 2,062 Merrimack _________ 20.54 19.42 14. 03 11.89 9.12 173 163 118 100 77 1, 734 78 36.3 1,815 
Rockingham. _____ . 38.32 39.15 28.33 22.65 18. 74 169 173 125 100 83 1,956 88 38.5 2,066 Stratford ••• ________ 31.92 28.14 17.62 14.15 13.03 226 199 125 100 92 1, 728 78 32.8 1,894 
Sullivan ___ -------- 17.06 13.52 12.53 9.CK 6. 71 189 150 139 100 74 1,460 66 38.1 1,513 Vermont ________ 21.13 18. 70 17. 98 11.82 7.89 182 181 165 100 88 l, 727 78 19. 6 l, 778 ---- - - - - - --------
Addison ____ ------- 22.86 19.68 22.25 12. 79 9.62 179 154 174 100 75 1,968 89 27.0 1,992 
Bennington. _______ 29.52 17.28 19.85 12.98 7. 77 227 133 153 100 60 2, 827 127 33.8 2,866 
Caledonia __________ 18.81 17.35 17.87 10.32 7.49 182 168 173 100 73 1,404 63 28. 7 1,448 
Chittenden ________ 29.82 25.19 24. 71 18.12 12.54 165 139 136 100 69 2, 181 98 27.3 2,234 
Essex .. ------------ 14.03 10.43 11.57 6.88 4.91 2CK 152 168 100 71 1,392 63 26.9 1,425 Franklin ___________ 24.84 23. 77 23.07 14.86 9.61 167 160 155 100 65 1,800 81 24.3 1,858 Grand Isle _________ 45.10 37.46 37.38 24. 81 16.28 182 151 151 100 66 2,"49 110 26.3 2,495 
Lamoille.---------- 16.54 16. 75 16.41 10.19 6.27 162 164 161 100 62 1,271 57 30.2 1,330 Orange _____________ 14. 73 13.87 12.85 8.90 6.27 166 156 144 100 70 1,252 56 31.9 1,290 
Orleans __ ---------- 21.43 20.87 18.57 10.98 7.00 195 190 169 100 64 1,651 74 28.3 1,696 
Rutland __ --------- 21.47 21.47 16.94 11.87 8.96 181 181 143 100 75 2, 133 96 32.5 2, 167 
Washington ________ 20.58 20.36 18.88 11.28 7.19 182 180 167 100 64 1,555 70 31.5 1,589 Windham __________ 15.91 14. 75 12.38 8.34 6.32 191 177 148 100 76 1,505 68 30.9 1,562 
Windsor._--------- 19.26 14. 76 14.25 10.ffl 6. 79 181 138 134 100 64 1,652 74 34.6 1,703 

lluaaoh11ae&tll .. Tl.82 80.88 48.08 30.82 22.68 231 188 168 100 78 3,060 138 19.8 8,261 - - - - ,__ --- ----Barnstable. ________ lll. 78 86.60 46.89 33. 71 21.52 332 257 139 100 64 2,976 134 28. 5 3,601 Berkshire __________ 36. 70 31.48 25.50 18.57 13.62 198 170 137 100 73 2,901 131 28.8 3,039 
Bristol.. _______ ---- 94. 51 79.58 60.30 39.44 30.20 240 202 153 100 77 2, 786 126 34.6 2,984 
Dukes.------------ 18.06 20.47 13.92 12.06 9.19 150 170 115 lOC 76 2,393 108 23.6 2,628 
Essex. ------------- 125.61 100. 18 107.00 56.96 37.35 221 176 188 lOC 66 3,460 156 26.3 3, 775 
Franklin.---------- 36.CK 33.68 25.50 15.40 11.31 234 219 166 100 73 2,044 92 33.3 2, 103 Hampden __________ 49.87 51.19 35.02 22. 71 15.30 220 225 154 100 67 2,634 119 30.1 2, 779 
Hampshire _________ 55.63 52.95 38.17 20.93 16.00 266 253 182 100 76 2, 709 122 32.6 2,833 Middlesex _________ 135. 77 109.10 85.30 50.16 43.14 271 218 170 100 86 1,318 59 9.1 4,466 Nantucket _________ 70. 37 28.116 19.50 13.81 12.06 510 207 141 100 87 5,748 269 24.9 5,M8 
Norfolk.----------- 198.81 139.49 112.33 71.51 46.16 278 195 157 100 65 4, 720 213 28.8 5, 120 Plymouth __________ 94.34 89.05 60.95 40.25 30.46 234 221 151 100 76 2, 977 134 23. 7 3,402 
Suffolk ••• ______ -- __ 612.94 778.03 206. 41 213. 70 231. 53 240 364 97 100 108 3,307 149 6. 8 5,253 Worcester __________ 54.62 50.84 35. 72 23.69 19.00 231 215 151 100 80 2,805 126 32.6 2,957 

Rhode Island .• _ 84. 05 48.68 85.82 29.16 91.SO 220 180 123 100 78 2,983 134 28. 6 8, 149 
- -------- ----Bristol.. ___________ 121. 28 127.30 111.28 72.25 63. 70 168 176 154 100 88 3,647 164 25.3 3,834 Kent _______________ 68.49 57.26 32.06 26.46 17.95 269 216 121 100 68 3,063 138 33.4 3,199 

Ne~ort ___________ 94.93 70.92 60.96 65. 76 43.34 144 108 93 100 66 2, 961 133 22.6 3, 186 Providence _________ 71.06 44.18 38. 76 30.11 23.41 236 147 129 100 78 2,953 133 29.8 3, 189 Washington ________ 35.31 28.83 19.59 15.17 11.88 233 190 129 100 78 2, 742 124 30.8 2,829 
Connec&iou& ••••• 75.00 80.88 48.91 80.96 19.48 1148 200 165 100 84 8, 708 187 28.0 3, 871 

---------- - - --- - --- ---
Fairfield.---------- 188.40 109. 69 87.26 61.96 34.17 3CK 177 141 100 55 7, 747 349 24.0 8,476 Hartford ___________ 115. 25 110.07 90.36 49.25 30. 45 234 223 183 100 62 3, 768 170 25. 7 3,961 
Litchfield.--------- 49.57 39.51 28.84 20.85 13.25 238 189 138 100 64 3,828 173 32.1 4,065 Middlesex. ________ 59.17 53.80 34.23 2i.66 15.84 240 218 139 100 64 2,807 127 34.1 2,854 New Haven ________ 88.01 60.43 49. 28 33.14 23.12 266 182 149 100 70 3,662 165 28.01 3,884 New London _______ 39.23 37.25 25.65 15. 70 12. 50 250 237 163 100 80 2,SCK 113 32.3 2,546 
Tolland _________ --- 48.93 44.28 30. 79 17.87 12.15 274 248 172 100 68 2,472 111 34.2 2,505 Windham __________ 38. 71 31.66 24. 75, 15. 94 13.24 243 199 155 100 83 2, 168 98 35.9 2,205 
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Geographic dift'erences in the value of dwellings of farm operators, 1930.-In 
Tables 12 and 13 are presented the median values of dwellings of farm operators 
for New England, by States and counties, together with the median values and 
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FIGURE 6.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS l'ER ACRE, BY MINOR CIVIL DIV1810NS, l'OR 

THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

median monthly rentals of nonfarm homes of farm operators derived from the 
total value of dwellings and the total number of all farms; while ratios of these 
same averages to the average value of dwellings of farm operators for New 
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England as a whole, and to the average value of all farm real estate per farm for 
each corresponding State and county, appear in Table 11; together with the 
average values of dwellings of farm operators computed on the basis of the infor­
mation obtained only from those farms which actually reported values of dwell­
lings. On page 46 a New England map is presented showing the geographic 
variations in the average values of dwellings of farm operators. The average 
values on which this map is based are those obtained by dividing the total value 
of dwellings reported for each minor civil division (town or township) by the 
total number of all farms in each division. The median values and median 
monthly rentals of nonfarm homes were obtained from information obtained in 
1930 by the population division of the Bureau of the Census. The median value 
is defined, in a general way, as that item, or value, which stands at the midpoint 
of a series arranged in order of size. Figures in greater detail pertaining to the 
median values and rentals of nonfarm homes may be obtained from the report 
entitled "Familiea," published by the Bureau of the Census. Contll.ined in this 
report, also, is a formula and statement of the method of computing the medians. 
The same method used to compute the median values and rentals of nonfarni 
homes was also used to derive the median values of dwellings of farm operators. 
The median values of the dwellings of farm operators, as well as of the nonfarm 
homes, represent the approximate median market value of the dwelling, or home, 
as of April 1, 1930. The median monthly rental of nonfarm homes represents 
the approximate monthly rental, or approximate rental value per month. No 
data are available pertaining to the size of the homes for which median values 
and rentals have been computed. 

It was found, as might be expected, that the median values of dwellings of 
farm owner-operators (including managers) were somewhat higher than the 
median values of the dwellings of farm tenant-operators. In relatively few coun­
ties in New England were the median values of dwellings of all farm operator8 
equal to one-half the median value of owned nonfarm homes in the same county. 
The majority of those counties in which the median value of dwellings of all farm 
operators was less than one-half the median value of owned nonfarm homes were 
located in Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont,_where more of the owned non­
farm homes were located in rural territory away from the larger cities and indus­
trial areas than m"y be found in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. 
Median values of all homes, including both those of farm operators' dwellings and 
nonfarm owners, and the median rentals of nonfarm homes were considerably 
higher in the three southern New England States than in the three northern 
States. It was also found that the higher median values and rentals were in those 
counties which include industrial and recreational areas, or cities of fair size. 

The median value of dwellings of all farm operators, farm owner-operators 
(including managers), and tenant operators, and the median value of owned 
nonfarm homes, among the medians ccmputed for the six New England States 
was highest for Connecticut with a median value of $2,969 for dwellings of all 
farm operators, $2,976 for dwellings of farm owner-operators (including mana­
gers), $2,836 for dwellings of tenant farm operators, and $7,013 for owned nonfarm 
homes. The highest median rental of tenant nonfarm homes was found for 
Massachusetts with a median monthly rental of $29.70 for the State as a whole. 
The lowest median values were found for Maine, with a median value of $1,264 
for dwellings of all farm operators, $1,274 for dwellings of farm owner-operators 
(including managers), $1,013 for tenant farm operators, and $3,233 for owned 
nonfarm homes. The lowest median rentals of tenant nonfarm homes was found 
for Vermont, with a median rental of $18.46 per month. It is quite probable 
that if data were available concerning the median monthly rental of tenant farm 
operators' dwellings, the ratio of the median monthly rental of tenant nonfarm 
homes to the value of owner nonfarm homes, would be about the same as the ratio 
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.of the monthly rental of tenant farm operators' dwellings to the median value of 
dwellings of owner-operators (including managers). 

The county found to have the highest median value of dwellings of all farm 
operators was Fairfield County, Conn., with a median value of $4,733, and the 
highest median value of owned nonfarm homes was determined for Hartford 
County, Conn., with a median value of $8,781. Norfolk County, Mass., had the 
highest median monthly rental for nonfarm homes. The lowest median values 
were found for Waldo County, Me., for dwellings of all farm operators, with a 
median value of $920; and for Washington County, Me., for owned nonfarm 
homes, with a median value of $1,427. The lowest median monthly rental of 
nonfarm homes was also found for Washington County, Me., with a median rental 
of $10.29. 

A comparison between the median values of dwellings of all farm operators 
presented in Table 13, and the average values of dwellings of farm operators as 
shown in Tables 10 and 11, show that with very few.exceptions the county averages 
in Table 10, exceed the median values for corresponding counties in Table 13. 
The average values based on the number of farms reporting value of dwellings, as 
shown in Table 11, are somewhat higher than those presented in Table 10, and 
exceed, in each instance, the median values for corresponding counties as shown 
in Table 13. The same counties which had the highest and lowest median values 
of dwellings of all farm operators, also had the highest and lowest average values 
per farm as determined in Tables 10 and 11, namely Fairfield County, Conn., 
with the highest average, and Waldo County, Me., with the lowest average value. 

The ratio of the average value of dwellings of farm operators per farm (based 
on the total number of farms) to the average value of all farm real estate per farm 
appears to be fairly uniform throughout the New England States. These ratios 
reflect the uniformity of the proportion of total farm investment, or value, which 
is devoted to the farm dwelling. The highest ratio of 43.1 per cent was found for 
Lincoln County, Me., and the lowest (excluding Suffolk and Middlesex Counties, 
Mass., where greenhouse and nursery projects tend to distort the ratio) was found 
for Aroostook County, Me., with a ratio of 19 per cent. 

The map for New England (fig. 7) showing the average values of dwellings of 
farm operators per farm (based on the total number of all farms) indicates that 
the higher average values for farm operators' dwellings are located in the metro­
politan areas adjacent to large cities, in the industrial and recreational sections, 
and in those towns located in the more highly productive agricultural areas. 

TABLE 12.-MEDIAN VALUE OF DWELLINGS OF FARM OPERATORS, AND MEDIAN 
VALUE AND MONTHLY RENTAL OF NONFARM HOMES, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES, 1930 

DWELLINGS 01' l'ABJI OPERATORS 

OWNED NON• RENTED NONI' ABK 

Owners, includ- l'ARJI HOMES HOMES 
Total ing managers Tenants 

STATE 

Farms Me- Farms Me- Farms Me- Homes Me- Homes Median 
report- dlan report- dian report- dian report- dian reporting monthly 

ingvalue value Ing value value ingvalue value ingvalue value rental rental 
------------ -----------

I New England. 119, ll07 11, 820 119, lllO 11,882 8, 887 81, 818 789, 768 15, 884 1, 011, 871 $27.29 
~ne __________ = ----- ------

37, 175 1,264 35,697 1,274 1,478 1,013 82, 705 3,233 88, 803 19.35 
New Hampshire.. 14, 168 1,578 13,466 1,596 702 1,288 49,865 3,533 49,925 18.83 
Vermont ________ 24, 247 1,538 21,944 1,641 2,303 1,504 31, 141 4,031 31,208 18.46 
Massachusetts.. .• 24,018 2, 782 22,875 2, 799 1, 143 2,440 409, 737 6,249 560, 109 29.70 
Rhode Island •.• 3, 128 2,600 2, 778 2,652 350 2, 169 63,903 6, 153 95,091 24.49 
Connecticut ••••• 16, 471 2,969 15, 560 2,976 911 2,836 152, 405 7,013 208,437 28.41 

' 
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TABLE 13.-MEDIAN VALUE OF DWELLINGS OF FARM OPERATORS AND MEDIAN 
VALUE AND MONTHLY RENTAL OF NONFARM Ho:arns FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1930 

[Median value and median rental not shown where number of reports was less than lOOJ 

DWELLINGS or OWNED NONrARH RENTJID NODA.BK 
rARH OPERA.TORS HOKES HOKES 

STATE AND COUNTY Farms M d. Homes Medi Homes Median 
reporting e ian reporting va1u':1 reporting monthly 

______________ 1 _v.o.:al~ue=-- value value ___ rental ~ 
l!l'BW Bl!l'GLAND ____________________ 119,207 ~ 789,768 16,834 1,018,878 18'1,99 

Xaine _________________________________ ~ ----r,264 811, 706 ---a;2S3 1~. 608 ----i8.ii 
Androscoggin ______________________________ Z"252------i;4il ~ ~ ----s;623~ 
Aroostook--------------------------------- 6, 025 1, 773 5, 316 2, 515 4, 219 13. 85 
Cumberland _________________ -------------- 2, 136 1, 828 14, 085 4, 909 15, 894 26. SD 
Franklin---------------------------------- 1, 454 1, 178 1, 986 2, 866 1, 533 13. 43 
Hancock---------------------------------- 1,233 1,071 4,967 1,820 2,070 12. 74 
Kennebec--------------------------------- 3, 397 1, 312 6, 500 3, 962 6, 191 19. 86 
Knox-------------------------------------- 1, 786 1, 073 3, 810 2, 512 2, 422 16. 75 
Lincoln----------------------------------- 1, 819 l, 119 1, 924 2, 084 652 13. 63 Oxford____________________________________ 2,688 1,210 3, 798 3,279 3,395 19.SD 
Penobscot--------------------------------- 3, 941 1, 215 9, 878 3, 639 7, 656 19. 54 
Piscataquis------------------------------- 875 1,007 2,235 2,900 1,430 13.81 
Sapdalloc________________________________ 787 1, 221 2, 240 2, 183 1, 468 14. 18 
Somerset__________________________________ 2,839 1,089 3,604 2,869 2,871 18.56 
Waldo------------------------------------ 2, 371 920 2, 121 1, 815 1, 004 12. 61 
Washington------------------------------- 1,518 921 5,244 1,427 2,316 10.29 
York ____ ---------------------------------- 2, OM 1, 517 8, 839 3, 347 6, 9611 17. 87 New Hampshire _______________________ ~ 1,578 49,1185 8,638 49,9911- 18.81 

BelknaP---------------------------------- 732 1,3112 2,810 3,415 2,244 17.98 
Carroll.----------------------------------- 932 1,331 2,076 1,904 923 13.37 
Cheshire---------------------------------- 1,043 1,639 4, 166 3,286 3,287 18.31 
Coos-------------------------------------- 1, 156 1, 406 3, 719 3, 975 3, 703 19.11 
Grafton----------------------------------- 1, 960 1, 348 4, 761 3, 031 4, 137 18.18 
Hillsborough______________________________ 1, 958 1, 858 12, 871 4, 370 18, 625 19. llO 
Merrimack-------------------------------- 1, 908 1, 664 6, 367 3, 434 6, 387 19. 22 Rockingham______________________________ 2, 327 1, 943 6, 799 s, 035 4, 607 18.41 
Straftord---------------------------------- 868 1, 646 4, 199 2,935 4,368 17.1'1 Sulllvan___________________________________ 1, 284 1, 243 2, 11117 3, 421 2, 644 20.23 

Vermon&------------------------------- 24, 247 1, 638 81, 141 4, 031 81, 1108 18. 46 
Addison___________________________________ 1,998 1,827 ---i;'220~~~ 
Bennington------------------------------- 937 2, 119 2,485 4,368 2,304 18.11 
Caledonia..-------------------------------- 2, 023 1, 360 1, 906 3, 600 2, 619 17. 46 
Chittenden-------------------------------- 1, 798 1, 960 4, 162 4, 984 4, 756 22.17 
Essex-------------------------------------- 559 1, 397 530 2, 697 570 14. 69 Franklin__________________________________ 2, 230 1. 768 2, 373 3, 696 2, 183 18. 66 
Grand Isle-------------------------------- 426 2,306 234 2,911 166 10.113 Lamoille__________________________________ 1,361 1,280 792 2, 793 606 12. Tl 
Orange____________________________________ 2, 229 1, 116 1, 203 2, 759 827 13. 16 
Orleans----------------------------------- 2,275 1,602 1,653 3,648 1,663 18.99 
Rutland----------------------------------- 2, 118 1,865 4, 930 4, 444 4, 627 18. 41 
Washington_______________________________ · 2, 132 1,413 3,807 4,382 4, 112 21.81 
Windham--------------------------------- 1, 604 1, 329 2, 402 4, 282 2, 699 19. 69 
Windsor---------------------------------- 2, 657 1,483 ~ ~'1 3, 935 3,036 18.61 

llhsaachuaetls_________________________ 24, 018 I, 781 """,., 6, 249 660, 109 28. '10 

Barnstable-------------------------------- 400 3, 607 6, 104 4, 680 2,489 22.41 
Berkshire--------------------------------- 1,631 2,512 12,612 6,588 15,242 23.35 
BrlstoL---------------------------------- 2, 840 2, 788 32, 253 5, 083 49, 474 22. 36 
Dukes------------------------------------ 61 1134 4,541 301 22.0li 
Essex-------------------------------------- 1, 855 3,090 63, 362 6, 700 65, 926 28. 08 
Franklin..--------------------------------- 2, 620 1, 7'12 5, 189 4, 858 4, 689 20. 66 
Hampden--------------------------------- 1, 693 2, 607 29, 545 6, 803 48, 300 29. 47 

~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:m ~gl~ 1ok~ ~g~ llU~ ~:~ 
Nantucket-------------------------------- 23 ---------- 658 6, 865 326 30. 42 
Norfolk----------------------------------- 1, 040 3, 944 ((), 450 6, 653 29, 200 311. 92 
Plymouth_________________________________ 1, 517 3, 140 22, 424 4, 983 17, 2611 23. 28 
Suftolk____________________________________ 17 63, 160 7, 324 140, 992 38. 54 
Worcester--------------------------------- 4, 688 2, 675 45, 273 5, 709 62, 377 24. 06 

Bhode Island__________________________ a, 1!18 9, 800 68, 908 ~ 95, 091 114. 49 

Bristol------------------------------------ 137 3, 081 2, 650 6, 058 2, 779 20. 16 
Kent-------------------------------------- 567 2,476 6,311 4,827 6,443 17.97 

~~3!°!ce:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: l,~~ ~~~ 4::1 ~:~~ 7~~ ~~ 
was~e:1eu&_::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1a,Wi ~= 1d::a~ ~8U 20::~ ~:M 
Falrtleld___________________________________ 1, 902 4, 733 39, 846 7, 320 60, 381 29. 36 
Hartford__________________________________ 3,660 3,584 34,385 8, 781 59,342 32.86 
Litchfield--------------------------------- 2, 047 3, 610 9, 322 6, 055 7, 880 22. 82 
Middlesex.-------------------------------- 1,241 2,648 5,927 5, 128 4,595 22.08 
New Haven_______________________________ 2,032 3, 577 43, 952 7, 138 62, 547 29.03 
New London______________________________ 2,289 2,362 11,999 5,477 13,858 21.38 
Tolland----------------------------------- 1, 632 2, 449 2, 717 4, 655 2, 676 15. '¥1 ,Windham_________________________________ 1, 868 1, 975 4, 257 4. 424 7, 158 14.fiO 
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Value or farm land (excluding buildings): 1900 to 1930.-Tables 7, 14, and 15 
present data relating to the average value of all farm land alone (excluding 
buildings) per acre, for New England, by States and counties. In Table 5 
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FIGURE 7.-AVERAOE VALUE OF DWELLINGS or FARM OPERATORS, PER FARM, BY MINOR 

CIVIL DIVISIONS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

comparative data for the average value of farm land alone per acre for each 
geographic division have already been discussed in Chapter I, where reference 
has, also, been made to Figure 3, which shows the trends in the value of all 
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farm land per acre from 1900 to 1930. A map (fig. 8) of New England showing 
the geographic distribution of the average values of farm land alone, by minor 
civil divisions, disregarding county boundaries, is also presented. 

A noteworthy fact to which attention is called in connection with the average 
value of all farm land alone per acre is the increase, between the census years 
1920 and 1930, of only 7.4 per cent in the average value of land alone for New 
England as a whole, as compared with the increases during the same period of 
22 per cent in the average value of all farm real estate and 38.5 per cent in 
the average value of farm buildings per acre. The average value of farm land 
alone per acre was the only one of the three above-mentioned items which 
actually decreased for New England as a whole from 1920 to 1925. With the 
general recovery of business conditions from 1925 to 1930, the average value 
of farm land increased 18.3 per cent, or from $26.10 to $30.87 per acre, for 
New England as a whole, as compared with the decline from $28.73 to $26.10 
per acre during the first half of the decade. 

The highest average value of farm land alone per acre among the New England 
States for the census year 1930 was found for Connecticut, with an average 
of $76.38 per acre. The average value of all farm land also increased more 
rapidly in Connecticut than in any other New England State during the entire 
decade 1920 to 1930, as well as during the last five years of that period. The 
average value for Connecticut as a whole advanced 43.4 per cent during the 
decade and 53.2 per cent during the period 1925 to 1930: More moderate 
increases occurred in Massachusetts and Rhode Island during this 10-year 
interval. 

The lowest average value of all farm land alone per acre among the New 
England States for the census year 1930 was found for Vermont, where the 
average was $16.33 per acre, as compared with $19.58 per acre for the State 
in 1920. The greatest decrease among the New England States in the average 
value of all farm land between the census years 1920 to 1930 also occurred in 
Vermont. In that State the average value of farm land declined 16;6 per cent 
during the decade 1920 to 1930, while the averages for Maine and New Hamp­
shire declined 2.3 per cent and 9.8 per cent, respectively, during the 10-year 
period. 

Among the 67 counties in New England the greatest increase in the average 
value of farm land alone per acre, between 1920 and 1930, occurred in Nan­
tucket County, Mass., which increased 239.3 per cent. Barnstable County, 
also in Massachusetts, had the second highest rate of increase with 120.4 per 
cent. All counties in the three southern New England States showed increases 
between 1920 and 1930 in the average value of farm land alone, except Berkshire 
and Essex Counties, Mass.; while the average value of farm land per acre 
decreased in all counties in the three northern New England States, except 
Cumberland and Oxford in Maine and Bennington and Rutland in Vermont. 
The most rapid decrease occurred in Orleans County, Vt., where there was a 
decline of 31 per cent in the average value of farm land alone per acre between 
1920 and 1930. 

Excluding Suffolk County, Mass., from consideration, due to the fact that 
it is entirely included in the metropolitan area of the city of Boston, the county 
with the highest average value of land alone per acre in 1930 among the remaining 
66 counties in New England was found to be Fairfield County, Conn., with an 
average value of $284.21 per acre. The county with lowest average value of 
land alone per acre in 1930 among all New England counties was found to be 
Waldo County, Me., with an average value of only $9.31 per acre. 
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In 1930 the average value of land alone per acre exceeded the average value 
of all farm buildings per acre for the State of Connecticut, and for only 11 of 
the 67 counties in New England. These 11 counties were, in general, located 
in industrial or recreational areas or contained farm land which was of relatively 
greater productivity as compared with other agricultural sections. 

An examination of the trends in the average values of farm land alone per 
acre, as shown in Table 14, reveals the fact that the upward trend from 1900 
to 1930 was more rapid for Connecticut, considering the State as a whole, than 
for any other New England State, and that the rate of increase was least rapid 
for New Hampshire. The trends for the three southern New England States 
are somewhat similar, however, in that they continued upward more rapidly 
than ever following the depression period of 1920 to 1925, whereas the three 
northern New England States failed to recover their former rates of increase in 
the average values of farm land alone per acre. 

The ratios of the average values of land alone per acre to the average values 
of all farm real estate per acre for the period 1900 to 1930, in general, show 
moderate, but steady, decreases throughout the New England States. The 
decreases in the ratios of the average values of land alone per acre to the average 
values of all farm real estate per acre have been compensated by the increases 
in the ratios of the average values of all farm buildings per acre to the average 
values of all farm real estate. Whereas in 1900 the ratio of the former were 
generally the larger percentages, in 1930 the latter ratios were generally the 
larger of the two percentages. 
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TABLE 14.-AVERAGE VALUE AND INDEX NUMBER OF FARM LAND (EXCLUD­
ING BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, Bf STATES AND COUNTIES: 
1900 TO 1930 

STATE AND COUNTY 
AVERAGE VALUE PER ACRE 

1930 1925 1920 1910 
NEW ENGLAND _____ $30.87 $26.10 $2B. 7S $19. SB 

-------------Kaine __________________ 20. 81 18. 89 21.09 lS. 7S 
Androscoggin _______ ---- ___ 18.68 20.41 18. 70 13.32 
Aroostook_---------- ______ 47. 78 42.33 50.04 29.15 Cumberland _______________ 27.59 25.02 25.38 19. 06 Franklin __________________ 12.28 13. 97 13. 56 8. 37 Hancock ___________________ 14. 56 11. 00 18.12 9.50 Kennebec _________ ------ ___ 14.46 15.48 16. 53 13. 01 Knox _____ ------ ___________ 16. 08 14.80 16. 52 14.05 
Lincoln ___ -- ________ -- -- ___ 10.93 11.88 14.60 9. 70 Oxford ____________ ------- __ 14. 20 13. 54 13. 69 9.16 Penobscot _________________ 12. 28 13.18 15.19 10. 81 Piscataquis ________________ 11. 01 11. 83 12.50 9. 01 Sagadahoc _________________ 11.87 11.86 14. 93 11. 92 
Somerset__---------------- 12. 14 12. 60 12. 33 8.97 
Waldo ______ -- -- ---- ------ - 9. 31 9.04 10. 26 8. 41 
Washington ______ ------ -- _ 11. 00 10.07 11. 55 7. 07 
York_.----------------- ___ 23.43 24.94 24.23 18.20 

New Hampshire _______ 16. 42 18.46 lB. 21 13. 70 

Belknap ______ -------- --- -_ 17.47 14. 01 17. 83 14. 75 
Carroll-_--------------- -- _ 15.97 15.65 21. 36 11. 50 
Cheshire __________ --------_ 18.35 17.09 20. 73 14.82 Coos _______________________ 13. 76 13.64 14.56 10. 59 
Grafton __________ ------- ___ 13. 70 13.19 14.65 10. 31 Hillsborough ______________ 19.94 18.56 20. 23 16.15 
Merrimack_-------- -- ---- _ 14. 71 15. 08 17. 22 14. 13 
Rorklngham ________ ------ _ 23. 37 24.89 25. 73 20.97 
Strafford _________ ------ ___ 17. 81 18. 63 17.90 14. 37 Sullivan __________ ------ ___ 12. 03 14. 79 13.90 10. 72 

Vermont _________ -----_ 16. SS 16. 27 19. 68 12. 52 ,_ ---------Addison ____________ ------. 18. 74 16. 91 22. 76 16. 71 
Bennington ____ ----------- 19.59 16. 74 16. 92 12. 55 
Caledonia __ --- -------- ____ 15. 10 16. 52 18. 52 11. 58 
Chittenden ______ ---------. it~· 23.35 31.30 18. 70 
Essex _____ ---- __ ---------- - 12.89 12.80 7.41 
Franklin ... _-------------- 22.38 23.42 31. 85 17. 91 Grand Isle _________________ 43.22 37. 52 45.31 32. 28 
Lamoille ________ -- ---- --- - - 13. 43 14. 57 18.90 10.49 
Orange_. ___ ----------- --- - 10.98 10. 74 12.84 8. 53 
Orleans ________ -----------. 16. 53 18. 76 23. 96 11. 95 
Rutland ________ ----------_ 15.40 13. 61 15. 06 11. 81 
Washington __ ------------ - 14. 84 16.19 18.15 11. 66 
Windham_. __ .------ .. __ ._ 12.80 12. 54 13. 66 9.89 
Windsor _________ ------ ___ • 12. 21 12. 39 13. 29 9.52 Kasaachusetts __________ 58. 94 48. 64 51. 17 36. 69 
Barnstable_. ____ . ________ . 118. 91 ~ 53. 94 47:"00 Berkshire __________________ 27. 71 22. 83 30. 54 23. 92 
Bristol__ ___________ ------._ 74. 35 54. 89 62.47 37. 69 
Dukes ______ -------. ___ ._ .. 24.25 19. 55 19.18 16. 73 
Essex __ -- ------ ----- ------ - 101. 70 91. 40 111. 20 70.60 
Franklin __ ._-------------- 27. 50 28.20 27. 02 15. 71 
Hampden .. --------------- 44.27 42. 54 39. 37 25. 86 
Hampshire __ ------- _______ 37. 90 39. 10 36.17 19. 80 Middlesex_ _____ ... ________ 112. 14 79. 57 76. 75 55. 36 Nantucket_ ___________ .. ___ 72.84 17. 68 21. 47 14. 43 Norfolk ____________________ 137. 84 95.26 129. 18 88.11 
Plymouth. _________ •• ----. 122. 62 79. 25 80. 64 56. 44 Suffolk ___________________ . 1, 302. 23 1,434. 47 912. 03 1,178.35 Worcester _________________ 42. 75 36. 67 36.40 27.58 Rhode Island ___________ 59. 47 43. 83 43. 75 33. 86 
BristoL ______ -- __ -- -- -. ------------~ 152. 15 124. 20 130. 50 
Kent _____ ----. --- . -- . --- .. 48.84 46. 00 36.08 24. 36 
Newport. ______ ----------- 124. 82 83. 34 95. 65 83. 91 Providence _______________ . 60.09 41. 95 42. 74 36. 52 
Washington __ ------------. 28. 31 22. 57 22.49 15. 63 

Connecticut __ ... ____ ... 76. 38 49. 85 53. 23 33. 03 
Fairfield _______ ._. ___ . ____ . ------------

284. 21 122. 64 138.81 86. 35 Hartford ____________ ------. 104. 92 84. 41 88. 76 44. 71 Litchfield ..... ____ . ________ 43.03 26. 26 27. 74 20. 87 Middlesex _____ --- ____ .. ___ 41. 61 ul 34. 94 20. 78 New Haven _______________ 99. 92 67. 33 69.07 40. 51 New London ______________ 33. 09 24.81 23. 55 16. 61 Tolland ___________________ . 31. 11 28.94 27. 08 15. 65 Windham _________________ 22.16 19. 55 19. 44 15. i2 

130057-33---4 

1900 

$1S. 79 
---

7. SS 

11.20 
8. 65 

13.14 
4. 51 
6. 50 
9. 69 
9.64 
7. 39 
5.81 
6. 77 
5.00 
8.47 
5.34 
6.10 
4.95 

13.24 
9. BS 

9.92 
7.05 
9.53 
7. 55 
7. 36 

12.55 
10. 01 
16.99 
12. 63 
6. 60 
9. 70 ---

13. 23 
9. 62 
8.20 

16. 53 
5.66 

14.49 
24.95 

7.12 
6.50 
8. 89 

11. 08 
9.08 
7.13 
6.52 

27. 62 

23. 63 
16.86 
29. 57 
12.38 
52. 54 
12. 41 
16.52 
15. 33 
57. 75 
17. 28 
58. 31 
26.98 

813. 67 
23.46 
29.46 ---
68. 23 
18. 39 
63.11 
36. 61 
14. 88 
22. 68 ---
47. 35 
32. 31 
15.10 
17. 92 
29. 71 
14. 33 
11. 57 
12. 29 

INDEX NUMBER OF THE AVER-
AGE VALUE PER ACRE 

(1910 be.se=lOO per cent) 
1930 1925 

159 1S5 
----

150 138 

140 Hi3 
164 145 
145 131 
147 167 
153 116 
111 119 
114 105 
113 122 
155 148 
114 122 
122 131 
100 99 
135 140 
111 107 
156 142 
129 137 
120 120 

1i8" 95 
139 136 
124 115 
130 129 
133 128 
123 115 
104 107 
111 119 
124 130 
112 138 
lSO 130 ----
112 101 
156 133 
130 143 
125 125 
159 174 
125 131 
134 116 
128 139 
129 126 
138 157 
130 115 
127 139 
129 127 
128 130 
161 127 

253 134 
116 95 
197 146 
145 117 
144 129 
175 180 
171 165 
191 197 
203 144 
505 123 
156 108 
217 140 
111 122 
155 133 
176 29 ----
157 128 
200 1R9 
149 99 
165 115 
181 144 
2Sl 151 ----
329 142 
235 189 
206 126 
200 157 
247 166 
199 149 
199 185 
141 124 

1920 1910 

148 100 
----

164 100 

140 100 
172 100 
133 100 
162 100 
191 100 
127 100 
118 100 
151 100 
149 100 
141 100 
139 100 
125 100 
137 100 
122 100 
163 100 
133 100 
lSS 100 

121 100 
186 100 
140 100 
137 100 
142 100 
125 100 
122 100 
123 100 
125 100 
130 100 
158 100 ----
136 100 
135 100 
160 100 
167 100 
173 100 
178 100 
140 100 
180 100 
151 100 
201 100 
128 100 
156 100 
138 100 
140 100 
139 100 

ll5 100 
128 100 
166 100 
115 100 
158 100 
172 100 
152 100 
183 100 
139 100 
149 100 
147 100 
143 100 
77 100 

132 100 
129 100 ----
134 100 
148 100 
114 100 
117 100 
144 100 
161 100 
----

161 100 
199 100 
133 100 
168 100 
171 100 
142 100 
173 100 
124 100 

1900 

71 
--

67 

85 
30 
69 
54 
68 
74 
69 
76 
63 
63 
55 
71 
60 
73 
70 
73 
72 

67 
61 
64 
71 
71 
78 
71 
81 
88 
62 
77 --79 
77 
71 
88 
76 
81 
77 
68 
76 
74 
94 
78 
72 
68 
75 

"'"""SO 
70 
78 
74 
74 
79 
64 
77 

104 
120 
66 
48 
69 
85 
87 --

1 

7 0 
75 
75 
00 
95 
69 

5 5 
2 
2 

7 
7 
86 
73 
86 
74 
7 8 
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TABLE lo.-RATIO OF THE AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM BUILDINGS AND 
. LAND ALONE, 1900 TO 1930, AND OF IMPLEMENTS AND MACHINERY, 1850 TO 

1930, PER ACRE, TO THE AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND 
AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

STATE AND COUNTY 

lll'BW Blll'GLAlll'D. 

Kaine .... _ ••• _ •• 
Androscoggin._ • _ ••• 
Aroostook .••.•.••••• 
Cumberland.--··---
Franklin .••••••••••• 
Hancock-----·-···-· 
Kennebec •••••.••••• 
Knox ••....••••.•.••• 
Lincoln ••.••...••••• 
Oxford ••.•••••••••.. 
Penobscot •.•• --~: ••• 
Piscataquis •• ----·-· 
Sagadahoc ••.•.•.... 
Somerset ••...•••••.. 
Waldo ••.. ------··--
Washington •.•.. ----
York.----·------··--

lll'ew Hampshire. 

~=)~~~~:::::::::: 
Cheshire ••••.•..••.• 
Coos ...••• -·-· -••••• 
Gre.fton •.•.•••....•• 
Hillsborough._ •• ___ • 
Merrimack----··----Rockingham ________ 
Strafford •• ____ ··---_ 
Sullivan ...• -- -------

Vermont •...•.••• 

Addison •. ------·---Bennington _________ 
Caledonia ___________ 
Chittenden.-------· 
Essex._----------··· 
Franklin. ----· -- --- -
Grand Isle .•.•••.... 
Lamoille ____________ 
Orange .•. ----·------
Orleans.---·-··-----
Rutland._-·-··----· 
Washington-------·-
Windham .•••.•.•••. 
Windsor ..•••.•..... 

lllassacbusetta •.. 
Barnstable.--·------
Berkshire •....•••.. -
Bristol .•• _------·-·-
Dukes_---··--------
Essex. - ------------· 
Franklin-----·-·---· 
Hampden ...••••.•.. 
HamRshire __________ 
Mldd esex __________ 
Nantucket. ...•••••• 
Norfolk.-----------· Plymouth ___________ 
Suffolk _________ , •••• 
Worcester-----------Rhode lBl&nd ____ 

Bristol .•.••.•...•••• 
Kent---··-------··-· 
New~rt---------··-Providence __________ 
Washington .....•••. 

Connecticut ..•. _ 
Fairfield._------- ___ 
Hartford _________ ••• 
Litchfield ___________ 
Middlesex .. --------
New Haven .••..••.• 

ew London ......•• N 

w 
Tolland •..•••••••••• lndham ___________ 

RATIO or ALL BUILD· 
INGS TO ALL r ARK 
REAL ESTATE 

g ... g 5 ~ .. 
~ ~ ~ 

- - - -
63 64 47 47 48 

- - - -
61 61 44 48 49 

00 58 51 52 51 
38 39 32 30 38 
58 57 50 49 49 
65 48 45 48 49 
65 69 47 li3 li2 
62 59 64 li3 51 
61 60 51 52 li3 
65 61 51 64 53 
52 51 46 47 49 
60 li5 50 51 52 
53 52 46 48 51 
62 58 53 52 62 
66 li2 48 49 51 
60 58 54 li3 52 
48 li5 50 53 50 
55 51 45 48 46 
58 67 47 48 48 

54 56 48 45 48 
56 55 39 49 47 
59 58 47 44 50 
55 51 48 49 47 
55 54 45 48 49 
60 61 50 50 49 
58 56 45 46 48 
62 61 52 52 62 
64 60 50 50 51 
59 48 47 46 50 
58 68 48 48 46 

55 54 49 43 42 
60 51 54 51 45 
li5 51 49 47 48 
56 52 44 49 43 
64 45 47 48 46 
li3 50 42 45 40 
51 50 45 43 39 
li5 53 46 49 47 
57 56 50 51 49 
56 53 44 48 44 
58 61 li3 50 45· 
58 56 51 49 44 
55 54 48 46 47 
61 54 52 li3 51 
66 67 48 48 46 

48 58 47 42 48 
57 58 46 44 45 
66 59 49 51 51 
43 51 42 42 43 
li5 52 49 45 42 
57 54 49 49 48 
53 55 47 47 48 
59 58 51 51 51 
55 58 53 48 43 
49 62 48 49 41 
59 59 47 45 44 
43 53 43 42 li3 
28 3li 18 15 22 
66 58 60 46 45 
62 61 46 48 42 

44 51 46 43 48 
58 55 47 52 49 
43 46 39 44 41 
54 51 48 45 39 
66 66 47 49 44 
60 66 47 48 48 - - - - -
40 47 39 42 42 
52 57 50 52 49 
54 60 61 50 47 
59 62 49 54 47 
47 47 42 45 44 
54 60 52 49 47 
61 60 53 li3 51 
64 62 66 60 52 

RATIO or LAND ALONE 
TO ALL rARM REAL 
ESTATE 

! ... ! !:: ~ .. 
~ ~ 

- - - - -
47 48 68 63 64 

49 49 68 54 51 

40 
,_ 

49 48 To" 42 
62 61 68 70 62 
42 43 50 51 51 
45 52 li5 li2 51 
45 41 li3 47 48 
38 41 46 47 49 
39 40 49 48 47 
3li 39 49 46 47 
48 49 64 53 51 
40 45 50 49 48 
47 48 54 52 49 
38 42 47 48 48 
44 48 52 51 49 
40 42 46 47 48 
52 45 60 47 60 
45 49 li5 52 53 
42 48 58 62 51 

46 44 52 55 52 
44 46 61 50 li3 
41 42 53 56 50 
45 49 52 51 53 
46 46 55 52 51 
40 39 50 50 51 
42 44 55 54 52 
38 39 48 48 48 
36 40 50 50 49 
41 52 53 64 60 
44 47 62 62 66 

45 - - - -
46 51 57 58 

40 49 46 49 55 
45 49 51 53 52 
44 48 56 51 67 
46 li5 53 52 54 
47 50 58 55 60 
49 60 66 57 61 
46 47 54 51 53 
43 44 60 49 51 
44 47 56 52 56 
42 39 47 50 66 
42 44 49 51 56 
45 46 52 54 53 
39 46 48 47 49 
46 43 69 64 66 

52 42 5a 58 52 
43 42 54 56 55 
44 41 51 49 49 
57 49 58 58 57 
45 48 51 65 58 
43 46 51 60 li2 
47 45 53 53 52 
41 42 49 49 49 
46 42 47 52 57 
51 38 52 51 59 
41 41 63 55 66 
57 47 57 58 47 
72 65 82 85 78 
44 42 50 54 55 
48 49 66 54 I 68 

56 49 54 5752 
42 45 53 48 51 
57 54 61 56 59 
46 49 62 55 61 
44 44 53 51 56 
60 46 68 52 64 - - - - -
60 53 61 58 58 
48 43 50 48 51 
46 40 49 60 53 
41 38 51 46 53 
53 63 58 55 56 
46 40 48 51 153 39 40 47 47 49 
36 38 44 50 48 

RATIO O:r IMPLEMENTS AND MACHIN• 
ERY TO ALL rARM REAL ESTATE 

0 ... ! 5 ~ ~ 2 ~ sis .. !! ~ = = :s ~ - - - - - -- - --
10. 9 10 7 7 6 4 4 8 8 

- - '= - - = = - = -= 
16 lll 18 8 9 8 6 6 4 4 

12 To" 8 65 '3 T -12 15 
16 13 13 9 12 6 7 7 8 "6 
10 9 11 7 7 Ii 4 4 3 3 
15 12 13 8 9 6 6 Ii 6 6 
13 11 9 8 9 5 4 4 3 Ii 
14 12 13 9 8 Ii Ii 4 4 4 
11 11 12 8 8 7 4 Ii Ii ·4 12 11 11 9 9 6 5 5 3 
13 12 15 9 8 6 4 4 5 4 
18 15 16 11 11 7 6 5 6 6 
20 16 16 12 11 7 7 8 6 6 
13 12 14 10 9 5 7 5 3 --16 13 14 10 10 6 5 5 6 6 
19 16 17 12 11 6 6 7 5 5 
14 14 13 11 11 7 5 5 4 4 
11 11 10 6 7 4 3 4 2 3 
12 10 11 7 7 6 4 4 4 4 ,_ 

I-
,_ ,_ ..... 

12 12 11 7 8 6 4 4 3 3 
8 10 8 7 7 5 4 4 5 6 
8 8 10 6 7 6 4 5 4 4 

14 13 13 8 8 6 4 5 6 7 
14 14 12 8 9 6 5 6 5 6 
11 11 11 7 7 6 4 5 4 4 
11 10 11 7 7 6 4 4 4 4 
10 7 g 6 7 4 4 3 3 4 
11 11 10 8 7 5 4 4 3 3 
15 11 12 7 9 6 5 5 12 4 
14 18 18 8 9 8 4 4 4 4 

14' 14 13 7 7 5 3 3 2 3 
10 12 10 7 6 5 4 3 4 4 
15 14 14 10 13 8 5 5 6 7 
12 12 12 7 7 5 4 3 3 4 
15 14 16 11 10 6 5 6 6 8 
13 10 10 8 8 6 4 3 4 Ii 
11 9 9 5 6 4 3 3 3 3 
16 14 14 12 12 8 6 4 6 6 
17 15 18 12 12 8 5 3 5 6 
16 14 14 12 13 7 5 4 4 6 
14 14 13 8 7 5 4 4 4 3 
16 14 15 10 10 7 5 5 4 4 
14 13 15 10 10 7 5 5 4 4 
15 15 15 10 10 6 5 5 4 4 
7 7 8 8 8 6 4 4 8 8 _,_ 

6 >- ,_ 
6 7 7 5 7 4 4 4 5 
8 7 7 5 5 4 3 4 3 3 
8 7 8 6 6 4 4 5 3 3 
6 5 7 6 5 4 2 3 2 2 
6 6 5 5 6 5 4 4 3 3 

10 8 11 8 8 6 5 4 3 3 
7 6 8 6 7 5 4 4 4 3 
8 8 10 8 7 6 4 4 4 4 
7 7 8 6 5 5 3 6 4 3 
7 16 8 11 7 6 g 9 7 5 
6 6 5 4 5 4 3 4 2 2 
6 6 7 6 3 4 3 4 2 3 
3 4 3 3 2 2 1 2 2 2 
8 6 9 7 6 5 4 4 3 3 
8 7 9 8 6 4 8 4 3 8 

7 4 7 5 Ii 4 3 4 '54 
9 5 8 5 6 5 5 4 3 3 
7 6 9 7 4 3 3 3 2 2 
8 8 10 6 6 5 4 3 3 3 

10 11 10 7 5 5 4 4 3 3 
5 8 7 5 6 s 3 s 8 3 

- - - - - >- - ,_ --
2 4 5 3 4 2 2 2 2 2 
6 6 7 5 5 4 3 3 3 3 
7 7 8 5 5 3 2 3 3 3 
7 6 6 5 6 3 3 3 2 3 
7 7 7 6 5 3 3 2 2 3 
7 7 9 6 5 4 4 3 3 2 
8 8 10 7 7 4 4 4 4 4 
8 9 9 7 7 4 3 4 3 3 



NEW ENGLAND FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES, 1850-1930 51 

The trends in the average values of' farm implements and machinery, as shown 
by the ratios presented in Table 15, indicate the gradual increase in the im­
portance of implements and machinery in relation to the value of all farm real 

OOUARI 

c=:J. NO ,. ....... llUOf!TINO 

ra u•oot 20 

11111 20 TO 80 

~ 90 TO 120 

111111 t2IJ AND OVU 

FIGURE 8.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM LAND (EXCLUDING BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, RY MINOR 

CIVIL DIVISIONS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

estate during period 1850 to 1930. This increase in importance is more notice­
able among the States of Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont, than among 
the three States of southern New England. 
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Changes in the value or farm implements and machinery: 1850 to 1930.-The 
development and wider use of implements and machinery in agricultural opera­
tions is generally considered to have had an important effect upon the type 
of agriculture, farm income, and upon the value of certain classes of farm land. 
The average values of farm implements and machinery per acre for New Eng­
land, by States and counties, for the census years 1920, 1925, and 1930, together 
with the percentages of increase (or decrease) from 1925 to 1930, and from 
1920 to 1930, are shown in Table 10. The ratios of the average values of farm 
implements and machinery per acre to the average v·alues of all farm real estate 
per acre for each census year, including 1925, are presented in Table 15. 

The average values of implements and machinery, as computed for the 
three census years, 1920, 1925, and 1930, show that higher averages prevailed 
in the three southern States of New England. The highest average value of 
implements and machinery per acre in 1930 among all counties in New England 
(excluding Suffolk County, Mass.), was found for Norfolk County, Mass. 
In general, the average values were highest in those regions of high agricultural 
development and production, and for those counties including, or adjacent to, 
large industrial areas. With but few exceptions, the average values of farm 
implements and machinery have increased, particularly during the period 1925 
to 1930, in all counties throughout New England, and have increased at a fairly 
uniform rate in all States except Vermont. The rate of increase from 1920 
to 1930 for Vermont, 6.4 per cent, was the lowest increase found among the 
six New England States. 

Changes in.the number or farms: 1850 to 1930.-The changes in the number 
of farms serve as a rough index of the change.a in the intensity of agricultural 
activity, as well as an indication of the changes in the type of farming. In order 
to show the changes in the number of farms from 1850 to 1930 in such a way 
as to show the relationship of these changes to the changes in agricultural 
activity, the average number of farms per square mile were computed for New 
England, and presented by States and counties in Table 16. Index numbers 
of the number of farms per square mile from 1850 to 1930 are found in Table 
17, for each State and county. The index numbers were computed both with 
the average number of farms per square mile for the census year 1910 used 
as the base (equal to 100 per cent) and with the average number of farms per 
square mile for New England as a whole. The dot map (fig. 9) shows the 
geographic distribution of farms in New England as enumerated at the census 
of 1930. 

A gradual increase throughout New England in the number of farms per 
square mile from 1850 to about 1890 or 1900, followed by a more rapid decrease 
from 1900 to 1930, is the significant fact shown by the data in Table 16. 
The changes in the average size of farms throughout New England and the 
geographic variation in the size of farms are indicated by the index numbers 
or the average number of farms per square mile computed on the basis of the 
average number for New England, as a whole, equal to 100 per cent. 
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TABLE 16.-NUMBER OF FARMS PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY 
STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 . 

STATB AND COUNTY 1930 1916 1920 1910 1900 1880 1880 1870 1880 1850 ___________ , ___ --------------------------
NBW BllGLAND......... ll. 0 ll. 8 ll. 6 8. 0 8. 1 9. 1 9. 9 ll. 8 8. 0 ll. 7 

Kaine •• -------------------- - 1. 9 1. 7 1. 9 2. 0 2. 0 2. 1 2. 2 ll. 0 1. 8 1. 8 
Androscoggin l _________________ 5:T """6:9 """T9 ---o.6---s:T-U ~ "6:6 li:T (I~ 
Arooatookl ••••••••••••••••••••• 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.0 (I) (l) (1) (1 
Cumberland 1.................. 2. 6 4. 0 4. 4 6. 0 6. 0 6. 3 6. 3 7. 0 6. 4 (I 
Fnmklln....................... 0. 9 1.1 1. O 1. 3 1. 4 1. 4 1. 4 1. 6 1. 6 1. 4 
Hancock 1...................... 0. 9 1. 8 1. 6 2. 2 1. 8 2. 6 2. 7 1. 9 2. 0 1. 6 
Xemlebecl..................... 4.1 6.1 5.1 6. 8 6. 3 6. 0 6. 2 (I) (1) (1! 
Knox 1------------------------- 6.1 6. o 4.1 6. 2 6. o 6. o 7. o 6. 2 6. o (1 
Linooln 1----------------------- 4.1 6. 3 4. 4 6. 9 6.1 6. 7 7. O 7. o 6. 2 (1 
Oxford 1........................ 1. 4 1. 6 1. 6 2. 0 2. 2 2. 2 2. 4 2. 5 2. 3 (I 
Penobscot!_____________________ 1. 2 1. 6 1. 6 2. 0 1. 9 2. 1 (1) (1) (1) (1 
Piscataquis.................... 0. 2 0. 4 0. 4 0. 5 O. 6 0. 6 0. 6 0. 6 0. 5 0. 6 
Sagadahoc 1-------------------- 3. 3 4. 3 3. 4 5. o 6. O 4. 9 6. 3 6. 3 6. 3 (1) 
Somerset----------------------- 0. 8 1. O 1. O 1. 2 1.1 1. 2 1. 3 1. 3 1. 2 1. 0 
Waldo l_ -----------······------ 3. 6 4. 4 4. 6 6. 0 6.1 6. 7 5. 9 (1) (1) (1) 
Washlngton 1................... 0. 6 1.1 1. 0 1. 2 0. 8 1. O (1) (1) (1) (1) 
York--------------------------- 2. 2 3. 8 3. 4 4. 9 5.1 6. 6 6.1 6. 4 6. 4 6.1 

Bew llampllhire............ 1. 7 2. 8 2. 8 3. O 8. 2 8. 2 8. 8 8. 8 8. 4 9. ll 

Belknap ______ - ---- ----·--------1.9 ---a:4°---a:4° ---U- --U- ---U- """T9 ---U-~ -n:-i 
Carroll •• ----------------------- 1. O 1. 5 1. 6 2.1 2. 5 2. 5 2. 9 3. 1 2. 7 2. 9 
Cheshire------------------------ 1. 5 2. 6 2. 2 a 2 3. 7 a 6 a 9 3. 8 a 8 a. 9 
Coos •• ·--------------------·-·-- 0. 7 O. 8 0. 8 1. 0 1.1 1.1 1.1 1. 0 0. 8 0. 8 
Grafton 1----------------------· 1. 2 1. 6 1. 7 2. 2 2. 4 2. 6 2. 8 (1) (1) (1) 
Hillsborough___________________ 2. 3 3. 3 2. 9 4. O 4. 6 4. 3 3. 3 4. O 4. 4 4.1 
Merrimack 1____________________ 2.1 3. O 3. O 4.1 4. 2 4. 3 4. 7 (1) (I) (1) 
Rockingham____________________ 3. 6 5. 4 6. 0 6. 3 6.1 6. 4 7. 6 6. O 6. 9 6. 6 
Staftord.----------------------- 2. 6 4. O 3. 7 4. 8 6. 8 4. 7 8. O 4. 3 6. 6 4. 9 
Sullivan.. ••• -------------------- 2. 6 2. 7 2. 7 3. 4 3. 5 3. 9 I 4. 4 4. 4 4. 3 4. 0 

Verlllllld.-.-----···--··--- a 7 a. o 8. ll 8. B a. e 9. e 8. e a. 7 8. 6 3. 8 

Addison •• ----------------------~ ---aO"---a:T" 3:6 3:6 3:6-U-U-a:a- ---S:O 
Bennington. ••••••••••••••••••• ~ 1. 4 2. O 2. l 2. 6 2. 6 2. 6 2. 6 2. 2 2. 3 2.1 
Caledonia 1..................... 3. 4 3. 4 3. 7 4. 3 4. 2 (1) (1) (1) (l) (1) 
Chittenden ••• ~----------------- 3. 4 3. 7 3. 7 4.1 3. 9 4.1 4. 3 3. 8 3. 8 3. 6 
EsseL ... --------------········· 0. 9 1. 2 1.1 1. 3 1. 4 1. 4 1. 2 1.1 1.1 0. 9 Franklin_______________________ 3. 6 3. 6 3. 7 4. l 4. 0 3. 7 4. 0 3. 7 3. 8 3. 3 

Grand Isle------··-------------- 6. 2 6. O 6. 0 6. 6 6. 0 5. 6 6.1 3. 8 3. 9 4.1 
Lamoille........................ 3. 3 3. 3 3. 7 3. 7 3. 7 3. 8 4. o 3. 7 3. 6 2. 6 Orange_________________________ 3. 4 3. 9 4. 0 4. 5 4. 7 4. 3 5.1 5. 0 4. 6 4. 0 
Orleans_________________________ 3. 4 3. 5 3. 7 4.1 4. 3 4. 2 4. 2 4. 3 3. 5 3. 0 
Rutland------------------------ 2. 4 2. 8 2. 9 3.1 3. 2 3.1 3. 4 3. 1 3. 1 2. 9 
Washlngton 1___________________ 3. O 3. 3 3. 6 3. 9 4. o (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Windh&DL.-------··-------·---- 2.1 2. 6 2. 6 3. 2 3. 5 3. 6 4.1 4. o 4. O 4. 2 
Windsor________________________ 2. 8 3. 3 3. 4 4. O 4. O 4. O 4. 7 4. 4 4. 2 4. 6 

Xa•aolnueas.............. 9.1 4. B 4. o 4. B 4. 7 4..S 4. 8 9. s 4. 4 4.1 
BarnstabJe _____________________ --.:2 l.9 -U----al---aO" ---i:8 -2:4-----o.:i" ---a3 ----i:-9 
Berkshire________________________ 1. 7 2. 8 2. 4 3.1 3. 6 3. 5 3. 9 2. 7 3. 2 3. 0 
Brlstoll........................ 5. 4 5. 4 6. 6 6. 4 6.1 6. O 4. 8 3. 5 (1) (1) 
Dukes •• ·----------·------------ 0. 6 1. l 1. 4 1. 3 2. 0 2. 4 2. 5 1. 4 2. 4 2. 6 
Essex 1------------------------- 4. 1 4. 6 6. O 5. 8 6. 9 5. O 5. 7 4. 5 5. 4 (1) 
Franklin_______________________ 3. 9 4. 5 4. O 4. 5 4. 7 4. 3 4. 7 4. 1 4. 3 3. 6 
Hampden 1--------------------- 2. 8 3. 9 3. 3 4. 4 4.1 4.1 4. 8 3. 7 3. 9 4.1 
Hampshire• 1 4.4 5.4 6.1 5.0 6.0 4.9 5.3 4.9 4.8 5.1 
Middleselt 1.:::::::::::::::::::: 4. 2 5. 5 6. 3 6. 4 6. 0 (1) (1) (') (1) (1) 
Nan~ucket______________________ O. 6 O. 6 O. 5 O. 5 1.1 0. 7 1. 7 1. 7 2. 4 1.1 
Norfolk l •••••••• ·--------------- 2. 8 3. 3 3. 5 6. 4 6. 4 4. 4 4. 6 (1) (1) (1) 
Plymouth .• -----·---------·---- 2. 6 3. 9 3. 2 3. 7 3. 8 3. O 4. 5 1. 8 4.1 3. 6 
Suftolk l________________________ o. 5 0. 3 I. 3 I. 8 3. 2 (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Worcester 1--------------------- 3.2 4.6 3.9 4.8 4.9 4.6 5.3 3.3 (1) (1) 

Rhode Island............... 3. 1 9. 7 8. 8 6. 0 6. 2 6.1 6. 8 6. O 6. 1 6. 0 
BrlstoL. .•..•.•.. ------------ -- -o:o'° --s:9° """""9.i) ----g:s 3:6--S:S 11.7 -s.l li2 --s.i 
Kent--------------------------- 3. 4 2. 6 2. 5 3. 7 4. 4 5. O 4. 4 5.1 4. 7 4. Q 
N~----------------------- 5. 5 7. 9 7. 2 8. 8 8. 2 8. 7 8. 6 6. 6 8. 5 9. 0 
Providence l____________________ 3.1 3. 6 3. 8 5. 1 5. 3 4. 6 6. O 5. 4 (1) (1) 
Washington____________________ 1.9 2.5 3.0 3.8 4.0 4.4 5.0 3. 7 3.9 4.0 

Connecticut •• _______ .---- __ 9.6 4.8 4.7 6. 8 5.tt 5. 6 8.9 5.3 6. 2 4. 7 
Fairfield ________________________ """3.3-U 6.1"""7:-37:5---:;:;;-3:6 6.l--o:-7~ 
Hartford________________________ 5. 1 6. 4 6. 4 7.1 7. 0 6. 5 7. 6 6. 4 5. 5 5. 3 
Litchfield_______________________ 2. 4 3. 7 3. 3 4.1 4. 5 4. 5 5.1 4. 2 3. 9 3. 9 
Middlesex______________________ 3. 4 5. 0 3. 8 5. o 4. 8 5. 4 6. 4 5. o 5. 8 5. 5 
NewHaven ____________________ 3.6 4.6 4.5 6.2 5.8 5.5 6.5 5.7 6.2 4.6 
New London l__________________ 3. 5 4. 3 4. 2 4. 6 4. 6 4. 2 (1) (1) (t) (1) 
Tolland l_______________________ 3. 8 4. 9 4. 9 5. 3 5. 2 5.1 (1) (') (1) (1) 
Windham 1--------------------- 3. 8 4. 5 4. 4 4. 7 5.1 5. O (1) (1) (1) (1) 

1 For changes in oounty boundaries, see p. 96, 
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TABLE 17.-INDEX NUMBER AND MEASUREMENT OF THE CHANGES IN GEOGRAPHIC 
DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

INDll:X NUKBll:B lllll:ASURll:lolll:NT or CHANGll:S IN 

(1910 bese-100 per cent) Gll:OGRAPBIC DISTRIBUTION 
BTATll: AND COUNTY (New England bese=lOO per cent) 

~ ! ~ ::I ~ !Ii ~ s s I ! !· ! I ! ! ! ; s 
:?l .:::!....j.::!... ~=~ !!l 

JJBW DGLAJJD ____________ 87 87 88100 103 108 UC 97100 IKl 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Kaine_------------------------ 86 86 ""iii 100 100 106 110 100 96 8G 86 ti6 84 6'1 85 8s 87 69 ea 6i 
Androscoggin! ____________________ Ts 91 76 IOO 98 96 iOO 102 94 (ij 265 'OT 196 1117 :ii6 200 197 228 2ii3 (1~ Aroostook __ ------ _________________ 91 91 91 100 100 91 (I) (I) (1) (I) 50 38 40 37 35 a2 (I) (1) (') (1 

Cumberland 1_ -------------------- 43 6'1 73 UJO 100 106 106 117 90 (I) 1:.0 154 176 200 194 200 191 241 180 (I) 
Franklin, - - - - --- - - - - - - -- - - -- -- - - - - 69 86 77 100 108 108 108 123 123 108 46 42 40 43 46 46 42 65 63 52 
Hancock! _________________________ 41 82 73 100 82 118 12a 86 91 \I) 46 69 64 73 58184 82 66 67 66 
Kennebec 1_ -·--------------------- 71 88 88 100 109 100 107 (I) (I) (I) 206 196 204 193 200194 188 (I) (I) (') 
Knox 1-·--------------------------- 82 81 66 100 97 97 113 84 81 (I) 265 192 164 207 194194 212 179 167 (1~ 
Lincoln 1_ ------------------------- 69 90 75 100 103 114 119 119 105 (I) 205 204 176 197 197 216 212 241 207 (I 
Oxford 1----·---------------------- 70 75 80 100 110 110 120 125 115 (I) 70 58 64 67 71 71 73 86 77 (I) 
Penobscot 1 ________________________ 60 80 80 100 95 105 (1) (I) (1) (') 60 62 64 67 61 68 (I) (1) (I) (') 
Piscataquis _______ .---- - - - - - -- - - - - - 40 80 80 100 100 120 120 100 100 100 10 15 16 17 16 19 18 17 17 19 
Sagadahoc!----·------------------- 66 86 68 100 100 98 106 106 106 (I) 165 165 136 167 161158 161 183 177 (1) 
Somerset.----------------------- -- 6'1 83 83 100 92 100 108 108 100 83 40 38 40 40 35 39 39 46 40 37 
Waldo .1 ___ ------------·--- _ ------- 70 88 90 100 102 114 118 (I) (I) (') 175 169 180 167 165184 179 (1) (1) (') 
Washington 1 ______________________ liO 92 83 100 67 83 (1) (I) (1) (I) 30 42 40 40 26 a2 (1) (1) (1) (I) 
York __ ---- __ • ___ ----- _____ . _______ 46 78 69 100 104 114 104 110 110 104 110 146 136 163 165 181 155 186 180 189 

!few Hampehire _______________ 67 77 77 100 107 107 120 110 113 107 86 88 92 100 103 103 109 114 113 118 

Belknap __ - -- ---- -- ---- -- -- ----_ -__ 42 76 76 100 104 96 109 100 111 136 95 131 i3ii 150 152 139 148 iM 16'1 226 
Carroll_------------------- ________ 48 71 76 100 119 119 138 148 129 138 50 58 64 70 81 81 88 107 90 107 
Cheshire ___________________________ 47 78 69 100 116 113 122 119 119 122 75 96 88 107 119 116 118 131 127 144 Coos _______________________________ 70 80 80 100 110 110 110 100 80 80 35 31 32 33 35 35 33 34 27 30 
Grafton 1_ ------------------------- 55 73 77 100 109 114 127 (1) (1) (1) 60 62 68 73 77 81 85 (') (1) (') 
Hillsborough_------------- ________ 58 83 73 100 115 108 sa 100 110 103 115 127 116 133 148 139 100 138 147 152 Merrimack 1 _______________________ 51 73 73 100 102 105 115 (I) (I) (I) 105 115 120 137 135 139 142 (') (1) (1) 
Rockingham _______________________ 57 86 79 100 97 102 121 95 94 87 180 208 200 210 197 206 230 207 197 204 
Strafford __ ---------------------- __ 52 83 77 100 121 98 167 90 115 102 125 154 148 160 187 152 242 148 183 181 Sullivan. _______________________ . __ 74 79 79 100 103 115 129 129 126 118 125 104 108 113 113 126 133 152 143 148 

V ermoni ________ • ______________ 70 88 88 100 100 100 108 108 87 ~2 135 116 128 120 m 111 118 118 117 121 
Addison. ___ ._ -- -- _________ - -- _____ 76 ""& 86 100 100 97103 103 92 83 i36 fl5 ill ~ 116113 112 128 110 111 Bennington __________________ • ___ •• 54 77 81 100 96 100 96 85 88 81 70 77 84 87 81 84 76 76 77 78 
Caledonls 1------------------------ 79 79 86 100 98 (1) (') (') (1) (1) 170 1a1 148 143 135 (1) (1) (1) (1) (I) 
Chittenden. __ • ____________________ 83 90 90 100 95 100105 95 93 85 170 142 148 137 126132 ll!O 134 127 130 
Essex.. ___ -- -- ---- - -- --- - --- -- -- -- -- 69 92 85 100 108 108 92 85 85 69 45 46 44 43 45 45 36 38 37 33 
Franklin_ - --------------- ----- -- -- 85 85 90 100 98 90 98 90 93 80 175 135 148 137 129119 121 128 127 122 
Grand Isle _________________________ 79 91 91 100 91 85 92 58 59 62 260 231 240 220 194181 185 131 130 152 Lamoille ___________ • _______________ 89 89 100 100 100 103108 100 95 68 165 127 148 123 119123 121 128 117 93 
Orange_----- ____ --------------- ___ 76 87 89 100 104 96113 111 102 89 170 150 160 150 152 la9 155 172 153 148 
Orleans ___ - . ----· ---- -----. -- ------ 83 85 90 100 105 102102 105 85 73 170 1aa 148 la7 1a9135 127 148 117 111 Rutland ___________________________ 77 90 94 llJO 103 100110 100 100 94 120 108 116 l!X> 103100 103 107 103 107 Washington l ______________________ 77 85 92 100 103 (1) (1) (I) (') (I) 150 127 144 130 129 (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Windham_------ ____ -----------. __ 66 81 81 100 109 113128 125 125 1a1 105 100 104 107 1131116 124 138 133 156 Windsor __________________________ . 70 83 85 100 100 100 118 110 105 113 141. 127 136 13;, 129129 142 152 140 167 

Jlaasachuaelta. ---------------- 70 Bl 87 .oo 1t2 ~31t4 72 G6 e1 .co .l2 •. o 1b3 1L2 39 .{6 i14 147 l58 
Blll'DStable- _ ---------------------- 57 90 Si 100 95 86 114 To 110 00 00 73 68 70 65 58 73 14 77 70 
Berkshire ______________ ----------__ 56 90 77 100 116 113 126 87 103 97 85 108 96 103 116 113 118 93 107 111 Bristol I ___________________________ 84 84 103 100 95 94 75 56 (1) (lJ 1270 :.!()8 264 210 197 1114 145 121 (I) (1) 

~~:sj~ = :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::I ~r 85 108 100 154 185 192 108 185 192 ' 30 42 56 43 65 77 76 48 80 93 
79 103 100 102 86 98 78 93 (1) 205 177 240 193 190 161 173 156 180 (1) 

Franklin_------------------------- 87 100 89 100 104 96 104 91 96 80 195 lid 160 150 152 139 142 141 143 133 

1::=~1::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ 89 75 100 93 93 109 84 89 93 140 150 132 147 132 132 146 128 130 152 
108 102 100 120 98 106 98 96 102 220 208 204 167 194 158 161 169 160 189 

Middlesex 1------------------------ 66 86 83 100 94 86 (1) (1) (') (1) 210 212 212 213 194 177 (1) (1) (I) (1) 
Nantucket _________ ------._-------- 100 100 100 100 220 140 340 340 480 220 25 19 20 17 35 23 52 59 80 41 
Norfolk 1_ ------------------------- 52 61 65100 100 81 85 (1) (1) (1) 140 127 140 180 174 142 139 (I) (1) (I) 
Plymouth_-------------------- ____ 70 106 86100 103 81122 49111 97 130 15U 128 123 123 97 136 62 rn1 133 
Suffolk 1--------------------------- 28 17 72100 178 44 (1) (1) (1) {') 25 12 52 60 103 26 (I) (1) (I) (I) 
Worcester 1------------------------ 67 96 81100 102 96110 69 (1) (1) 160 177 156 160 158 148 161 114 (I) (I) 

Bhode lal&lld_ ----------------- 62 74 78 100 104 104 118 100 102 100 166 142 162 167 168 168 176 172 170 186 
BristoL __ •• ___ • __ • ________________ fil 91 92 IOO 87 90 119 83 114 85 aoo a42 a60 327 274 284 355 279 373 307 
Kent._---- --- ---------------. ----. 92 70 68100 119 135 119 138 127 108 170 100 100 123 142 161 133 176 157 148 

~!f3!!c;-.::::::::::::::::::::::: 63 90 82100 93 99 98 75 97 102 275 304 288 293 265 281 261 228 283 333 
61 71 75 100 104 90 118 106 (I) (1) 155 138 152 170 171 148 182 186 (I) (1) 

Washington.------ --- . _ ------- -- -- lit 66 7l 100 105 116 132 97 103 105 95 96 120 127 129 142 152 128 130 148 
Connec&icut. _______________ • ___ e4 86 84 100 100 98 118 90 98 84 180 185 188 187 181 177 191 183 173 174 

Falrlleld •• _. _______ -- _. ___ ---- _____ 46 74 84 100 103 106 116 84 92 68 165 208 244 24ll 242 248 258 210 223 185 
Hartford ___ • - - - - -- __ - _ - - - -- - _ - • -- - - 72 90 90100 99 92 107 90 77 75 255 246 256 237 226 210 230 221 183 196 Litchfield _______ . __________________ 59 90 80100 110 110 124 102 95 95 120 142 132 137 146 146 165 146 130 144 Middlesex _________________________ 68100 76100 96108 128 100 116 110 170 192 152 167 156 174 194 172 193 204 
New Haven_---------------------- 58 74 73100 94 89 105 92100 74 180 177 180 207 187 177 197 197 207 170 
New London 1 _____________________ 76 93 91100 100 91 (1) (I) (') (1) 175165 168 153148135 (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Tolland'-------------------------- 72 92 92100 98 96 (I) (') (1) (1) 190 188 196 177168165 (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Windham! ________________________ 81 96 94100 100106 (1) Ill (1) (1\ .19017:- 176 157165161 (1) (1) (1) (I) 

1 For changes In county boundaries, see p. 96. 
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Changes in the acres or land in farms: 1850 to 1930.-The changes from 1850 to 
1930 in the number of acres of land in farms for New England, by States and coun­
ties, are presented by means of percentages of the approximate land area.in farms. 

FIGURE 9.-NlJJIBER OF FARMS FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

These percentages appear in Table 18. Trends in the number of acres of all land 
in farms for New England, as a whole, are compared with the trends in the average 
value of all farm real estate per acre, and with corresponding trends for the United 
States, as a whole, in Figure 10. The accompanying dot map (fig. 11) shows the 
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distribution of farm land throughout New England as enumerated at the 1930 
Census. 

From "these data and from the chart (fig. 10) it may be observed that since the 
census year 1900, in general, as farm land decreased the average value of all farm 
real estate per acre increased. The decrease, however, in farm land has been 
less rapid than the rate of increase in the average value of farm real estate per 
acre. The trend in the total number of acres of land in farms, and in the per-
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FIGURE 10.-TRRND IN TIIB ACRBS 01' ALL LANDIN FARMS AND TIIB AVBRAGB VALUB 01' FARM RBAL 

EBTATB (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PBR ACRB, IN PBR CBNTS (1910-100), l'OR TIIB UNITBD 8TATB8 AND 
TIIB NBW ENGLAND 8TATR: ll!W-1930 

centages of land area in farms, was upward until about 1900, for which year the 
census reports show more land in farms in New England than at any previous 
census enumeration. 

Maine is the only New England State which had a larger percentage of its total 
land area in farms in 1930 than in 1850. The decline in the acres of land in farms 
throughout New England from 1900 to 1930, corresponds somewhat to the de­
cline in the number of farms during the same period. 
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TABLE 18.-APPROXIMATE LAND AREA WITH PER CENT IN FARMS, FOR NEW· 
ENGLAND, BY STA.TES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

Approxi- PER CENT OJI' LAND ARBA IN ll'ARMS 
STATE AND COUNTY mate land 

area, 1930 1980 1986 1980 1910 1900 1890 1880 1870 1880 1850 <acres> ----------------
llBW BllGLAlll'D. ----- 89,SM,840 8,.0 40.0 42.8 49. 7 61.8 49.8 64.1 49.S 50.7 48.S 

Xaine ______ --_ -------_ -- 19, 182, 8UO 24.S 27.0 28.4 32.9 82.9 82.8 ll4. 2 80.6 911.9 Ta Androscoggin 1 ______________ 293, 760 73. 4 72.4 72.2 88.4 87.6 82.3 83.3 83.5 79.7 (i)"" 
Aroostook •- ---------------- 4, 1211, 920 21.0 19.6 20.6 20.9 19.2 17.5 (1) (1) (1) (1) Cumberland 1 _______________ 545, 920 38. 8 42. 7 58.6 71.0 74.9 73.4 73. 8 75.2 69.2 (1) Franklin ____________________ 

l, 144, 960 19. 3 21.6 24.0 211. 8 34.4 33.0 32.3 34..1 32.0 26.1 
Hancock'------------------- 967,040 15.4 24.1 23.5 31.2 28.2 31.5 35.4 26.5 32. 6 22.0 
Kennebec•------------------ 562, 560 65.0 74. 6 76.4 83.0 85.3 82.6 85.3 (1) (1) (I) 
Knox•---------------------- 231,680 62. 2 56. 7 55.2 70.2 69. 7 66.9 72.1 59.0 63.6 ~·l Lincoln•-------------------- 2112,480 58.1 67. 7 63.3 75.9 76.3 76. 2 79.7 74. 8 75.8 1) 
Oxford•--------------------- 1, 267, 200 31.0 211. 7 34.3 42.5 49.0 46.6 49.9 47.0 45. 3 (1) Penobscot 1 __________________ 2, 085, 120 24. 2 28. 2 28.4 32.6 31.8 31.6 (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Piscataquis.---------------- 2,412,800 6.3 8.6 9.1 10.6 11.0 11.5 13. 7 11. 2 9.8 8.4 
Sagadahoc 1 ___ ------------- 160,000 57.0 69.6 59.9 73.8 71.9 69.4 72. 4 73.1 72. 9 (I) Somerset ____________________ 

2,325, 120 17. 5 20.2 21.5 25.6 24. 9 25.0 25. 7 26. 0 22. 9 17.2 
Waldo'--------------------- 463,360 63.3 72.4 77. 7 81.1 82.3 81.8 82.9 (1) (1) (1~ Washington 1 _______________ 

1, 617, 920 14.4 16.6 16. 8 19.6 15.4 16.9 (I) (1) (I) (1 
York.----------------------- 632,960 34.5 50.6 51.8 65. 3 69.3 66.9 67.6 66.8 70.2 69.0 

llew Hampshire ________ 6, 779,840 88.9 89. l 46.0 68.2 82. 5 58.8 84.4 82.4 84. 8 as. 7 
Belknap_------------------- 254, 080 41.4 64. 5 66.6 80.1 81.1 79.9 92.9 83.3 91.3 83.0 Carron ______________________ 

611, 200 23. 7 24.8 33.9 45.8 59.6 52. 7 57.1 73.3 58.5 48.3 
Cheshlre ____ ---------------- 465, 920 34..5 41.1 47.5 69.5 79.2 75.1 88. 8 73.1 76. 9 80.2 
Coos _____ ------------------- l, 150, 720 18. 7 18.9 20.6 23.8 28.6 26.0 22. 7 20. 7 211. 2 17. 7 
Grafton'-------------------- 1, 106, 560 31.4 34.2 41.8 50. 7 56. 0 55. 7 64.5 (I) (I) (I) 
Hillsborough ____________ ---- 572,800 41. 6 51.4 53.6 67.5 79.3 73.8 78. 7 69.4 77.6 74.9 Merrimack 1 ________________ 596,480 45.3 52.5 61.6 74.4 79.9 81.8 81.4 (1) (I) (1) 
Rockingham ••. __ ----------- 442,240 45. 8 56.1 61. !! 73. 7 74. 9 72. 4 78.1 80. 7 81.3 76. 7 
Stratford ____________________ 242, 560 41.5 51.0 62. 7 71.2 81.3 68.0 76.1 65.2 80.2 76.2 Sullivan.. ____________________ 

337,280 51.9 53.3 61. l 82. 7 77.8 80. 7 83.3 85.4 <16.9 82.9 
Vermont _________________ 

5,889,380 88.7 87.2 72.5 79.9 80.9 75.3 83.8 77.8 73.2 70.7 Addison _____________________ 
483,840 73.3 75.4 77.1 91.l 83.4 75.9 85.3 82.1 74. 2 74:"1 Bennington _________________ 423,040 38. 3 42.3 49.0 61. 7 64.0 59.5 64. 4 45.0 69.4 52. 9 Caledonia 1 __________________ 395,520 76. l 75.4 85. 8 94. 5 88.1 (I) (1) (1) (1) (I) 

Chittenden __ ------------- __ 347,520 79.9 81.2 80.8 85. 6 83. 7 83.3 99.2 83.6 81.0 81.2 Enex _______________________ 
408, 320 28.1 34.8 28. 7 35.2 38.9 34.6 47.4 33.9 28.9 23.3 Franklin ____________________ 417,280 86. 5 80.5 86.1 86. 7 86.5 81.1 88.0 95.4 82.9 73.8 Grand Isle __________________ 

53, 120 86. 0 84. 9 90.4 93. 7 88. 7 88.9 94.2 88.2 84.8 90.9 
Lamoille _____ --------------- 279,040 71. 7 67.4 75. 7 76.4 78.8 71.3 83.1 67.5 67.3 54.5 Orange ______________________ 432, 640 81.2 87.8 87. 5 93.6 98.4 89.4 96. 7 92.6 87. l 57.1 
Orleans __ ------------------- 440,320 81. 7 78.2 83.6 85. 7 87.4 80.2 80.5 80.4 63.6 78. 7 
Rutland.------------------- 583,040 65.6 57.6 74.9 75.9 78.6 73.3 81.5 75. 7 76. 7 76. 3 
Washington•--------------- 460, 160 66.0 64.6 68.8 80.3 82.3 (1) (1) (1) (') (1) Windham ___________________ 

508, 800 55.4 61.5 65.2 76.5 84.3 79.6 85. 9 85.3 83. 7 82.4 
Windsor ••• ----------------- 606, 720 66.0 69.1 77.1 88.7 90.3 84. 0 94. 7 87.4 86.6 91.0 

Xaasaobuaetts.. __________ 6, 144, 980 39.0 48.0 48. 6 55. 9 81.2 68.8 86.3 58.1 84.9 86.9 Barnetable __________________ --261,760 8:4 13.7 18. 2 19.0 16.9 20.1 211.6 10.5 30.6 26.1 
Berkshire ____ --------------- 618, 240 40.6 58.0 57.6 62.8 76.4 72.6 77. 7 62.4 72. 2 72.4 
Bristol•--------------------- 362,880 40.0 38.4 49.0 52. 4 53.9 53.4 51. 2 45.5 (I) (1) 
Dukes_--------------------- 68, 480 23.5 30.3 50.3 28.1 49.9 56.1 46. 7 26.1 45.9 49.2 
Essex'---------------------- 318,080 36.8 35.9 46. 7 54.0 55.6 49.8 58.9 51.6 57. 7 (I) 
Franklin'------------------- 446, 080 58.4 62. 4 60.9 70.5 78.5 74.8 79.2 73.4 78. 4 65.2 
Hampden •------------------ 407,040 j 40.8 49.5 51.9 62. 3 71.8 67.0 74. l 65.2 70.1 72.5 Hampshire 1 ________________ 374,400 61.4 67.2 71.3 73. 7 86.0 77. 7 80. 7 78.5 77. 2 79.6 Middlesex 1 _________________ 

532,480 37.8 45.4 48.3 65. 7 59.5 (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Nantucket _____ ------------- 32,640 11.3 15.2 13. 7 9.5 12. 5 82.4 59. 7 30. 7 40.2 24. 7 
Norfolk•-------------------- 259,840 21.1 24.3 211.2 39.6 43.8 42. 0 45.4 (I) (1) (1) Plymouth ___________________ 

432,000 23.2 29.5 28.4 31. 7 34.8 33.4 45.1 27.3 48. 7 49.9 
Sutiolk 1_ ------------------- 35,200 2.1 0.8 7.0 10.5 13.1 (') (1) (') (1) (ll 
Worcester------------------- 995,840 43.9 53.2 52. 0 61.8 67.2 63.6 71.4 56.9 (1) (1 

Rhode lallmd ____________ 882,880 40.9 45.3 48.8 84.9 88.7 88.7 75.4 78.8 78.3 81.1 

BrstoL ___ - ----------·--- ---- 15,360 49.5 57.5 53.6 62.2 49.4 70.6 82.9 79.1 85.6 86.3 
Kent------------------------ 111, 360 41.6 32.4 36.6 61.9 64.6 77.9 76.2 80.3 80. 7 74.6 Newport. ___ . _______________ 72,960 51.1 56.4 58.4 64. 7 66. 7 70. 7 77.2 82. 7 88.1 96.3 Providence 1 ________________ 275,200 36.8 43.6 44.6 60.4 60.8 59.1 70.3 69.4 (1) 77.5 W asbington •• ___ ---- ________ 208,000 "1.8 49.5 56.3 72. 7 76.9 75.6 80.5 71.9 78. 8 83. 7 

Conneclicul_ ------------ 3,084,800 48.7 69.4 81.8 70.9 75.0 78.0 79. 6 78.8 81.2 77.8 
Fairfield.- - __ . _ - -- -- -- -- -- -- 403,840 35.3 50.9 55.9 66.3 69.4 70. 7 77.4 68.0 74.0 65.6 
Hertford _____ --------------- 466,560 53.5 58.6 63.0 70.3 74.8 73.0 81.0 79. 7 82.5 78. 3 
Litchfield ____ --------------- 592,000 47.2 65.2 63.6 74. 0 79.6 79.1 82.8 76.4 78.1 78. 7 
Middlesex _______ ----------- 236, 160 43. 7 55.5 52. 2 63.4 63.8 67.9 72. 9 68.8 85.0 69.1 
New Haven----------------- 385, 920 38.9 50.6 48. 8 64.3 67.5 63. 7 71. 8 72. 9 87.3 73.0 New London 1 ______________ 421, 760 59.1 63.4 68. 2 75.5 77. 0 74.0 (I) (1) (1) (1) 
Tolland'-------------------- 258, 560 54.2 63.1 71.0 75. l 79.6 74.1 (1) (1) (I) (1) 
Windham•----------------- 320,000 58. 8 6/i. 6 68.8 75. 4 84. 6 77. 7 (') (1) (1) (1) 

For changes In county boundaries, see p. 96. 
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Utilization of farm land: 1929 and 1924.-The utilization of farm land is recog­
nized as one of the principal factors affecting the value of farm real estate. Com­
parable data from census reports relating to the years 1929 and 1924 only, con-

FIGURE 11.-ACREB OF ALL LAND IN FARMS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

cerning utilization of farm land in New England by States and counties, are pre­
sented in Tables 19 and 20. A map (fig. 12) shows the geographic variations 
throughout New England in the percentages which crop land harvested in 1929 
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formed of all land in farms in 1930, and indicates the principal areas of agricultural 
activity and production during that year. 

Of the several classes of farm land enumerated at the censuses of 1925 and 
1930, the data pertaining to crop land harvested furnish the more reliable, even 
though limited, indication of changes and geographic relationships in farm real­
estate values. Comparisons made with the maps (figs. 4, 8, and 12) show tha~ 
only in limited heavy crop-producing areas in New England, such as the Aroos­
took County, Me., potato region and the Connecticut Valley tobacco and onion 
district, did high farm real-estate values accompany larger percentages of farm 
land from which crops were harvested. On the other hand, decreases in crop 
land harvested near large cities or industrial areas or in areas utilized for recrea­
tional or residential purposes, such as Nantucket. and Barnstable Counties, 
Mass., appear to have little or no influence upon farm real-estate values. 

TABLE 19.-ACREAGE OF ALL CROP LAND AND OF CROP LAND HARVESTED, WITH 
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 
1929 AND 1924 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease] 

ALL CROP LAND CROP LAND HARVESTED 

i .s 
Per cent Per cent 1 .. Per cent Per cent 

STATE AND ~; or all dlstribu- of all dlstribu-

COUNTY Total acreage 

~~ 
land in tion (New Total acreage i:i:I land In tlon (New 

farms Eng· =~ farms Eng-

8-
land=lOO) ~:!!: land=lOO) 

19118 18114 ~ 19119 11184 19118 1824 19118 18114 ~ 19118 18114 19119 19114 p.. p.. 
-------- - - ------------ - - ----

ll'BW Bll'G-
LAN»---- 4,014, 881 4, 813, 731 -13.9 98 99 100.0 100.0 8,858,840 4,447,837 -17.7 118 ~ 100.0 100.0 

lllalne ______ 1, 401, 785 l, 848, 516 -14.7 30 '"32 8i.l 86.6 1,804,014 l, 805, 578 -18.8 1=u 3i 36.8 38.1 
AndrOBCOggln_ 88,991 77, 721 -13.8 31 37 l. 7 l. 7 60,880 77,265 -21.5 28 38 1. 7 1.7 
Aroostook- - -- 400,443 370,397 8.1 "6 "6 10. 0 8. 0 383,003 383, 795 5.3 44 45 10.5 8.2 
Cumberland __ 63,877 90,373 -29.3 30 39 1.6 2.0 58, 780 88, 957 -33.9 28 38 1.6 2.0 
FnmkJin __ - -· 53, 015 65,525 -19.1 24 26 1.3 1. 4 50,884 63,254 -19.6 23 26 1.4 1.-l 
Hancock ______ 27,069 '3,555 -37.9 18 19 0. 7 0.9 24, 319 42,378 -'2.6 16 18 0. 7 1.0 
Kennebec---- 114, 637 145, 28-l -21.1 31 35 2.9 3.1 109, 735 1'3,272 -23.4 30 34 3.0 3.2 Knox _________ 

36, 750 37, 237 -1.3 25 28 0.9 0.8 34, 206 36,292 -5. 7 24 28 0.9 0.8 Lincoln _______ 42,416 53,696 -21.0 25 27 1.1 1.2 -l0,384 52, 618 -23.3 24 27 1.1 1.2 Oxford ________ 80,339 85,438 -6.0 20 23 2.0 l.R 73,650 82, 909 -11.2 19 22 2.0 1. 9 
Penobscot----' 155,598 185,829 -16.3 31 32 3.9 4.0 135,429 178,248 -24.0 27 30 3. 7 4. 0 
Piscataquis_ - - 34,595 53, 371 -35.2 23 26 0.9 1.2 32, 168 50,850 -36.7 21 25 0.9 1.1 
Sagadahoc ____ 27, 190 36,601 -25.7 30 33 o. 7 0.8 25,419 36,310 -30.0 ~ 33 0. 7 0.8 
Somerset __ --- 115,900 141, 581 -18.1 28 30 2. 9 3.1 109, 579 137,688 -20.4 29 3.0 3.1 
Waldo ________ 82, 249 103, 217 -20.3 28 31 2. 0 2.2 77,918 101,945 -23.6 27 30 2.1 2. 3 
W88hlngton_ .. 42, 581 58,937 -27.8 18 22 1. 1 1. 3 34,986 56,821 -38.4 15 21 1.0 1.3 York _________ 

58, 115 94, 753 -38. 7 27 30 1.4 2.0 52,894 92, 996 -'3.1 24 29 1.4 2.1 
11'. Hamp.. 

shire ______ 429, 182 549,848 -22.2 92 24 10. 5 11. 7 380, 105 618, 388 -27.4 19 23 10.4 11.8 
Belknap ______ 21, 590 34,898 

- - -- -- -- o.s -38.1 21 21 0.5 0.8 20,038 34,459 -41.9 19 21 0.5 
Carroll _______ 22, 238 28,'34 -21.8 15 19 0.6 0.6 20,416 26, 793 -23.8 14 18 0.6 0.6 Cheshire ______ 30,539 41, 142 -25.8 19 22 0.8 0.9 25,431 40,029 -38.5 16 21 0.7 0.9 Coos __________ 50,937 M,938 -7.3 24 25 1.3 1. 2 48, 704 54,264 -10.2 23 26 1.3 1.2 Grafton _______ 75, 791 91,675 -17.3 22 24 l. 9 2.0 69,050 90,882 -23.8 20 24 1.9 2. 0 
Hlllaborougb. 60, 222 71, 746 -30.0 21 24 1.3 1.6 44, 918 65,048 -30.9 19 22 1.2 1.5 
Merrimack ___ 53,552 69, 153 -22.6 20 22 1.3 1,5 46,810 M,920 -29.4 17 21 1.3 1. 6 
Rockingham _ 53, 736 70, 775 -24.1 27 29 1. 3 1.5 48,876 68, 496 -28.6 24 28 1.3 1.5 
Strallord ______ 25, 765 36, "62 -29.3 26 29 0.6 0.8 22,556 35, 501 -36.5 22 29 0.6 0.8 
Sullivan ______ 37,812 43,623 -13.3 22 24 0.9 0.9 34,308 '3, 214 -20. 6 20 24 0.9 1.0 

Vermon& ____ l, 128, 017 1, 149, 868 -1.9 29 29 28. l 24.8 1, 073, 883 1, 127, 004 -4. 7 28 29 29.3 26.S 

Addison.----- 138, 964 139,414 -0.3 39 38 ·a:s 3.0 129, 307 136, 990 -=5.6 36 38 3.5 3.1 
Bennington __ 46, 213 44,839 0.8 28 25 1.1 1.0 40,267 42, 620 -5.5 25 24 1.1 1.0 
Caledonia ____ 78,800 77,807 1. 3 26 26 2.0 1. 7 77, 108 77, 182 -0.1 26 26 2.1 1. 7 
Chittenden ___ 98,360 101, 982 -3.6 35 36 2. 4 2.2 94, 143 99,982 -5.8 34 35 2.6 2. 2 Essex _________ 25, 226 28, 952 -12.9 22 20 0.6 0.6 23, 695 28,385 -16.5 21 20 o.e 0.6 
Franklin _____ 125, 931 118, 997 5.8 35 35 3.1 2.6 124,230 118, 143 5.2 34 35 3.4 2. 7 
Grand Isle ____ 22,634 24, 443 -7.4 50 54 0.6 0.5 21, 966 24,194 -9.2 48 M 0.6 0.5 Lamoille ______ 53, 213 53, 264 -0.1 27 28 1.3 1.2 51, 951 53,092 -2.1 26 28 1.4 1.2 Orange _______ 88,300 95,685 -7. 7 25 25 2.2 2.1 83, 244 93,598 -11.l 24 25 2.3 2.1 
Orleans _______ 101, 697 102,886 -1.2 28 30 2.5 2. 2 99, 129 102, 117 -2.9 28 30 2. 7 2.3 
Rutland ______ 114, 662 108,028 6.1 30 32 2. 9 2.3 105, 718 101,521 4.1 28 80 2.9 2.3 
W 88hington __ 79,955 82, 104 -2.6 26 28 2.0 1.8 77, 459 81, 471 -4.9 26 Z7 2.1 1.8 
Windham ____ 59,246 67, 211 -11.9 21 21 1. 5 1.5 M,262 64,808 -16.3 19 21 1. 5 1.5 Windsor ______ 95,816 104, 044 -7.9 24 25 2.4 2.3 91, 214 102, 901 -11.4 23 25 2.5 2. 3 
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TABLE 19.-AcREAGE OP ALL CROP LAND AND OF CROP LAND HARVESTED WITH 
PERCENTAGE DlSTRIBUTION, l'OR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 
1929 AND 1924-Continued 

ALL CROP LAND CROP LAND BABVESTJ:D 
---

i~ Per cent .; 
Per cent Percent dlstribu- i Per cent distribu-

STAT.I: AND Total acreage of all tlon (New Total acreage ti ofall tion (New 
COUNTY .!3~ land In Eng- .e .. land In Eng-

i~ 
farms land-100) =! farms land=lOO) 

23 .. 

1918 1112' ~ 1998 1914 1998 18114 19118 1112' 
.. 

1988 1112' 19119 1112' "' i:i.. 
- - - ------------- - ----

ll[assachu· aeua ______ 684, 054 87'1,367 -18.7 28 28 14. 0 14.8 474, 187 895,088 -114.1 114 28 13.0 14.1 ,______ -----Barnstable ___ 5, 158 8,872 -41.9 24 25 0.1 0.2 3,432 7, 125 -51.8 16 20 0.1 0.2 
Berkshire _____ 65, 745 99,046 -33.6 26 28 1.6 2. 1 55,897 94,336 -40. 7 22 26 1.5 2.1 Bristo]__ ______ 40,MC 44, 163 -8.0 28 32 1. 0 l.O 32, 146 37,909 -15.2 ~ 27 0.9 0.9 Dukes ________ 1,665 1,876 -11.2 10 9 (1) (1) 1,035 l,383 -25.2 6 7 (1) (1) Essex _________ 39,819 41,467 -4.0 34 36 1.0 0.9 33, 290 40,202 -17.2 28 35 0.9 0.9 
Franklin _____ 63,801 68,013 -6.2 25 24 1.6 1.5 59,468 66,283 -10.3 23 24 1.6 1.5 
Hampden ____ 45,852 52,396 -12.5 28 26 1.1 1.1 33,271 45, 125 -26.3 20 22 0.9 1.0 
Hampshire ___ 63,394 73,611 -13.9 28 29 1. 6 1.6 55,965 68, 662 -18.5 24 27 1.5 1.5 
Middlesex ____ 75,652 86,396 -12.4 38 36 1.9 1.9 M,210 78,527 -18.2 32 32 1. 8 1.8 
Nantucket ____ 707 1, 185 -40.3 19 24 (1) (1) 571 1, 131 -49.5 15 23 (1) (1) 
Norfolk _______ 16,274 19, 182 -15.2 30 30 0.4 0.4 12, 539 16, 094 -22.1 23 25 0.3 0.4 
Plymouth. ___ 24,582 34,034 -27.8 24 27 0.6 0. 7 19, 189 26,430 -27.4 19 21 0.5 0.6 Suffolk _______ 499 244 104. 5 69 92 (1) (1) 470 219 114.6 65 83 (1) (1) 
Worcester ____ 120,266 146, 872 -18.1 28 28 3.0 3.2 102,684 141, 642 -27.5 23 27 2.8 3.2 

Bhode Is· land ______ 68,258 78, 003 -10.2 114 25 1. 7 1.8 65, 214 88,888 -20,4 20 22 1.6 1.8 
Bristo!__ ______ -zm 3,547 -16. 0 39 40 O. l 0.1 2,503 ---a,059 -18.2 33 35 0.1 D.l Kent_ ________ 7,341 8, 127 -9.7 16 23 0.2 0.2 5,933 7,260 -18.3 13 20 0.2 0.2 
Newport _____ 14, 964 15, 897 -5.9 40 39 0.4 0.3 13, 260 15,544 -14. 7 36 38 0.4 0.3 
Providence ___ 26,468 28, 493 -7.1 26 24 0. 7 0.6 19,937 25, 703 -22.4 20 21 0.5 0.6 
Washington •. 16, 504 19, 939 -17.2 19 19 0.4 0.4 13, 581 17.802 -23.7 16 17 0.4 0.4 

Connec&icu&. 430, 688 684, 854 -19.4 29 29 10. 7 11.8 372, 147 497,435 -26.2 25 27 10. 2 11.2 
Fairfield ______ 48,590 70,360 -30.9 34 34 1.2 1.5 40,954 63,035 -35.0 29 3i 1.1 L4 
Hartford ______ 91, 631 102,434 -10.5 37 37 2.3 2.2 78, 513 94, 267 -16.7 31 34 2.1 2.1 
Litchfield _____ 79,942 107, 116 -2.~. 4 29 28 2.0 2.3 71, 341 103, 284 -30.9 26 27 1.9 2.3 
Middlesex ____ 24,595 34, 060 -27.8 24 26 0.6 0.7 21, 381 31, 218 -31.5 21 24 0.6 o. 7 
New Haven __ 52,052 65, 821 -20.9 35 34 1.3 1.4 44,059 60, 313 -26.9 29 31 ]. 2 1.4 
New London_ 53,677 63,582 -15.6 22 24 1.3 1.4 46, 012 60,684 -24.2 18 23 1.3 1.4 
Tolland _____ . 34, 125 38, 946 -12.4 24 24 0.8 0.8 29, 143 36,391 -19.9 21 22 0.8 0.8 
Windham ____ 45,976 52,035 -11.6 24 25 I. I 1.1 40, 744 48,243 -15.5 22 23 I. I 1.1 

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

TABLE 20.-ACREAGE OF ALL LAND IN PASTURE AND OF WOODLAND NOT USED 
FOR PASTURE, WITH PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY 
STATES AND COUNTIES: 1929 AND 1924 

[A minns sign (-) denotes decrease. Per cent not shown when more than 1,000) 

ALL PASTURE LAND WOODLAND NOT USED FOR PASTURE 

ill Per cent ill Per cent 

ICD 
Per cent distri- ~ Per cent distri-

BTATE AND of all but ion of all butlon Total acreage farm Total acreage .e; farm COUNTY ·-= land In (New lend in (New 

=i farms England =i farms England 
=100) ~100) 

8 .. 8 .. ---
1928 1924 Iii 1928 1914 1929 1924 19119 1924 ~ 1929 1924 1929 1112' p.. 

------ - ------------- - ----
nw DG-

LAND ••••• e. 268, 500 e. 787, 334 -7.7 44 43100.0 100.0 3, 258, 915 s, 888,430 -11.3 23 98100.0 100.0 
--------- - = -------- - - = --Kline ______ l, 887, 586 l, 751, 785 -8.5 85 S4 28. l 25.8 1, 882, 100 l, 508,892 -9.7 29 29 41.9 41.1 

Androscoggin. 92, 118 88,294 4. 3 43 42 1. 6 1.3 46,547 39,491 17.9 22 19 L4 l.l 
Aroostook. ___ 140,852 111,857 25.9 16 14 2.2 1. 6 269,342 244,434 10.2 31 30 8. 3 6. 7 
Cumberland __ 81, 752 88,360 -7.5 39 38 1.3 1.3 56,549 45, 708 21.5 26 20 I. 7 1.2 
Franklin _____ 100,048 108, 114 -7.5 45 44 1.6 I. 6 61, 301 63,670 -3.7 28 26 1.9 1. 7 
Hancock ______ 45, 571 70,371 -35.2 31 30 0. 7 1.0 66, 739 104, 939 -36.4 45 45 2.1 2. 9 
Kennebec. ___ 149,688 160, 126 -6.5 41 38 2.4 2.4 83,659 100, 275 -16.6 23 24 2.6 2. 7 Knox _________ 48,866 60,813 -3.8 34 39 0.8 0. 7 49, 534 35, 798 38. 4 34 27 1.5 1.0 
Lincoln _______ 73, 318 90, 176 -18. 7 43 46 1.2 1. 3 45, 797 48,462 =~:&1 27 24 1.4 ]. 3 
Oxford ________ 195, 071 164,828 18.3 50 44 3.1 2.4 107, 371 115, 428 27 31 3.3 3.1 
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TABLE 20.-ACREAGJll OF ALL LAND IN PASTURE, AND OF WOODLAND NOT USED 
FOR PASTURE WITH PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY 
STATJllS AND COUNTIES: 1929 AND 1924-Continued 

ALL PASTURE LAND WOODLAND NOT USED FOR PASTURE 

11 
Per cent "' Per cent Per cent ~~ Per cent 

ofall distri- of all distri-
STATE AND Total acreage farm bution Total acreage farm bu ti on 

COUNTY ·~- land in (New .a_ 
land in (New 

<i:;I: farms England <i:;I: farms England 
i!la =100) i!ll!I =100) .. 

~ 1929 18114 "' 1928 1924 1928 1924 1928 1924 1929 1924 1929 1924 ~ -----,_ - ----------·--,_ - ----
Kaine-Con. 

Penobscot. ___ 186,697 210, 510 -11.8 37 36 3.0 3.1 140,583 166, 594 -15. 6 28 28 4-3 4-6 
Piscata·1uis ••• 62,443 70, 721 -25.8 34 34 0.8 1.0 58, 779 75,287 -21.0 30 36 1.8 2.1 
Sagadahoc.. -- 33, 174 30,868 -16.8 36 36 0. 5 0.6 22, 967 30,038 -25.8 25 28 0. 7 0.8 Somerset _____ 159,204 100,001 6.1 30 32 2.5 2. 2 120, 720 165, 250 -26.0 30 35 3. 7 4-5 Waldo ________ 111,811 125, 739 -11.1 38 37 1.8 1.9 78, 691 92,583 -16.0 27 28 2. 4 2. 6 
Washington._ 66,985 102, 606 -34- 7 20 38 1. 1 1.5 104, 786 79,872 31.2 45 30 3.2 2. 2 York _________ 100,938 119,401 -15.5 46 37 1.6 1.8 49, 727 99,654 -50.1 23 31 1.5 2. 7 

l!l'ew Hamp-
-14.2 48 shire _____ 832, 8114 1,087, 386 48 14. 9 ,_ 18.0 496, 699 638, 743 -7.7 26 24 16.2 14.8 

Belknap ______ 58, 051 89,666 -35.2 55 55 0.9 1.3 19,989 36, 134 -44. 7 19 22 0.6 1.0 Carroll. ______ 67,287 61,647 -6.9 40 41 0.9 0. 9 55,466 50, 577 9. 7 38 33 1. 7 1. 4 Cheshire ______ 66,834 74,215 -9.9 42 39 1.1 1.1 64,346 59,278 -8.3 34 31 1. 7 1.6 Coos __________ 
113, 145 119, 136 -5.0 63 55 1.8 1.8 43, 611 39,659 10.0 20 18 1.3 1.1 Grafton _______ 183, 736 192,330 -4.5 63 51 2.9 2.8 69,970 85,466 -18.1 20 23 2. 2 2. 3 

Hillsborough_ 99,672 14(),815 -20.2 42 48 1.6 2. 1 71, 120 70, 501 0.9 30 24 2. 2 1.9 
Merrimack ___ 133, 113 14(),287 -6.1 49 45 2.1 2.1 67,682 86,210 -21l.6 25 27 2.1 2. 3 
Rockingham _ 79,439 112,606 -20.5 39 45 1.3 1. 7 64,496 50,579 7. 7 27 20 1. 7 1. 4 Stratford _____ 43, 543 49, 114 -11.3 43 40 0. 7 o. 7 24, 623 32,618 -24-5 24 26 0.8 0.9 Sullivan ______ 97,804 107, 7611 -9.2 56 60 1. 6 1.6 34, 207 26, 722 28.3 20 15 1.1 o. 7 

Vermont ____ I, 191, 871 I, 175, 608 0.7 68 56 86.0 32.1 486, 831 617, 724 -8.1 12 13 14.9 14.1 
Addison ______ 168,536 162,865 3.6 48 45 2:7 2.4 3"1,964 46,090 -15.8 11 12 1.2 1. 2 
Bennington._ 68,441 72,071 -5.0 42 40 1.1 1.1 42, 341 56, 759 -25.4 26 32 1.3 1.6 Caledonia ____ 189,824 188, 412 0. 7 63 63 3.0 2.8 25,633 20,418 -13. 2 8 10 0.8 0.8 
Chittenden ___ 149, 768 156, 102 -4.1 M 55 2.4 2. 3 23,683 20,078 17. 5 8 7 0. 7 0.5 Essex _________ 56, 519 57, 521 -1. 7 49 40 0. 9 0. 8 20, 764 52, 775 -43.6 26 37 0. 9 1.4 Franklin _____ 203, 661 193, 343 5. 3 56 58 3. 2 2. 8 23,055 16,935 36.1 6 5 0. 7 O. Ii Grand Isle ____ 18,368 16, 496 11.4 40 37 0. 3 0.2 2,926 1,495 95. 7 6 3 0.1 (1) 
Lamoille ______ 115, 133 119,038 -3.3 58 63 1.8 1.8 29,634 14, 190 108. 8 15 8 0.9 0.4 orange _______ 217, 105 248, 224 -12.5 62 65 3.5 3. 7 34, 374 30,202 13.8 10 8 1.1 0.8 Orleans _______ 224, 310 200,202 12.0 62 58 3.6 2. 9 26, 484 30,233 -12.4 7 9 0.8 0.8 Rutland.. _____ 207,429 147, 470 4ll. 7 64 44 3. 3 2. 2 51, 177 73,479 -30.4 13 22 1.6 2.0 
Washington __ 178, 141 185, 066 -3. 7 59 62 2. 8 2. 7 41, 122 25,876 58. 9 14 9 1.3 0. 7 Windham ____ 156, 973 184,403 -14.9 56 59 2.6 2. 7 61,044 55, 518 10. 0 22 18 1. 9 1.5 Windsor ______ 237,463 244,296 -2.8 59 58 3.8 3. 6 66, 930 65,676 -13.3 14 16 1. 7 1.8 

Jlas1achu-setts ______ 763, 088 878, 892 -14.1 88 37 12.0 12.9 517, 860 887,489 -18.8 28 27 16.9 17.4 
Barnstable. __ 3, 915 7,426 -47.3 18 21 0.1 0.1 9,397 16, 242 -38.3 43 42 0.3 0.4 Berkshire.. ____ 101,860 139,264 -26.D 41 39 1.6 2.1 66,086 100,022 -33.9 26 28 2. 0 2. 7 BristoL ______ 47,082 33,994 38.6 32 24 0.8 0.5 42,827 45,827 -6.6 30 33 1.3 1.2 Dukes ________ 

9,113 6,423 41.9 57 31 0.1 0.1 2, 118 8,994 -76.6 13 43 0.1 0.2 Essex. ________ 
37, 188 34, 674 7.3 32 30 0.6 0.5 23, 442 23, 750 -1.3 20 21 0. 7 0. 6 Franklin _____ 124,352 137, 193 -9.4 48 49 2.0 2.0 61,027 64, 336 -5.1 23 23 1.9 1.8 

Hampden ____ 61, 588 74,044 -16.8 37 37 1.0 1.1 46, 178 63, 703 -27.5 28 3~ 1.4 1. 7 
Hampshire ___ 86,405 103,344 -16.4 38 41 1.4 1. 5 62,831 59, 978 4.8 27 24 1.9 1. 6 Middlesex ____ 54, 979 65,029 -15. 6 27 27 0.9 1.0 48, 724 63, 717 -23.6 24 26 1. 5 1. 7 
Nantucket ____ 1, 743 2,480 -20.7 47 50 (1) (1) 95 3 ---- (') --o:ii Norfolk _______ 13,832 16,083 -14-0 25 25 0.2 0.2 16, 760 20,611 -18. 7 31 33 0. 5 
Plymouth ____ 17, 392 18, 225 -4-6 17 14 0.3 0. 3 43, 134 57,982 -26.6 43 45 1.3 1.6 SUllolk _______ 177 16 ------ 211 6 (') (') 19 --------- ------ 3 ____ (1) ·-a_-1 Worcester ____ 193,462 238, 708 -19.0 44 45 3.1 3. 5 95,212 113, 307 -16.0 22 21 2.9 

Rhode Ia-land ______ 100,432 110, 985 -9.5 
~ 

38 88 1.8 1. 8 83, 736 94, 831 -11.7 80 31 2.8 2.8 
Bristo!__ ______ 2,555 2, 766 -7.6 34 31 (1) (1) 1, 125 957 17. 6 15 11 (1) (1) Kent. ________ 17, 244 15,476 11.4 37 43 0. 3 0.2 16,660 9,679 72.1 36 27 0. 6 0.3 New{>ort_ ____ 16,086 16,826 -4.4 43 41 0.3 0.2 3,637 4, 260 -14. 6 10 10 0.1 0.1 
Providence ___ 35,085 40,000 -12.3 35 33 0.6 0. 6 31, 793 43, 831 -27. 5 31 37 1.0 1. 2 
Washington __ 29,462 36, 917 -18.0 34 36 0.5 0.5 30,520 36, 104 -15. 5 35 35 0.9 1.0 

Connedicut_ 851, 149 784, 779 -17.0 43 48 10.4 11. 8 308,000 878, 271 -17.6 21 20 9. 5 10.2 
Fairfield ______ 53, 736 69,641 -22.8 38 34 0. g 1.0 26,440 44,865 -41.1 19 22 0.8 1.2 Hartford ______ 88, 152 02, 218 -4..4 35 34 1.4 1.4 49, 411 64,792 -9.8 20 20 1. 5 1. 5 Litchfteld _____ 123, 231 169,036 -27.1 44 44 2.0 2. 5 59, 631 84, 651 -29. 7 21 22 1.8 2.3 Middlesex ____ 47, 634 63,996 -25.7 46 40 0.8 0. 9 24,634 24,678 -0.2 24 19 0.8 0. 7 
New Haven __ 58,000 73,865 -21.5 30 38 0.9 1.1 28, 156 43,329 -35.0 19 22 0. g 1. 2 
New London. 120, 616 140,534 -14.. 2 48 63 1.9 2.1 62, 772 41,929 25. 9 21 16 1.6 1.1 Tolland ______ 68,488 79,831 -14-2 40 49 1.1 1.2 28, 601 20,504 -3.1 20 18 0.9 0.8 Windham ____ 91, 392 95,658 -4.5 40 46 1.5 1.4 38,455 49,623 -22.3 20 24 1. 2 1.3 

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
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PopuJation changes: 1850 to 1930.-The essential data concerning the changes, 
trends, and geographic distribution of population in New England are presented 
in the series of tables. (Tables 21 to 28 inclusive.) A dot map (fig. 13) shows 

PER CENT 

C:=J NO CROP L ANO HARYESTEQ 

tm UNOElt 15 

~ 15T025 

~ :15T035 

.. 35 M~O OYER 

FIGURE 12.-PER CE!n WmCH CROP LAND HARVESTED IN 1929 WAS OF ALL LAND IN FARMS, IN 

1930, BY MINOR CIVIL DIVISIONS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES 

the distribution of population throughout New England. A shaded map (fig. 15) 
shows the geographic variation throughout the New England States in the per­
centage which the total population living on farms formed of the total popula-
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tion in 1930. The data for both of these maps have been plotted by towns or 
townships, instead of by counties, in order to obtain a more accurate placement 
of the dots and shaded areas, respectively. The trends in the density of popu­
lation (number of inhabitants per square mile) and the average value of all farm 
real estate per acre are presented for New England as a whole, and for the United 
States in Figure 14. The basic population figures, with the exception of those 
pertaining to the movement of farm population (Table 28), were obtained from 
the 1930 Census of Population. 

Space will not permit an adequate discussion of the changes and geographic 
relationships in the population data presented in all of the accompanying tables. 
The data assembled, however, is in such form as to permit ready analysis, and 
to enable one to make comparisons, for the New England States and counties, 
with the changes and geographic variations in population and the average value 
of all farm real estate per acre for the period 1850 to 1930. 

Attention should be called, however, to the general upward and somewhat 
parallel trends in the population per square mile and the average value of all 
farm real estate per acre, as shown for the United States and New England in 
Figure 14. The steady increase in the density of population for New England, as a 
whole, indicates the influence of the increasing population in Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut. As shown in Table 21, the density of population 
in these three States has increased more rapidly rhan in the States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont over the period of 1850 to 1930. 

A comparison of the map (fig. 4) showing the geographic distribution of average 
farm real-estate values, with the map (fig.13) showing the distribution of popu­
lation indicates, in general, for the three southern New England States, that 
farm real-estate values are high in, or adjacent to, those areas which are most 
densely populated. A comparison, however, of the map (fig. 4) with the map 
(fig. 15) shows that where the farm population forms a large proportion of the 
total population, in such areas as north central Vermont and the Berkshire 
Hills area of Massachusetts, farm real-estate values are relatively low. 

The data presented in Table 28 tend to show that hard times in cities and 
industrial areas of New England forced a larger number of persons to move to 
the country and take up farms than have moved from farms to cities during the 
12-month period ending April 1, 1930. In counties in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut, particularly, in which there are large cities the move­
ment of population from city to farm appears to have been greater than in those 
counties which are more rural in character. Many of those persons in southern 
New England who moved to farms near industrial centers are in reality part­
time farmers, who spend a portion of their time at work in factories and shops 
in near-by cities. There is an indication that the recent movement of persons 
to farms has been an important factor in maintaining, if not increasing, farm 
real-estate values in, or near, the industrial centers of southern New England. 
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TABLE 21.-POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES 
AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

Ap· POPULATION PER SQUARE KILE 
proxl-
mate 

STATE AND COUNTY land 
area, 
1930 1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 1880 1870 1880 1860 

(square 
miles) 

·---------------------- --
NBW BNGLAND ••• 81, 978 131. 8 119.4 106. 7 90.2 76.8 64.7 68.8 60.8 44.0 

--- ------ ------ ------
Kaine •• ------ __ • -_ --- - 29, 896 28.7 26. 7 24.8 28.2 22. l 21. 7 21.0 21.0 19.6 

--- --------------- - ------
Androscoggin 1 •••••••••••• 4M 155.1 143.3 130.3 118.2 106. 7 98.1 78.1 64.8 (1) Aroostook 1 _______________ 6,453 13.6 12. 7 11.6 9.4 7. 7 (1) (I) (I) (ll Cumberland 1 _____________ 853 157.8 145.8 131.3 l18.0 106.6 101.2 96. 2 88.6 (1 
Franklin. ••••.•••••••••••. 1, 789 ll.1 ll.1 10. 7 10.3 9.5 10.2 10.5 ll.4 ll.2 Hancock 1 _________________ 

l,51l 20.3 19.9 23.4 24. 5 24.5 25.1 24.0 24.8 22. 6 Kennebec 1 ________________ 
879 80.4 72. 6 71. 5 67.3 64.9 60.4 (1) (1) (1) 

Knox 1 •••••••••••••••••••• 362 76.5 74.8 82.6 86.6 89. 7 93.6 87.8 93. 2 (1) Lincoln 1 __________________ 457 33.9 35.0 39.9 43.0 48.1 M.3 56.0 61.0 ~I) 
Oxford •••••••• ------------ 1,980 21.0 19.0 18. 3 16. 3 15.4 16.5 16.9 18.5 1) Penobscot _________________ 3,258 28.4 26.9 2fl. 2 23.4 22.4 (1) (I) (1) (1) 
Piscataquis ••• ------------ 3, 770 4.8 5.5 5.3 4.5 4. 3 3.9 3.8 4.0 39 
Sagadahoc 1 ••••••••••••••• 250 67. 7 92.1 74.3 'II. 3 77.8 77.1 75.2 87.2 (1) 
Somerset... ••••.••• ____ ---- 3,633 10.8 10.2 10.0 9.3 9.0 8.9 9.5 10.1 9.8 Waldo 1 ___________________ 724 28.0 29.5 32.3 33.4 38.3 44.8 (1) (1) {ll 
W ashlngton 1 ••••••••••••• 2,528 15.0 16.5 17.0 17.9 17.6 (I) (I) (1) (1 
York •••••.• --------------- 989 73. 7 71. 5 69.3 65.6 63.5 62.9 60.8 62.8 60.1! 

New Hampshire •••• 9,081 61. 6 49.1 47. 7 46. 8 41. 7 38.4 86.2 88.1 86.2 --- ---,_ ------------------
Belknap ••••••.••••••••••• 397 67.0 53.3 53. 7 49.2 51. 2 45. 2 44. 5 46. 7 44.6 
Carroll. •••••••••..•••••••• 955 14.9 15. 7 17.1 17. 7 19.0 19.1 18.1 21.4 21.1 
Cheshire.. •••.•.•••••••.•.• 728 46.3 42. 5 42.1 43.0 40.6 39.5 37.5 37. 7 41.4 
Coos ••••••• ----···-----·-- 1, 7118 21. 7 20.1 17.1 16.4 12.9 10.3 8.3 7.3 6.6 
Grafton 1 •••••••••••••••••• 1, 729 24.8 23. 5 24.1 23.6 21.5 22.4 (I) (1) (1) 
Hillsborough ••••.•••.••••• 895 156.6 151.4 140.9 125.9 104.2 84. 5 71.8 69.4 64.2 
Merrimack'·············- 932 60.2 55.5 57.2 56.3 53.0 49. 7 (I) (I) (I) 
Rockingham. •••••••.•••.• 691 77.8 76.0 75.5 74.0 71.9 71.0 68.4 72.5 71.2 
Strafford. ••••• ------------ 379 101.8 101. 7 102.8 103.8 101.4 93.8 79.8 83.1 77.5 
Sullivan ..••••••.••••••••• 527 46.1 39. 7 36.7 34.2 32.8 34. 5 34.3 36.1 36.8 

Vermont ____________ 9, 124 89.4 88.8 89.0 87. 7 38.4 38.4 88.2 34. 6 34.4 --- ------------------ - ----
.Addison .••••••••••••••••• 756 23. 7 24. 7 26.5 29.0 29.5 32.0 31.1 31.8 35.1 
Bennington ••••.•••••••••• 661 32.8 32. 6 32. 3 32.8 30.9 33.2 32.3 29.4 28.1 
Caledonia 1 ••••••••••••••• 618 44.1 41. 7 42.1 39.5 (1) (1) (I) (1) (I) Chittenden _______________ 543 87.4 80. 5 78.2 72.9 65.2 60.4 67.2 51.9 53.5 Essex _____________________ 

638 ll.1 11.5 ll.6 12.6 14.9 12.4 .10. 7 9.1 7.3 Franklin __________________ 
652 46.0 46.1 45.8 46.3 45.6 46. 4 46.5 41.8 43.8 

Grand Isle ••.••••••..•.•.• 83 47.5 45.6 45.3 53.8 46. 3 49. 7 49.2 51.5 49.9 
Lamoille ••.•••••••.••••••. 436 25.1 27.~ 28.9 28. 2 29.4 29.1 28.6 28.2 24.9 
Orange.. .••••.••••••••••••• 676 24.7 25.6 27. 7 28.6 29.0 34.8 34.2 37. 7 40.4 
Orleans •••••• _____ •• ___ • __ 688 33.5 34.8 33.9 32.0 32.1 32.1 30.6 27.6 22.8 
Rutland •..•••••••.•.••••• 911 53.2 50.7 52.8 48.5 49.8 45.9 44.6 39.5 36. 3 Washington 1 _____________ 719 58.0 54.1 58.0 50.9 (1) (1) (I) (I) (I) 
Windham •••••••••.••••••. 795 32. 7 33.2 33.9 33.5 33.4 33. 7 32. 7 33.9 36.6 
Windsor _____ •• - . -- •••• -- • 948 39.5 39.0 35.5 34.0 33.4 37.1 38.0 39.2 40.4 

lllusachuaeUs •••••••• _ 8,039 628.8 479.2 418.8 840.0 278. 5 221. 8 181. 3 163. l 123. 7 
--- ------------------------

Barnstable.. .••••.. ________ 409 79.0 65.2 67.3 68.0 71.3 78.0 80.1 88.0 86.2 
Berkshire ____ ••• _______ •.• 966 124.9 117.C 109.0 99.0 84. 0 71.5 67.1 57.1 51.3 Bristol 1 ___________________ 567 643.0 633.2 561. 9 444. 5 328.9 245.2 181.5 (1) (1) 
Dukes ••••• --------------- 107 46.3 40.9 42.1 42.6 40.8 40.2 35.4 41.1 42.4 
Essex 1 •••••••••••••••••••• 497 1, OO'l. l 970.1 878.2 718.4 603.6 492.0 404.1 333.2 (1) Franklin. _________________ 

697 71.2 70.8 62.6 59.1 55.4 51. 7 46.8 45.1 44.3 
Hampden•--------------- 636 527.5 472.2 363.8 276.1 213.4 163. 7 123.3 90.2 80.6 
Ham~ire •••••••••••••••• 585 124. 4 119.0 108. 3 100.5 88.6 80. 7 75.9 64. 7 61. l 
Mid esex ••...•.••••••••. 832 1,123. 7 935.5 805.2 679.9 (1) (I) (1) (1) (1) 
Nantucket.. .•••••••.••••• 51 72.1 54.8 58.1 58.9 64.1 73.1 80.8 119.5 165. 7 
Norfolk _____ •••••••••••••• 406 737.5 539.6 457.3 369.6 290.1 235.4 (1) (1) (I) 
Plymouth'-··············- 675 240.5 232.5 213.8 168.9 137.3 109. 7 96.8 96.0 82. 5 
Suffolk•------------------- 55 15, 991. 6 15, 191. 3 14, 340. 9 11, 988. 6 9, 505.5 (1) (!) (1) (I) 
Worcester 1 ________________ 1,556 315. 7 292.5 256.8 223.0 180.5 145.8 123.8 (1) (1) 

t For changes In county boundaries, see p. 96. 
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TABLE 21.-POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES 
AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930-Continued 

AP-. POP't.TLATJON PER SQUARE MILE 

prox1-
mate 

STATE AND COUNTY land 
area, 
1930 1930 1020 1810 1000 1800 1880 1870 1880 18150 

(square 
miles) 

------------ ---------------
Rhode Ialand _________ 1,087 844.8 688.4 608. 5 401.8 Sllll.8 1159.11 1103.7 183. 7 188.I 

--------------------- - ----
:Bristol.·---- -- --- - -- -- -- -- 24 1, 045. 4 963.0 733.4 547. 7 476.2 474.8 392. 5 371.1 354.8 
Kent _____ -------------- -- 174 295.3 219.9 209. 1 172.3 153.8 118.3 106.9 99.4 86.8 Newy,ort _________________ 

114 365.5 376.3 345.0 286.0 250.5 212.1 175.9 192.1 175.5 
Prov dence •-------- ------ 430 1,255.8 1, 105.1 986.9 764.4 593.3 460.2 347.0 (I) (1) Washington ______________ 

325 90.3 76. 7 76. 7 74. 3 72.8 69.2 61.8 57.6 50.6 

Connec&icut •• _____ • ___ 4, 820 388.4 288.4 231.8 188.6 164.8 120.11 111. 6 06. 6 78. 9 ------,_ ------------------
Fairfield ____ -------------- 631 612.8 508. 6 388.8 291.9 237.8 177.e 151.0 122.8 94. 7 Hartford. ________________ 729 577. 6 460.9 343.2 268.1 201.9 172.0 149.5 123.4 96.0 
Litchfield. - ---- -------- -- 925 89.2 82.4 76.0 68.8 57.9 56.3 52. 7 51.2 48.9 
Middlesex---------------- 369 139.3 1~.9 123. 7 113.2 107.1 96.4 97.8 83.6 73.8 New Haven ______________ 803 768.6 688.6 559.3 446.4 346. 7 259.6 201.1 161.4 108.8 
New London•------------ 659 180.5 158. 7 138.5 125.6 116.3 (1) (1) t g) 
Tolland 1----------------- 404 70.9 67. 4 65.5 60. 7 62.1 (ll c•l :i ) 
Windham•--------------· 500 108. 2 105.6 96. 7 93. 7 90.3 (1 (1 ) 

1 For changes in county boundaries, see p. 96. 

TABLE 22.-INDEX NUMBER AND MEASUREMENT OF THE CHANGES IN GEO• 
GRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

INDEX NUMBER 
(1910, BASE=lOO PER CENT) 

STATE AND COUNTY 

1880 1920 1010 1000 1800 1880 1870 1880 mo 
- - ,_ - - - - - -

NEW ENGLAND. 126 113 100 86 72 81 63 48 42 
- - - - - - - - -]l(a.ine ______________ 

108 104 100 94 89 88 86 85 78 
- - - - - - - - -

Androscoggin•--------- 119 110 100 91 82 75 60 50 (1) Aroostook 1 _____________ 
117 109 100 81 66 (1) (I) (I) (ll Cumberland 1 __________ 
120 111 100 90 81 77 73 67 (I 

Franklin.-------------- 104 104 100 96 89 95 98 107 105 
Hancock 1 ___ ----------- 87 85 100 105 105 107 103 106 97 Kennebec 1 _____________ 

112 102 100 94 91 84 (1) (I) (I) Knox 1 _________________ 
93 91 100 105 109 113 106 113 (1) 

Lincoln•--------------- 85 88 100 108 121 136 140 153 (I) Oxford 1 ________________ 115 104 100 89 84 90 92 101 (1) Penobscot 1 _____________ 108 103 100 89 85 (I) (I) (1) (1) 
Piscataquis------------- 91 104 100 85 81 74 72 75 74 
Sagadahoc •. ------------ 91 124 100 109 105 104 101 117 (I) Somserset. _____________ 

108 102 100 93 90 89 95 101 98 Waldo 1 ________________ 87 91 100 103 119 139 (') (1) p Washington•----------- 88 97 100 105 104 (I) (I) (1) I) 
York ___ ---------------- ·106 103 100 95 92 91 88 91 88 

JI' ew Hampshire. ___ 108 103 100 98 87 81 74 78 74 
- - - -:Belknap ________________ 

106 99 100 92 95 84 83 87 83 
Carroll .• --------------- 87 92 100 104 111 112 106 125 123 
Cheshire. - ------------- 110 101 100 102 96 94 89 90 98 
Coos. - ----------------- 127 118 100 96 75 60 49 43 39 Grafton 1 _______________ 

103 98 100 98 89 93 (1) (I) (1) 
Hillsborough.. __________ 111 107 100 89 74 60 51 49 46 
Merrimack•------------ 105 97 100 98 93 87 (I) (I) (1~4 Rockingham.---------- 103 101 100 98 95 94 91 96 
Strafford_ - -- --- ---- -- -- 99 99 100 101 99 91 78 81 75 Sullivan ________________ 126 108 100 93 89 94 93 98 100 

l For changes in county boundaries, see p. 96. 
1 Per cent not shown when more than 1,000. 

130057-33-5 

MEASUREMENT 01' CHANGES IN ORO-
GRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION (NEW ENGLAND, 
BABE=lOO PER CENT) 

1030 1920 1910 1000 1800 1880 1870 1880 1850 

- - - - - - - - -
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

- - - - - = - - -
20 22 23 - - -

118 120 123 
10 11 11 

120 122 124 
8 9 10 

15 17 22 
61 61 68 
58 63 78 
26 29 38 
16 16 17 
22 23 25 
4 5 5 

51 77 70 
8 9 9 

21 25 31 
11 14 16 
56 60 66 

89 41 46 
~ 

,____ -
43 45 61 
11 13 16 
35 36 40 
16 17 16 
19 20 23 

119 127 133 
46 46 54 
59 64 71 

28 28 34 37 42 44 
- - - - - -

131 141 1.52 139 
10 10 (1) (1) 

131 141 156 171 
11 13 16 19 
27 32 39 43 
75 86 93 (1) 
96 118 145 156 
48 63 84 99 
18 20 26 30 
26 30 (I) (1) 

5 6 6 7 
90 103 119 134 
10 12 14 17 
37 51 69 (I) 
20 23 (I) (1) 
73 84 97 108 

61 66 69 83 
- - - -

55 68 70 79 
20 25 30 32 
48 54 61 67 
18 17 16 15 
26 28 35 (1) 

140 137 31 128 
62 70 77 (1) 
82 95 110 121 

128 (I) 
(1) !:l 175 

23 25 
49 51 

(I) 
184 ~:i 
121 (I~ 37 (1 
(1) (' 

8 9 
172 (1) 

20 22 (ll 
(I 

(ll 
(I 

124 138 

71 BO 
- -

92 101 
42 
75 
14 

(I) 
137 
(I) 

4 

1 

8 
94 

5 
(') 
1 46 
(I) 

143 162 
77 85 97 115 134 145 142 6 

84 1ri1 17 
35 33 35 38 43 53 61 
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TABLE 22.-INDEX NUMBER AND MEASUREMENT OJ' THE CHANGES IN GEO-. 
GRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE, FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930-Continued. 

INDBX NUKBBB 
(1910, BA.SB-100 PBB Cll:NT) 

BTATB AND COUNTY 

1930 1890 1810 1800 1880 1880 1870 1880 1860 

- - - - - - - - -
Vermold------------ 101 88 100 87 113 113 9S 88 88 

- --'-Addlson ________________ 
89 93 100 109 lll 121 117 120 132 

Bennington------------ 102 101 100 102 96 103 100 91 87 
Caledo:Dia •------------- 105 99 100 94 (I) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
Chittenden------------- ll2 103 100 93 83 77 86 ~r 68 
Essex·------------------ 96 99 100 109 128 107 92 63 Frauklln _______________ 

100 101 JOO 101 100 101 102 9J 96 
Grand Isle..------------- 105 101 100 ll9 102 uo 109 ll4 uo 
Lamoille •••••••••••••••• &'; 94 100 98 102 101 99 98 86 

=-:.::::::::::::::: 89 92 100 103 105 126 123 136 146 
99 103 10< 94 95 95 90 8J 67 

Rutland •• -------------- 101 96 100 92 94 87 84 75 69 
Washington•----------- 100 93 100 :lll (~ (1) (~ (1) (1) I 
Wlndhal:n •••• ---------- 96 98 100 99 100 108 
Windsor---------------- 111 uo 100 96 94 105 107 110 114 

llaasachuaeUB •••••• 128 114 100 BS 66 58 48 87 80 - - - - - - '- - '-

Vanustable •• ----------- 117 97 100 101 106 l~ 119 131 128 
Berkshire--------------- 115 107 100 91 77 62 52 47 
Bristol•---------------- 114 113 100 79 59 44 32 (1) (1) 
Dukes.•---------------- 110 97 100 101 97 95 84 98 101 
Essex•----------------- 114 110 100 82 69 56 
Franklin --------------- 114 113 100 94 88 83 Hampden 1 _____________ 145 130 100 76 59 45 Hamce ·------------ 115 110 100 93 82 75 
Mid •------------- 140 116 JOO 84 (ll (1) 
Nantucket .• ----------- 124 94 100 101 1 0 126 
Norfolk •-- ------------- 161 118 100 81 63 51 
Plymouth •••• ---------- 112 109 100 79 64 51 
Bufton: •---------------- 112 106 100 84 (1) (1) 
Worcester•------------- 123 114 100 87 70 57 

Rhode Ialand------- 127 111 100 79 84 51 
'-- - - - - -

Bristol. - --------------- 143 131 1gr ~ 65 65 
Kent •• --- -------------- 141 105 74 57 
Ne~rt--------------- 106 109 1: ~ ~ 61 
Pro dence '------------ m M~ 47 
Wllllhington •• ---------- 100 97 95 90 

Connec&icu& _________ 
144 124 100 81 87 68 - - - - - --Fairfield ________________ 
158 131 100 75 61 46 

Hartford •• ------------- 168 134 ~: 78 59 50 Litoh1leld ______________ 
117 108 91 76 74 

Middlesex •••••••••••••• 113 104 100 92 87 78 
New Haven------------ 137 123 100 80 62 46 
New London•---------- 13( 115 100 91 

&m Tolland•--------------- 108 103 100 93 
Windham•------------- 112 109 100 97 

1 For changes In county boundaries, see p. 96. 
• Per cent not shown when more than 1,000. 

46 38 30 
75 72 71 
34 : 22 
70 56 

(1) (1) (1) 
139 206 285 
(1) (1) (1) 
45 45 39 

(I) ~:~ ~:~ 48 

40 82 27 
- - -

54 51 48 
51 48 41 
51 56 51 
35 (1) (1) 
81 75 66 

48 41 SS - -- --
39 32 24 
44 36 28 
69 67 64 
79 68 60 
36 29 19 

~:~ f~ ~:~ 
1) I) (I) 

111'.BASUBBlll'.BNT 01' ClliNOBB IN OBO-
OBA.PBIC DIBTIUBUTION (NBW BNOLA.ND., 
BASB-100 l'BB Cll:NT) 

1930 1890 1910 1800 1890 1880 1870 1880 l8llO, 

- - - - - - ,_ 
'- -

30 82 S7 42 48 68 84 88 78 -- - '- - '- - - - -
18 21 25 32 39 49 55 63 
25 27 31 36 41 51 57 58 64 
33 35 40 44 (1) (I) (1) (1) (I) 
66 67 74 81 86 93 U9 103 122 
8 10 ll 14 20 19 19 18 17 

35 39 43 51 60 72 83 83 100. 
36 38 43 60 61 77 87 102 113 
19 23 27 31 39 45 51 56 57 
19 21 26 32 38 54 61 75 92'. 
25 2G 32 35 42 50 54 55 52· 
40 42 50 54 66 71 79 78 83 
44 45 55 56 (I) (I) <2s (I) (1) 
25 28 32 37 44 52 67 83 
30 33 34 38 44 57 67 77 92· 

401 401 888 S87 S87 843 S22 sos 281 
- ,_ ,_ - - - - I-~ 

60 55 64 75 94 121 142 174 196. 
95 98 103 110 111 Ill 119 113 117 

488 530 532 493 434 379 322 (I) (~) 

35 34 40 47 54 62 63 81 96· 
760 812 831 796 796 760 718 658 
54 59 59 66 73 80 83 89 101 

400 395 344 306 282 253 219 178 183 
94 100 102 111 117 125 135 128 139 

853 784 762 754 (1) (I) (1) ~ (1) 
55 46 56 65 85 113 144 377-

560 452 433 410 383 364 (I) ~~ (1) 
182 195 202 187 181 170 172 188 

~ ~5 (I) (I) ~! (I) (1) ~:~ ~:~ 243 247 225 220 

480 474 481 446 427 401 882 824 Slt: 
·-- - -- - - - '-- - '--
793 807 694 607 628 734 697 733 
224 184 198 191 = 183 190 196 197 
277 315 326 317 328 312 380 399 
953 926 934 847 1: 711 616 (I) ll) 
69 64 73 82 107 110 114 llll. 

263 240 219 209 104 200 198 189 176. 
--I- - ,__ - I-I- - -
465 426 368 324 314 274 268 243 215 
438 386 325 297 266 266 266 244 218 
68 69 72 76 76 fr1 94 101 111 

106 108 117 125 141 149 174 165 168. 
583 577 529 495 457 401 357 319 247 
137 133 131 139 153 t m 

(1~ m 54 56 62 67 82 :~ ~: 82 88 91 104 119 
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TABLE 28.-PoPULATION PER 100 AcRES oF ALL LAND IN FARMS FOR N:mw 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850 TO 1930 

STA.TB A.ND COUNTY 1880 1820 1910 1800 1880 1880 1870 1880 mo 
------------------

lll'BW Blll'GLAlll'D •• ___ 67 44 88 27 24 19 18 18 u 
I= = Kaine ____________________ 

17 14 H 11 11 10 11 11 lS ---'-------- -----------Androscoggin _________________ 
33 31 23 21 20 18 15 13 ------ ... 

Aroostook_ - - - ----- -- - ---- - -- - 10 10 9 8 7 6 7 Ii • Cumberland __________________ 
64 39 29 25 23 21 20 20 11 

Franklin ___ ------------------ 9 7 6 5 5 5 5 6 7 
Hancock---------------------- 21 13 12 14 12 11 14 12 11 
Kennebec. -- --------- ---- ---- 19 15 13 12 12 11 12 12 1• 
KnoX------------------------- 19 21 18 19 21 20 23 23 -----is Lincoln. ___________ ----------- 9 9 8 9 10 11 12 13 
Oxford------ -- ------ -- ----- --- 11 9 7 5 5 5 6 6 • Penobscot.------------------- 18 16 13 11 11 10 11 12 11 
Piscataquis •••• ------------ ___ 12 9 8 6 6 6 5 6 7 
Sagadahoc-------------------- 19 24 16 18 18 17 16 19 
Somerset. ____ ------ __ ------ __ 10 7 6 6 6 6 6 7 • Waldo •• ---------------------- 7 6 6 6 7 8 9 11 11 Washington __________________ 16 15 14 18 16 12 17 14 19 
York _________ --------·--- --- __ 33 22 17 16 16 16 14 14 lil lll'ew llampahire __________ 24 17 18 11 11 9 9 9 • - ----
~=~~:::::::::::::::::::::: 21 13 10 9 10 8 8 8 ·8 

10 7 6 6 6 6 4 6 1 
Cheshire----- --- -- --- -------- - 21 14 9 8 8 7 8 8 II 
Coos •• ---------·-------------- 18 15 11 9 8 7 6 4 • Gratton _____ -- -- -------- -----_ 12 9 7 7 6 5 6 6 • Hillsborough __ --------------- 69 44 33 26 22 17 16 14 lS 
Merrimack.------------------ 21 14 12 11 10 10 9 9 10 Rockingham __________________ 

Zl 19 16 15 16 14 13 14 15 
Strafford _____ --- ----_ -------_ 38 25 23 20 23 19 19 16 UI 
Sullivan.-------- -- --_ -------_ 14 10 7 7 6 6 6 6 1 Vermont __________________ 

9 8 8 7 8 7 7 7. .. ----
Addison.--------------------- 6 6 6 5 6 6 6 1 7 Bennington ___________________ 

13 10 8 8 8 8 11 8 8 Caledonia _____________ ------_ 9 8 7 7 7 7 6 7 1 
Chittenden------------------- 17 16 14 14 12 10 13 10 10 
Essex •. -- ------ -------- --- ---_ 6 6 6 6 7 4 6 6 1 
Franklin. -- -- ---- ----- --- -- -- 8 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 9 Grand Isle ____________________ 

9 8 8 9 8 8 9' 9 ·9 Lamoille.. _____________________ 
6 6 6 6 6 6 1 1 1 

Orange_ - -- --- -- -- ----------- - 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 1 11 
Orleans ____ --- -- -------- -- ---- 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 1 5 
Rutland.--------------------- 13 11 11 10 11 9 9 8 1 
W ashfngton ____ ---------- ____ 14 12 11 10 8 6 7 9 9 
Windham-------------------- 9 8 7 6 7 6 6 6 1 
Windsor.--------------------- 9 8 6 6 6 6 1 7 7 

JluaachuelCa •••••••••••• 912 164 117 89 76 68 68 87 80 -
Barnstable. __ ---- __ ---------_ 148 66 66 63 66 41 119 46 a 
Berkshire ____ --------------- __ 48 32 Zl 20 18 14 11 12 ll 
Bristol. _________ -- -------- -- -- 251 202 167 129 96 76' ~2. 49. ·37 
Dukes.----------------------- 31 13 23 13 11 13 21 14. 11 
Essex _______ --------------_ --_ 425 325 264 202 190 131 122 90, •61 
Franklin. - - -- ------ ------- --- 19 18 14 12 12 10 10 9 11 

~=e=================== 
202 142 91 60 60 36 1IO 20 rt 
32 26 23 18 18 ltl 16 13' 11 

Mid --------------------- 465 303 192 179 136 81 il9 66 "' Nantucket ____________________ 
99 62 96 73 121 19 41 ~. 16' 

Norfolk _____ --- ----- -- ---- ____ MS 289 180 132 108 81 114, 69 41 
Plymouth.------------------- 162 128 105 76 64 38 116 31' 26 
Sulfolk. _ -- ----------- ----- --_ 125,648 33,421 21, 611 14,219 20, 11111 9,022 il,298 6, ll06 '8,906 
Worcester-------------------- 112 88 65 52 44 32 34 22 17 Rhode Island _____________ 248 189 199 84 74 64 48 84 87 

Bristol. ••••• ---- ------- ----- -- 330 282 183 173 106 90 18 61 '65 
Kent ___ ---------------- -- -- -- 111 94 li3 42 81 24 21 19' 18 

~:ce::::::::::::::::::: 112 101 83 67 65 43 '38 34 "28 
634 387 265 196 167 102 18 57 '41 

W ash!ngton __ ---- ----_ --_ ---_ 34 21 16 15 Ui 13 13 11 :II Connecl.icu& _______________ 107 78 61 88 88 16 98 18 ll --- ,_ 
Fairfleld---------------------- 272 142 92 66 li3 36 35 26 211 
Hartford ________ --------- --- -- 169 114 76 66 43 33 29 23 111 
Litchlleld.-------------------- 30 20 16 14 11 11 11 10 ·10 MiddJesex ____________________ 60 39 31 28 26 21 22 16 rt 
New Haven •• ---------------- 309 221 136 103 85 66 43 29 211 
New London.---------------- 48 36 29 25 25 22 20 19 16 
Tolland. - • ---- --- --- -- ----- -- 20 15 14 12 13 12 10 12 ., 
Windham •• ----------------·- 29 24 20 17 18 15 14 11 lO 
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TABLE 2(,-INDEX NUMBER AND MEASUREMENT OF THE CHANGES IN GEO• 
GRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION PER 100 ACRES OF ALL LAND 
IN FARMS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1850. TO 1930 

INDEX NUMBER 
STATE AND COUNTY (1910BASE=100 PER CENT) 

1830 1920 1910 1900 1890 1880 1870 1880 1850 
NEW ENGLAND. 173 133 100 Bi 73 58 66 48 46 

Kaine _______________ 142 rn 100 9ii 9ii 83 Bi 9ii 108 
Androscoggin 1 __________ 143 135 ToO 9i 87 7B 65 57 -Aroostook 1 _____________ 111 111 100 89 78 (') (!) (') "(1)" 
Cumberland'----------- 221 134 100 86 79 72 69 69 (!) Franklin ________________ 

150 117 100 83 83 83 83 100 117 
Hancock 1--------------- 175 108 100 117 100 92 117 100 133 
Kennebec'------·------- 146 115 100 92 92 85 (') (1) ('l Knox'------------------ 106 117 100 106 117 111 128 128 (' 
Lincoln'---------------- 113 113 100 113 125 138 150 163 (1) 
Oxford'----------------- 157 129 100 71 71 71 86 86 (1) Penobscot 1 _____________ 138 115 100 85 85 77 (1) (1) (1) Piscataquis _____________ 150 113 100 75 75 63 63 75 88 
Sagedahoc '------------- 119 150 100 113 113 106 100 119 (1) Somerset _______________ 

167 117 100 100 100 83 100 117 150 
Waldo•----------------- 117 100 100 100 117 133 (1) (') (') 
Washington•----------- 114 107 100 129 114 (1) (1) (') (') York ____________________ 

194 129 100 88 88 88 82 82 82 
lll'ew Hampshire ____ 185 131 100 85 85 811 I~ 89 89 

Belknap ________________ 
210 130 100 90 ToO ~ 80 80 80 

Carroll ______ -·-- -- ----- - 167 117 100 83 100 83 67 100 117 
Cheshire •• -------------- 233 156 100 89 89 78 89 89 89 
Coos. .•..•• -- --- -- •• ---- 164 136 100 82 73 64 55 36 55 Grafton 1 ________________ 

171 129 100 100 86 71 (!) (') (!) 
Hillsborough ••••••• __ ... 179 133 100 76 67 52 48 42 39 
Merrimack•------------ 175 117 100 92 83 83 (1) (') (') 
Rockingham •• ---------- 169 119 100 94 100 88 81 88 94 Strafford ________________ 

165 109 100 87 100 83 83 70 70 
Sallivan .. -------------- 200 143 100 100 86 86 86 86 100 

Vermont ____________ 
113 100 100 88 100 88 88 88 100 

Addison .. -------------- 100 100 100 ~~ 120 120 120 140 140 
Bennington •..... ,------ 163 125 100 100 100 138 100 100 
Caledonia'------------- 129 114 100 100 (I) (') (1) (!) (') 
Chittenden------------- 121 114 100 100 86 71 93 71 71 
Essex·------··---------- 120 120 100 100 140 80 100 100 100 
Franklin ____________ ---- 100 100 100 100 113 100 100 100 113 Grand Isle ______________ 113 100 100 113 100 100 113 113 113 
Lemoille .. -------------- 83 100 100 100 100 83 117 117 117 Orange __________________ 

100 100 100 100 100 120 120 140 220 Orleans _________________ 
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 117 83 Rutland ________________ 
118 100 100 91 100 82 82 73 64 

Washington'----------- 127 109 100 91 (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) Windham_ ______________ 
129 114 100 86 100 86 86 86 100 

Windsor •. -------------- 150 133 100 100 100 100 117 117 117 
Xassachusetts ....•.. 181 132 ~ 78 64 45 46 32 28 

Barnstable ______________ 269 102 100 ll5 102 ""75 216 82 95 Berkshire _______________ 178 119 100 74 67 52 63 44 41 
Bristol•----------------- 150 121 100 77 57 45 37 (') (') Dukes __________________ 

135 57 100 57 48 57 
Essex'------------------ 167 128 100 80 75 52 Franklin ________________ 

136 129 100 86 86 71 
Hampden'-------------- 222 156 100 66 55 38 
HarnJl:ire '------------ 139 113 100 78 78 70 
Mid esex '------------- 242 158 100 93 (1) (') Nantucket ____________ -- 103 65 100 76 126 20 Norfolk 1 ________________ 303 161 100 73 60 45 Plymouth ______________ 154 122 100 72 61 36 
Suffolk•---------------- 584 155 100 66 (') (I) 
Worcester'------------- 172 135 100 80 68 49 

Rhode JalancL ______ ~ 148 100 77 81 44 
Bristo!__ ________________ 180 154 100 9s 58 49 
Kent _______ --- • --.• -- --- 209 177 100 79 58 45 New{lort ________________ 135 122 100 81 66 52 
Providence•------------ 209 152 100 77 62 40 WBBhington_ ____________ 

213 131 100 94 94 81 
CoBJUIClicuL .... ___ 210 143 100 78 ~ 49 Fairllelci_ _______________ 

296 154 100 72 39 
Hartford..---·----·----- 222 150 100 74 57 43 Litchfield _______________ 188 126 100 88 69 69 Middlesex ______________ 

161 126 100 90 81 68 New Haven _____________ 227 163 100 76 
631 41 New London•---------- 166 124 100 86 86 (ll Tolland 1 ________________ 143 107 100 86 93 (! 

Windham'-------------- 145 120: 100· 85 90 (1) 

1 For changes in county boundaries, see p, 96. 
J Per cent not shown when more than 1,000. 

91 61 57 
48 35 (1) 
71 64 79 
33 22 19 
65 57 52 

(') (') (!) 
43 49 108 
47 38 25 
52 30 25 

(1) (1) (') 
52 34 26 
35 28 22 

43 37 36 
40 36 34 
40 41 34 
31 (I) (') 
81 69 56 

~ 35 31 
38 28 25 
38 30 25 
69 63 63 
71 48 55 
32 21 17 

~:i ~:i 
(1) 
(!) 

(1) ') (') 

I MEASUREMENT OF CHANGES IN GEO• 
GRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENT· 
AGES 

(NEW ENGLAND AS BASE= 100 PER CENT) 
1990 1990 lBIO 1900 1890 1880 1870 1860 1860 
100 lOO 1iiii 100 1iiii 1iiii Toil 100 1iiii 
So 32 8ii 41 48 53 er 89 87 
5s 7o 7o 7s 83 9s 83 Si (if 

18 23 27 30 29 (') (!) (') • (!) 
112 89 88 93 96 111 111 125 (!) 

16 16 18 19 21 26 28 38 47 
37 30 36 52 50 58 78 75 107 
33 34 39 44 50 58 (') (') (1) 
33 48 55 70 88 105 128 144 (1) 
16 20 24 33 42 58 67 81 (1) 
19 20 21 19 21 26 33 38 (I~ 
32 34 39 41 46 (1) (1) (!) (1 
21 20 24 22 25 26 28 38 47 
33 55 48 67 75 89 89 119 (1) 
18 16 18 22 25 26 33 44 60 
12 14 18 22 29 42 (') (') (') 
28 34 42 67 .67 (') (') (1) (') 
58 50 52 56 63 79 78 88 93 
42 SB 39 ~ 

48 47 ·~ 58 60 
37 3o 30 42 42 00 63 

18 16 18 19 25 26 22 38 47 
37 32 27 30 33 37 44 50 53 
32 34 33 33 33 37 33 25 40 
21 20 21 26 25 26 (!) (!) (1) 

104 100 100 93 92 89 89 88 87 
37 32 36 41 42 53 (') (I) (1) 
47 43 48 56 67 74 72 88 100 
67 57 70 74 96 100 106 100 107 
25 23 21 26 25 32 33 38 47 
18 18 24 28 SS S7 S9 44 53 

9 ll 15 19 25 32 33 44 47 
23 23 24 30 33 42 61 50 53 
16 18 21 26 (1) (!) (1) (1) (1) 
30 36 42 52 50 53 72 63 67 
11 14 15 19 29 21 28 31 33 
14 18 24 30 38 42 44 50 60 
16 18 24 33 33 42 50 56 60 
9 14 18 22 25 26 39 44 47 
9 11 15 19 21 32 33 44 73 

11 14 18 22 25 32 33 44 33 
23 25 33 37 46 47 50 50 47 
25 27 33 37 (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
16 18 21 22 29 32 33 38 47 
16 18 18 22 25 32 39 44 47 

372 360 S55 330 313 279 294 231 200 
260 127 167 233 233 216 661 28i 347 
84 73 82 74 75 74 94 75 73 

440 459 506 478 400 395 344 (I) (I) 
54 30 70 48 46 68 117 88 87 

746 739 770 748 792 689 678 563 (1) 
33 41 42 44 50 53 56 56 73 

354 323 276 222 208 184 167 125 113 
56 59 70 67 75 84 83 81 80 

816 689 582 663 (') (1) (I) (I) (1) 
174 141 291 270 504 (') 228 294 693 
956 657 545 489 450 426 (1) (1) (1) 
284 291 318 281 267 200 306 194 173 
(') (1) (•) (') (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
196 200 197 193 183 168 189 138 113 
432 414 S70 348 308 284 239 213 180 
579 641 555 Ml 442 474 433 4iii 433 
195 214 161 156 129 126 117 119 120 
196 230 252 248 229 226 183 213 187 
937 880 773 726 654 537 433 (1) (1) 

60 48 48 66 63 68 72 69 60 
188 188 155 144 ~ 

1S2 128 113 107 
477 323 279 244 189 194 163 153 
296 259 230 207 179 174 161 144 127 
53 45 48 52 46 58 61 63 67 
88 89 94 104 104 lll 122 94 113 

542 502 412 381 354 295 239 181 153 
84 82 88 93 104 (1) (1) ('l (ll 
35 34 42 44 54 (1) (I) (1 ~:) 51 55 61 63 75 (I) (1) (1) 
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TABLE 25.-POPULATION, 1930, PER 100 ACRES OF ALL CROP LAND, 19"29, FOR 
NEW EN.GLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

Popu- Per Po Jiu· Per lation, cent lat ion, cent 1980per distri- 1930 per dlstrl-All crop 100 bution All crop 100 butlon 
STATE AND COUNTY land acres of (New STATE AND COUNTY land acres of (New (acres) crop (acres) crop 

land Eng- land Eng-
(num- land= (num- land-

Iler) 100) lier) 
1()()) 

--- ------
NEW ENGLAND_ 4, 014, 882 203 100 Vermont (contd.) 

--------- Lamoille.----·-··--·-·- 53, 213 21 10 
Maine ______________ 1,401, 765 57 28 Orange __________ . ___ -·-· 88,300 19 9 --------- Orleans ••• --··--- ______ 101, 697 23 11 Androscoggin __________ 66,991 106 52 Rutland_-------------- 114, 662 42 21 

Aroostook. ••••••.•••• _. 400,443 . 2'i 11 Washington ____________ 79, 955 52 26 Cumtx>rland ___________ 63,877 211 1041 
Windham ______________ 59, 246 44 22 Franklin _______________ 53, 015 38 19 Windsor __ ------------- 95, 816 39 19 

Hancock_······-·-··--- 27,069 113 56 Massachuset1s ______ 564, 054 753 871 Kennebec ______________ 114, 637 62 31 ---------Knox. _________________ 36, 750 75 37 Barnstable _____________ 5, 158 621 306 Lincoln __ . ______ .•• ____ 42, 416 37 18 Berkshire ____ ·--· ______ 65, 745 184 91 Oxford. _____ • _______ ... 80,339 52 26 Bristol.._·-·-·-·····-·· 40,640 898 44 Penobscot ______________ 155, 598 59 29 Dukes_.-·-------··---· 1,665 291 143 
Piscataquis.··---···-·· 34,595 53 26 Essex ____ ·-------··-·-- 39, 819 1,251 616 
Sagadahoc .. ·---------- 27, 190 62 31 Franklin ________________ 63, 801 78 38 
Somerset ______ -------·- 115, 900 34 17 Hampden ______________ 45, 852 731 
Waldo.---···---·-·-·-· 82, 249 25 12 Hampshire _____________ 63,394 115 57 Washington ____________ 42, 581 89 44 Middlesex .. --·-·------ 75, 6.52 1, 235 608 
York ___ ------ __________ 58, 115 126 62 Nantucket_ ____________ 707 525 259 

New Hampshire •• _. 422, 182 110 54 N otfolk_. ---·-- _ ------ _ 16, 274 1,837 905 

Belknap_.-------------
------ Plymouth ______________ 24,582 660 325 21,590 105 52 Suffolk __________ ------- 499 175, 907 86,654 CarroJI _________________ 22, 238 64 32 Worcester ______________ 120, 266 408 200 Cheshire _______________ 30, 539 110 54 Rhode Island _______ 68, 256 1,007 496 Coos _________ ---------- 50,937 77 38 

Grafton •• ______________ 75, 791 56 28 Bristol ___ ·----- __ --·- __ 2,979 836 -----m 

360 

Hillsborough __ ._._ •••• _ 50,222 279 137 Kent. ____ -------------- 7, 341 704 347 Merrimack _____________ 53, 552 105 52 Newport _______________ 14,964 278 137 
Rockingham ___________ 53, 736 100 49 Providence _____________ 26,468 2,038 1,004 
Strafford _________ ------ 25, 765 150 74 Washington ____________ 16, 504 178 88 
Sullivan_.------------- 37,812 64 32 ConnecticuL _______ 430, 588 373 184 Vermont ____________ 1, 128, 017 32 16 Fairfield_-------------- 48,590 796 392 ------
Addison .. ___ ---------- 138, 964 13 6 Hartford _______________ 91, 631 460 227 Bennington ____________ 45, 213 48 24 Litchfield ••••••.. ______ 79, 942 103 51 
Caledonia •............. 78,800 35 17 Middlesex .. ·--·-·-·-·- 24, 595 209 103 
Chittenden.-·-····-··· 98,360 48 24 New Haven ____________ 52, 052 890 • 438 
Essex. ... ---·-········· 25,226 28 14 New London ___________ 53, 677 222 109 
Franklin .......... _____ 125, 931 24 12 Tolland ________________ 34, 125 84 41 
Grand Isle .•• ---------- 22, 634 17 8 Windham ... ----·---··· 45,976 118 58 

TABLE 26.-TOTAL FARM, RURAL FARM, AND URBAN FARM.POPULATION WITH 
PERCENTAGES OF DISTRIBUTION, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES, 1930 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease) 

TOTAL FAEM'. POPULATION RURAL FARM URBAN FARM 

I Per Per Per Per Per 
Per Per cent Per cent cent Per cent cent 

cent dis- dis- dis-
STATE cent of tri- C!lnt or tri- cent of tri-Num- In· total bution Num- m- total bu ti on Num- m- total hut ion ber crease pop- c;:ew 

ber crease farm 
c;:ew 

ber crease farm (New lll20- lll20- pop- 1890- pop-
1930 ula- ng- 1980 ula· ng- 1930 ula- 1::.f;;. tion land= tion land= ti on 100) 100) 100) 

--- ---- -------- - ------
New England .• 573, 251 .-8.4 7.0 100.0 499,083 -6.8 87.1 100.0 

I~ 
-18.0 12. 9 100.0 

= ---- = Maine ............ 170. 995 -13.5 21.4 29.8 161, 429 -14.6 94. 4 32.3 11.6 5.6 12.9 
New Hampshire •• 62,850 -17.3 13.5 11.0 54, 911 (1) 87.4 11.0 . (1) 12.6 10. 7 
Vermont ......... _ 112,904 -9.9 31.4 19. 7 111,898 -10.1 99.1 22.4 1,006 23.0 0.9 1.4 
Massachusetts .... 123, 255 4.0 2.9 21. 5 80, 309 (1) 65.2 16.1 42,946 (1) 34.8 57.9 
Rhode Island. ____ 16, 4771 8.9 2. 4 2.9 10, 289 (') 62.4 2.1 6, 188 (1) 37.6 8.3 
Connecticut .... _ .. 86, 770 -7.0 5.4 15. 1 so. 247 -11.1 92.5 16.1 6,523 117.1 7.5 8.8 

1 Increase not shown by reason or changes in classification, the figures are not comparable. 
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TABLE" 27 .-TOTAL FARM, RURAL FARM, AND URBAN FARM POPULATION, WITH PEB­
CENTAGJI DISTRIBUTION, FOR Nmw ENGLAND, BY S,TATES AND COUNTIES, 1930 

Pl'fl'l'AI. r.UUI POPULATION RURAL rARM URBAN rARM 
Per Per Per 
cent Per cent Per cent 

Per dlstri- cent of dlstri- cent of dlstri-
n.a.n AND coUICTY Num- cent of button Num- tote.I button Num- total bntion 

ber to~ (New ber farm (New ber flll'Ill "few 

f:'tfo~ Ji!?;. ~f~ 1!?.:. J:'J~ tan':f;. 
---==--= ...... =.---1-::...,., ... ,_ 100) 100) ~ 

Bft IJIGLliD ••••• ~ 'I. 0 --ioo:li 4ii,08i 87:1--ioo.i 7i;Tei ---ii:8 100. 0 

Kaine-------------------- uo,... 11. 4 11. a 111, ae M. 4 as. a e, 688 6:1 ----w.e 
.A..ndorseoggln________________ 9,'37 13.3 1.6 6,643 ""'7if.4----r.3 2, 794 29.6 ----a.ii J.rooatoolt____________________ 37, 972 43. l 6. 6 37, 830 99. 6 7. 6 142 0. 4 o. 2 

(lumberland. ---------------- 10. 388 7. l 1. 8 9, 524 91. 7 1. 9 864 8. 3 1. 2 Franklin_____________________ 6,409 32.1 1.1 6,409 100.0 1.3 -------- ------- --------Hanoook_____________________ 5,264 17.1 0.9 4,917 93.6 1.i 337 6.4 0.5 
ltennebeo.................... 14, 960 21. ~ 2. I 13, 273 88. 7 2. 7 1, 687 11. 3 2. 3 E:nox________________________ 5, 794 2D. 9 1. C 5, 506 95. o 1.1 288 Ii. o O. 4 
Lincoln______________________ 6,316 40. 8 1.1 6, 316 100. O 1. 3 -------- ------- --------
Oxford....................... 11, 781 28. 4 2.1 11, 774 99. 9 2. 4 7 0.1 (1) 
Penobacot-------------------- 17, 687 19.1 3.1 16, 347 92. 4 3. 3 1, 340 7. 6 1. 8 Plsoatequfs__________________ 3, 973 21. 8 0. 7 3, 973 100. 0 o. 8 -------- ------- --------llagadahoo___________________ 2, 882 17. c o. 5 2, 742 95.1 o. 5 140 4.? o. 2 
llomerset--------------------- 12, 327 31. 5 2. 2 12, 201 99. o 2. 4 126 1.. o. 2 
Waldo----------------------- 9,039 44.6 1.6 8,495 94.0. 1. 7 544 6.0 0. 7 
Wasb1ngton.................. 7, 292 19. 3 L 3 7, 013 96. 2 1. 4 279 3. 8 0. 4 
York.·----------------------- 9, 484 13. C 1. 7 8, 466 89. 3 1. 7 1, 018 10. 7 1. 4 

Bew Jla.mpehlre.......... 82, SIMI 18. 6 11. 0 M, 911 87. 4 11. 0 'I, 989 19. 8 10. 'I 
Belknap_____________________ 3, 203 14.2 ----0:0 2, 976 ""92:9---0:0 ~ --U -----0.S 
Carroll....................... 3, 645 211. Ii 0. 6 3, 645 100. 0 0. 7 -------- ------- --------
Cheehfre..................... 4, 899 14. 5 O. 9 4, 486 91. 6 O. 9 413 8. 4 O. 6 
Coos.·--·-------------------- 5, 838 15. (] 1. O s, 611 96. 1 1. 1 227 3. 9 o. 3 
Omfton______________________ 8, 783 20. 5 1. 5 7, 863 89. 5 1. 6 920 10. 5 1. 2 
Hillsborough_________________ 9, 262 6. 6 1. 6 7, 862 84. 9 1. 6 1, 400 15.1 1. 9 
Merrimac)[__________________ 8, 222 14. 6 1.4 7, 427 9D. 3 1. 5 795 9. 7 1.1 
Rockingham_________________ 9, 935 18. 5 1. 7 8, 888 89. 5 1. 8 1, 047 10. 5 1. 4' 
lltralford..................... 3, 790 D. 8 0. 7 2, 421 63. D 0. 5 1, 369 36.1 1. 8 Sullivan ____________________ " 5, 273 21. 7 o. 9 3, 732 70. 8 0 .. 7 1, 541 29. 2 2.1 

Vermo:n.L.________________ 111, 904 91. 4' 19. 'I 111, 898 98. 1 12. 4 1, 008 o. 9 1. 4' 
Addison ______________________ -u,3i9 """'fil.9 -U 9, 319 100.1 ---r.ii ::::= == :::::= 
B~n------------------ 4, 097 18. 9 O. l 4, 069 99. 3 0. 8 28 O. 7 (1) 
Ce.ledonla.___________________ 9, 341 34. 3 1. 6 9, 332 99. 9 1. 9 9 0.1 (1) 
Chittenden__________________ 9, 084 19.1 1. 6 8, 927 98. 3 1. 8 157 1. 7 o. 2 
ElllleJ:________________________ 2, 586 36. 6 O. 5 2, 586 100. 0 0. 5 -------- ------- --------
Franklin..................... 11, 816 39. 4 2. 1 11, 706 99.1 2. 3 109 0. 9 0.1 
Orand L~Je___________________ 2, 331 59.1 o. 4 2, 331 100. O O. 5 -------- ------- --------
LBl}lofile_____________________ 6, 008 54. 9 1. o 6, 008 100. o 1. 2 -------- ------- --------Qninge_______________________ D,332 55. 9 1. 6 9, 332 100. 0 1. 9 -------- ------- --------
Orleans.--------------------- 10, 870 47. 2 1. 9 10, 714 98. 6 2.1 156 1. 4 o. 2 
Rutland·-------------------- 9,891 20. 4 1. 7 9, 728 98. 4 1. 9 163 1. 6 0. 2 
Waabington__________________ 9, 597 23. o 1. 7 9, 310 97. o 1. 9 287 3. o 0. 4 
Windham.·------------------ 6,933 26.7 1.2 6,864 99.0 1.4 69 1.0 0.1 
Windsor ••••••••••••••••••••• 11,700 31.3 2.0 11,672 99.8 2.3 28 0.2 (I) 

Xasaachuetla •••••••• ____ 118, 866 ___!! ____!!:.! 80, sou ~ _!!.! a, 9"'8 ~ ~ 
llarnatable___________________ 1, 988 6. 2 o. 3 · 1, 724 86. 7 o. 3 264 13. 3 0.4 
llerkahlre____________________ 7, 406 6.1 l. 3 5, 272 71. 2 1.11 2, 134 28. 8 2. 9 
llrlstoJ.______________________ 15, 911 4. 4 2. 8 10, 114 63. o 2. o 5, 797 36. 4 7. 8 J>ukes______________________ 339 6. 8 0.1 339 100. 0 0.1 -------- ------- --------El!lleJ:________________________ 9, 767 2.0 1.? 3,415 35.0 0. 7 6,342 65.0 8.6 
Franklin_____________________ 11, 688 23. 6 2. 0 9, 830 84.1 2. 0 1, 858 15. 9 2. 5 
Hampden____________________ 8, 596 2. 6 1. 5 5, 188 60. 4 1. 0 3, 408 39. 6 4. 6 
Hampahlre................... 11, 895 16. 3 2. 1 8, 290 69. 7 1. 7 3, 605 30. 3 4. 9 
Middleaex •••••••• ____________ 16, 881 1. 8 2. 9 10, 586 62. 7 2. 1 6, 295 37. 3 8. 5 
Nantucket................... 128 3. 5 (1) -------- ------- -------- 128 100. O O. 2 
Norfolk______________________ 6, 101 2. o 1.1 3, 194 52. 4 o. 6 2, 907 47. 6 3. 9 
Plymouth.___________________ 6, 895 4. 2 l. 2 3, 855 55. 9 o. 8 3, 040 44.1 4. 1 
WBuftolk.. •• ____________________ 159 (1) (1) •• 

1
•
8 
••• 

502 
•.• ___ 

7
_2. __ 

5 
______ 

3
_._

7
_ 159 100. o o. 2 orcester.___________________ 25, 511 5. 2 4. 5 7, 009 27. 5 9. 5 

Bhode &land.____________ 18, 477 _.H ~ 10, 289 ____!!.! _!:.! 8, 188 ....E:_! __.!:..! 
Bristol....................... 838 3. 3 0.1 -------- ------- -------- 838 100. 0 1.1 
Kent......................... 2, 409 4. 7 0. 4 1, 080 44. 8 0. 2 1, 329 55. 2 1. 8 
N=---------------·----- 3, 938 D. 5 o. 7 3, 858 98. o o. 8 80 2. o 0.1 
Pro dence___________________ 6, 281 1. 2 l. 1 2, 761 44. 0 o. 6 3, 520 56. o 4. 7 
WBB!llngton.................. 3, 011 10. 3 0. 5 2, 590 86. 0 0. 5 421 14. 0 0. 6 

Ccmiea&icuL............. 88, 770 6. 4 16. 1 80, 947 81. 6 18. l 8, 623 'I. 6 8. 8 
Fairfield_____________________ 12, 063 ---a.1---ai 10, 868 -00.i --U 1;195 . 'D:ii ---ui 
Hartford_____________________ 20, 671 4. 9 3. 6 19, 009 92. ~ 3. ~ 1, 662 8. 0 2. 2 
Lltch11eld.................... 10, 655 12. D 1. 9 10, 087 94. I 2.' 568 5. 3 0. 8 
Mlddleaex................... 5, 896 11.5 1. C 4, 995 84. 7 l. 0 901 15. 3 1. 2 
New Haven----------------- 10.834 2.3 l.D 9,178 84. 7 1.8 1,656 15.3 2.2 
New London·---------------- 11, 021 9. a 1. 9 10, 784 97. 8 2. 2 237 2. 2 o. 3 
Tolland...................... 7, 634 28. 6 1. 3 7, 489 98.1 1. 6 145 1. D 0. 2 
Windham.·------------------ 7, 996 14.8 1. 4 7, 837 98. O 1. 6 159 2. o o. 2 

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
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'rABLB 28.-MOVEJllENT OF POPULATION FROM CITY TO FARlll AND FROlll 
FARlll TO CITY, FOR THE 12-MONTB PERIOD ENDING APRIL 1, 1930, FOR 
NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

[A minus sign (-) denotes loss] 

KOVEKBNT FROK CITY I 

'!!TATE AND COUNTY 

BBW DGLAllD _______ 

Jlalne ____________________ 

f=e=::::::::::::::: 
Cumberland_ --- _____ --- _____ Fnmklln _____________________ 

Hancock---------------------
Kennebec--------------------
f~:iii:::::::::::::::::::::: Oxford _______________________ 
Penobscot ____________________ 
PiSCBtaquis. ______ -- -- ________ 

Sagadahoc .• -----------------erset _____________________ 

WB!do __ ----------------- ____ 

~~~~~:::::::::::::::::: llew Hampshire __________ 

~=~~=:::::::::::::::::::: 
Cheshire---------------------Coos _________________________ 
'O l'Bfton_ -- --- _________ --- ----Hillsborough. ________________ 
Merrimack.. __________________ 

RockinghBtn.----------------:s 
:s 

tl'Btlord __ ----- __________ ----
ullivan.. _____________________ 

Vermom------------------
ddison ______________________ 

Bennington.-----------------
A 

"C 
'C 

aledonia ____________________ 

hittenden_ -----------------Essex ______________ ---- __ ----
Franklin _____________________ 

G rand Isle ___________________ 
Lamoille _____________________ 
Orange _______________________ 

0 rleans _____ ---- ___ ----- -----

!i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
lJ 
B 

Xaaachuaen. ____________ 

amstable ___________________ 

erkshire--------------------rlstoL •• ____ ----- ___________ i ukes. _______________________ 

E ssex __ ---- ___ -------_ -------Franklin _____________________ 
Btnpden ____________________ H 

H 
M 
N 
N 
p 

~=:::::::::::::::::: antuciket ___________________ 

orfolk:_ --- ----------- -------Jymouth.. ___________________ 

Olk: _______ -- --------------
orce.ster _________ ---- -- -----

8uB 
w 

Farms 
report-

Ing 

---
'1,686 

1, 861 

146 
260 
129 
74 
78 

246 
70 
50 

144 
234 
44 
ll8 

173 
66 
78 

101 
880 

53 
34 

101 
88 
96 

155 
144 
145 
62 
82 

1,869 

91 
72 
91 

137 
46 

114 
36 
49 
84 

166 
125 
142 
74 

133 
9, 106 

144 
147 
200 
10 

144 
133 
170 
167 
343 

11 
116 
119 

2 
409 

TO !'ARK 

Persons who 
moved 

Average 
Number per farm 

reFnr" 

90,881 8 

4, 860 a 
406 3 
636 2 
307 2 
197 3 
180 2 
622 3 
164 2 
111 2 
377 3 
608 3 

91 2 
155 3 
435 3 
147 2 
261 3 
253 3 

9,417 8 

142 3 
53 2 

277 3 
213 3 
224 2 
418 3 
360 3 
366 3 
188 3 
196 2 

8,408 a 
228 3 
177 2 
235 3 
397 3 
82 2 

'Jil,7 3 
90 3 

188 3 
204 2 
398 2 
337 3 
312 2 
186 3 
307 2 

8,051 8 

695 Ii 
386 3 
643 3 
27 3 

379 3 
322 2 
614 3 
400 3 

1,019 3 
26 2 

332 3 
318 3 

10 6 
1,080 3 

1 City or other incorporated place. 
• Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent decreBse. 

KOVEKENT FROK F ARK 
TO CITYI 

Persons who 
moved 

Farms 
rern:irt- Average 

Number per farm 
rec;t-

---
6, 118 10,948 2 

1,496 2, 780 2 

103 169 2 
230 415 2 
104 216 2 
66 140 2 
55 106 2 

167 325 2 
55 89 2 
49 113 2 

106 271 3 
146 300 2 
39 89 2 
32 52 2 

102 225 2 
51 94 2 
47 80 2 
73 106 1 

678 I 1, 140 2 
-------

34 74 2 
27 46 2 
69 171 2 
53 129 2 
64 113 2 

107 179 2 
78 153 2 
81 132 2 
29 47 2 
44 96 2 

886 2,240 II 

55 127 2 
40 77 2 
88 136 2 

103 274 3 
34 73 2 
93 247 3 
36 86 2 
27 90 3 
76 175 2 

121 240 2 
75 181 2 

124 261 2 
66 138 2 
77 145 2 

1, 81'1 2, 886 ll 

11 27 2 
101 202 2 
120 284 2 
10 24 2 
92 193 2 

138 249 2 
100 240 2 
123 236 2 
189 452 2 

4 11 3 
51 127 2 
75 166 2 
2 12 8 

301 672 2 

NET GAIN TO 
FARKS 

Percent 
of totBI 

Number farm 
popula-

tion 

------
9,446 1.8 

2, 180 1.8 

237 2.5 
221 0.8 

91 0.9 
57 0.9 
74 1.4 

297 2.0 
75 1.3 
-2 (') 
106 0.9 
308 1. 7 

2 0.1 
103 3. 8 
210 L7 
53 0.8 

181 2.li 
147 1. 5 

1,277 2.0 - ---
88 2.1 
7 0.2 

106 2.2 
84 1.4 

111 1.3 
239 2. 8 
207 2. 5 
234 2.4 
121 3.2 
ioo 1.9 

1, 188 1.0 
1--

101 1.1 
100 2.4 
99 1.1 

123 1.4 
9 0.3 

40 0.3 
4 0.2 

78 1.3 
29 0.3 

156 1.4 
156 1.8 
61 0. 6 
48 0. 7 

162 1.4 
8, 188 2.8 ---

668 33.8 
184 2.6 
259 L8 

3 0. g 
186 L9 
73 0.6 

274 3.2 
164 1 •• 
687 3.4 

16 1L7 
205 3.4 
162 2.3 
-2 -1.8 
408 L6 
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TABLE 28.-MOVEMENT OF POPULATION FBOM CITY TO FABM AND FBOM 
FABM TO CITY, FOB THE 12-MONTB PERIOD ENDING APRIL 1, 1930, FOB 
NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND CouNTIE&-Continued 

STATE AND COUNTY 

KOVJIKBNT J'ROK CITY I KOVBKBNT J'ROK J'ARK 
TO I' ARK TO CITY I 

Persons who 
moved 

Persons who 
moved 

NET GAIN TO 
l'ARKS 

Percent 
Farms 1------1 Farms 1------1 of tots! 
report- Average re~ Average Number farm 

mg Number i:,:~ ng Number 1:1'~ poJ':a-

----------11---·l---·I----------------
Rhode Ialand _____________ 209 884 8 81 188 2 481 B.9 

BrlstoL. _____________________ 10 21 2 8 14 2 7 0.8 
Kent------------------------- 32 89 3 13 28 2 61 2.5 

~~:1:e::::::::::::::::::: 71 96 4 13 31 2 64 1.6 
88 363 4 29 69 2 284 4. 5 Washington __________________ 45 106 2 18 41 2 65 2.2 

OomieoUout _______________ 
1,008 9, 908 s 791 1,708 B l, 196 1.4 -

Fairfield._--------- __ -------- 134 471 4 66 162 2 309 2.6 
Hartford--------------------- 200 597 3 152 379 2 218 1.1 Litchfteld _________________ --- 135 392 3 119 296 2 96 0.9 
Middlesex.. ____ -------------- - 68 131 2 62 81 I 50 0.8 New Haven_ _________________ 138 422 3 81 238 3 184 I. 7 New London _________________ 128 334 3 95 209 2 125 1.1 
Tolland---------------------- 106 712 3 77 ru I 3 65 0.9 
Windham ____________________ 99 284 3 70 2 148 1.9 

1 City or other Incorporated place. 
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FIGURE 13.-TOTAL POPULATION IN THE NEW ENOLA.ND STATES, 1930 
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Farm prices and farm production: 1909 to 1929.-A change in price levels 
usually has some effect upon farm real-estate values, especially if the change is 
in one direction over a considerable period of time. Statistics are therefore pre-

P£A .CENT 

D NO fAllM ~l"Ul.ATION 

~ UNDH 20 

~ 20T050 

~ 50 Af'ID OVlft 

FIGURE 15.-PEB CENT WRICH TUE TOTAL FABH POPULATION IS or THE TOTAL POPULATION, BT 
MINOR CIVJL DJVJlllOllB, roB THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 

sented which relate to the prices paid producers (or "farm prices") for selected 
crops and livestock products and values for the principal crops and livestock 
products of New England. 
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TABLE 29.-Co:r.t:PARATIVE STATEMENT SHOWING AVERAGE VA.LUE AND TOTAL 
COMPUTED ON THE BASIS OF 1909 PRICES, TOGETHER WITH PERCENTAGES OF 
1929, 1919, AND 1909 

[A minus sign(-) 

AVERAGE VALUE PER UNIT VALl7E 01' 
PRODUCTS 

l 
2 
3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

19 
'20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

27 
28 
29 
30 

3 

3 

1 

2 
33 
34 
3 5 

36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 

46 
47 
li8 
411 
.50 
51 
52 

STATE AND PRODUCT 

UNITED STATES 

Principal crops•-----------
Potatoes (Irish or white) ________ 
Tobacco _________________________ 
All hay crops (including wild, 

salt, or g::airie ~rasses).• 
Timo y an (or) timothy 

and clover mixed. 
Other tame grasses ••••••.•.• 
AlfB)fa_ - - -- -- -- ----- -- --- ---
Clover alone.---------------
Small grains and annual 

legumes saved ror hay. 
0Bts threshed-------------------
Com harvested for grain.-------
Navy and other ripe field beans •• 
Apples harvested ________________ 
Peaches harvested _______________ 
Strawberries ___ -----------------
Cranberries.--------------------
Raspberries and loganberries •• __ Maple sirup _____________________ 

Principal livestock products 
Whole milk sold ________________ 
Cream sold as butterfat_ ________ 
Cream sold not as butterfat_ _____ 
Butter churned _________________ 
Chicken eggs produced •---------
Chickens raised•------------- .•• 
Wool shorn (unwashed)'-·------

NEW ENGLAND 
Principal crops 1 ___________ 

Potatoes (Irish or whitP)--------
Tobacco ___________ ·-------------
All hay crops (Including wild, 

salt, or /hrairie grasses).• 
Tnnot y and (or) timothy 

and dover mixed. 
Other ta.me grasses __________ 
Alfa.Ira. __ -------------------Clover alone ________________ 
Small grains and annual 

legumes saved for hay. 
Oats threshed-------------------
Com harvested ror grain _______ ~ 
Navy and other ripe field beans •• Apples harvested ________________ 
Peaches harvested _______________ 
Strawberries. __ -------------- ---
Cranberries. _____ ---------------
Raspberries and loganberries ____ 
Maple sirUP---------------------

Principal livestock products 
Whole milk sold _________________ 
Cream sold as butterfat _________ 
Cream sold not as butterfat ______ 
Butter churned-----------------
Chicken eggs produced•---------
Chickens raised•----------------
Wool shorn (unwashed) •--------

Unit 

-·------
Bu •••. 
Lb •••• 
Ton ___ 

Ton ••• 

Ton ••• 
Ton ___ 
Ton ___ 
Ton ••• 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Qt__ __ 
Qt__ __ 
Qt •••. 
Gal ••• 

--------
GaL .. Lb ____ 
GaL •. Lb ____ 
Doz ___ 
Each __ 
Lb ____ 

--------Bu ____ 
Lb ____ 
Ton ___ 

Ton ... 

Ton ___ 
Ton ___ 
Ton ___ 
Ton •.. 

Bu .••. Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Bu ____ 
Qt__ __ 
Qt__ __ 
Qt ____ 
Gal .•• 

--------
GaL .. 
Lb ..•. 
GaL •. Lb ____ 
Doz ___ 
Eacb •• 
Lb •••• 

1819 1919 

--
Doll8. Dalla. 
-------
1.29' 2.20 

0.18 0.32 

i-~~~~-
-------
23.86 

11.54 20.80 
13.49 22. 07 
11.07 24.17 
14.47 23.31 

0.41 0.81 
0.77 1.50 
3. 79 4.39 
1. 26 1. 77 
1.28 1.89 
0.13 0.20 
0.12 0.09 
0.17 0.22 
2.05 2.63 

-------
0.23 o:28 
0.46 0.57 
1.65 1.36 
0.40 0.49 
0.30 0.40 
0.92 0.82 
0.30 0.53 
----

-------
1.23 2."i1 

0.46 0.35 
------- -------
12. 78 25. 71 

10.83 23.60 
19.86 30.63 
13.83 24.85 
11.21 21. 75 

0.68 1.03 
1.09 1.86 
5.20 5.94 
1.27 1.62 
2.04 2.50 
0.19 0.25 
0.12 0.08 
0.31 0.30 
2.03 2.60 

------- -----------0.28 0.34 
0.53 0.61 
2.47 1.43 
0.50 0.60 
0.46 0.58 
1.49 1.27 
0.39 0.61 
----

Per cent increase 1 

1909 As reported, 
1919 to 1909 to 1909 to 1988 

1929 1989 1919 

---------
Doll8. Dollara 

------- ------- 3,887,809,188 
0.43 -41.6 200.9 414.9 414. 833, 638 
0.10 -43.6 84.8 227.6 265, 886, 604 

------- ------- ------- ------- 988, 436, 875 

10.42 -63.1 7.3 129.0 352, 112, 817 

9. 72 -44.5 18.7 113.9 58, 228, 735 
7.85 -38.9 71.9 181.2 317, 043, 137 
9.29 -54.2 19.2 160.3 86, 732, 330 

ll.49 -37.9 25.9 102.8 92, 138.896 

(') 0.41 -49.0 96.8 410, 167, 331 
0.56 -48.7 36.2 165.3 1,635,909,664 
1.94 -13. 7 95.8 126.8 77, 097,864 
0.57 -28.9 119.6 209.1 158, 947, 200 
0.81 -32.0 58.0 132.4 54,889,650 
0.07 -35.9 86.2 190.5 43, 167, 174 

"0.05 37.2 171.1 97.6 3, 783, 259 
0.08 -21.9 102.4 159.1 10, 577, 870 
0.92 -22.2 121.4 184. 7 4, 792, 999 

------- ------- ------- S,288,288,418 
Q.13 -18.0 78.5 117. 7 l,036,A50,035 

0.27 -19.9 69.6 111. 8 538, 795, 009 
0.69 21.2 140. 7 98.5 26, 139, 341 
0.22 -18.2 78.6 118.4 216, 897, 575 
0.19 -25.7 54.3 107.8 799, 261. 156 
0.40 12.6 128.8 lo.1.3 581, 110, 136 
0.23 -42.6 33.5 132. 7 89, 415, 164 

= ----
143, &74, 848 

0.42 -41.8 189.8 398.2 64, 463, 956 
0.15 30.4 207.6 135.9 17, 551,853 

------- ------- ------- ------- 39, 430, 491 

15.4S -50.3 -17.4 66.1 . 28, 631, 901 

14.08 -.54.1 -23.1 67.6 7, 809,825 
15.95 -35.0 24.5 91.4 1, 042, 134 
14.32 -44.4 -3.5 73.5 909, 129 
10.43 -48.5 7.4 108.5 849, 298 

0.55 -34.2 23.6 88.0 3,499 925 
0.67 -40.9 61. 7 173. 7 1, 568, 080 
2.98 -12.4 74.6 99.4 610, 575 
0.60 -21.3 113.6 171.5 9, 145, 411 
1.55 -18.2 31.5 60.8 6~1.671 
0.09 -24.3 105.6 171.6 1, 520, 902 
0.05 51.5 158.9 70.9 2, 692, 411 
0.13 2.5 130.3 124.8 307,469 
0.95 -21.9 112.R 172.4 2, 350, 308 

------- ------- ------- ------- 1113,038, 687 ------0.18 -18.5 55.4 90.8 83, 460, 870 
0.30 -13.3 75.4 102.3 6, 235, 329 
0.61 72.2 305.1 135.3 2, 730,A26 
0.29 -16.8 72.2 107.1 Ii, 7!11,512 
0.27 -21.l 66.8 111.4 28,890. 050 
0.65 17.4 129.3 95.4 24, 588, 1164 
0.29 -36.8 34.6 113.0 349. 236 
--= --

1 Per cent increase (or decrease) ls computed rrom average values carried to 5 decimal places. 
1 The value of wild, salt, or prairie grasses is included with that of Fall hay crops; but Ir not Included In 

tlle total for " Principal cropa." 
a Does not Include potatoes (Irish or white) grown in farm gardens. 
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VALUE OF PRINCIPAL CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS AS REPORTED, ALSO WHEN 
INCREASE IN VALUE, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 

denotes decrease] 

INCREASE IN VALUE OF 
v ALCE OF PRODUCTS-continued PRODl'CTS 19'.9 TO 

1929 (PER CENT) 

I In-

Computed Computed crease In-
Gross partly crease 

for 1929 on As reported, for 1919 on As reported, in- due to due to 
basis of 1909 1919 basis of 1909 1909 crease change change 

prices prices in pro- in price 
duction 
------

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars 
2, 778, 412, 386 7, 633, 606, 919 2, 913, 947, 812 2, 971, 403, 003 34. 2 -6. 5 43. 5 ------

137, 868, 269 3 639, 440, 521 124, 189, 737 166, 423, 910 149. 3 -17.2 200.9 
143, 888, 623 443, 705, 030 135, 490, 906 104, 302, 856 154. 9 38. 0 84.8 
762, 723, 025 1,953,149,124 804, 164, 306 776, 067, 880 27.4 -1.7 29.6 

328, 138, 451 909, 712, 422 397, 297, 674 445, 363, 225 -20.9 -26.3 7. 3 

49,886, 614 133, 181, 607 62, 268, 166 55, 554, 001 6.6 -10.2 18. 7 
184, 431, 767 416, 178, 534 148, 003, 316 93, 103, 998 240. 5 98.1 71.9 

72, 762, 757 100, 249, 755 38, 517, 593 29, 334, 356 195. 7 148.0 19. 2 
73, 194, 761 167, 324, 192 82, 508, 584 61, 686, 131 49. 4 18. 7 25. 9 

408, 773, 468 855, 255, 468 434, 482, 069 414, 697, 422 -1.1 -1. 4 (') 
1,200,998,242 3,507,797,102 1,322,228,493 1,438,553,919 13. 7 -1. 5 36. 2 

39,384, 986 61, 795, 225 27, 243, 608 21, 771, 482 254. 1 80. 9 95. 8 
72, 367, i53 241, 573, 577 78, 164, 783 83, 231, 492 91.0 -13.1 119. 6 
34, 750, 270 95, 569, 868 41, 127, 194 28, 781, 078 90. 7 20. 7 58. 0 
23, 180, 915 36, 004, 245 12, 395, 824 17, 913, 926 141. 0 29.4 86.2 

1, 395, 345 3, 197, 979 1, 618, 800 1, 755, 613 115.5 -20.5 171.1 
5, 225, 351 13, 386, 125 5, 167, 348 5, 132, 277 106.1 1. 8 102.4 
2, 164, 814 9, 235, 269 3, 243, 717 3, 797, 317 26. 2 -43.0 121. 4 

1, 885, 779, 629 2, 646, 806, 185 1, 248, 096, 836 1, 148, 935, 622 186. 2 64. l 74. 4 --- ---
580, 614, 288 717, 380, 222 329, 597, 176 252, 436, 757 310. 7 130. 0 78. 5 
317, 736, 853 303, 552, 156 143, 328, 006 82, 311, 511 554.6 286.0 69.6 

10, 861, 912 111, 905, 929 56, 377, 426 37, 655, 047 -30.6 -71.2 140. 7 
121, 454, 925 346, 355, 759 158, 559, 754 222, 861, 440 -2. 7 45. 5 78. 6 
517, 959, 218 1661, 082, 803 318, 519, 432 • 303, 296, 012 163. 5 70. 8 54.3 
270, 199, 342 • 386, lll, 767 189, 956, 957 • 184, 902, 527 214. 3 46. 1 115.1 

66, 953, 091 • 120, 417, 549 51, 758, 085 • 65, 472, 328 36. 6 2. 3 33. 5 
---

84, 280, 551 229, 607, 959 96, 750, 287 96, 623, 889 48. 6 12. 8 70.4 ------
19, 879, 605 a 68, 958, 572 13, 239, 060 17, 456, 938 269.3 13.9 224.3 
5, 643, 906 19, 985, 748 8, 480,995 5,670, 002 209.6 -0.5 211. 0 

47, 041, 723 96, 309, 865 56, 808, 176 54, 582, 556 -27.8 -13.8 -16.2 

34, 204, 348 70, 571, 743 41, 798, 554 38, 393, 768 -25.4 -10.9 -16.3 

10, 042,009 20, 325, 516 12, 162, 168 13, 176, 247 -40. 7 -23.8 -22.2 
817, 168 335, 582 173,479 32,388 (') (') 27. 5 
933,682 920,289 529,083 310, 633 192. 7 200.6 -2.6 
802,882 3, 235, 235 1, 572, 783 1, 760, 562 -51.8 -54.4 5.8 

2, 811, 788 7, 312, 401 3, 895, 465 4, 027,338 -13.1 -30.2 24.5 
971, 513 10, 338, 708 3, 790, 591 5, 560,074 -71.8 -82.5 61. 4 
356,923 815, 696 398, 198 432, 501 41. 2 -17.5 71.1 

4, 363, 361 19, 562, 535 7,308, 339 6, 272, 726 45.8 -30.4 109. 6 
473,432 1, 197, 192 742, 479 632, 411 -1. 7 -25.1 31. 3 
751, 872 1, 562, 569 584,268 1, 068, 887 42.3 -29. 7 102. 3 

1, 033, 156 1, 868, 608 1, 093, 397 1, 085, 247 148.1 -4.8 160. 6 
133, 219 413, 161 185,809 149, 646 105. 5 -11.0 130.8 

1, 061, 687 2, 204,404 795, 619 594, 521 295. 3 78. 6 121. 4 

87, 231, 659 131, 932, 751 65, 656, 048 73, 202, 079 109.1 19. 2 75 4 ------
50, 345, 335 71, 144, 292 36, 082, 931 31,344, 948 166. 3 60.6 65. 8 
3,504,882 10, 747, 879 5, 217, 828 4, 413, 631 41. 3 -20.6 77. 9 

825,059 3, 565, 193 1, 786, 173 3, 168, 909 -13.8 -74.0 231.0 
3, 942, 102 13, 146, 301 6, 398, 056 11, 704, 089 -42.1 -66.3 72.0 

17, 529, 986 21, 841, 202 10, 323, 959 15, 006, 734 92. 5 16. 8 64.8 
10,825,326 10,633,956 5,446,829 6, 989, 191 251. 8 54.9 127.1 

258, 969 853,928 400, 272 574, 577 -39.2 -54.9 34. 9 
i= 

• Less than one-half of 1 per cent. 
• Figures for 1919 and 1909, include estimates for incomplete reports. 
• Includes estimates. 

INCREASE IN YA LUE OF 
PRODUCTS 1909 TO 
1919 (PER CENT) 

In- In-crease crease Gross partly 
in- due to due to 

crease change change 
in pro- in 
duction pri<e 

------ ---

156. 9 -1.9 162.0 ---------
284.2 -25.4 414. 9 
325.4 29.9 227. 5 
151. 7 3. 6 142. 9 

104. 3 -10.8 129. 0 

139. 7 12. l 113. 9 
347.0 59.0 181. 2 
241. 7 31. 3 160. 3 
171. 3 33.8 102.8 

106. 2 4.8 96.8 
143.8 -8.1 165.3 
183.8 25.1 126.8 
190. 2 -6.1 209.1 
232.1 42.9 132. 4 
101.0 -30.8 190. 5 
82. 2 -7.8 97.6 

160.8 o. 7 159. 1 
143. 2 -14.6 184. 7 

130. 4 8. 6 112.1 ---
184. 2 30.6 117. 7 
268.8 74.1 111.8 
197. 2 49. 7 98. 5 
55.4 28.9 118.4 

118. 0 5.0 107. 5 
108.8 2. 7 103.3 
83. 9 20. 9 132. 7 

---------

137. 6 0.1 137.3 ------
295.0 -24.2 420.9 
252. 5 49.6 135. 7 

76. 4 4. 1 69.5 

83.8 8.9 68.8 

54.3 -7..7 &.7. 1 
936.1 435.6. 93. 4 
196.3 70.3. 73. 9 
83. 8 -10.7. 105. 7 

81. 6 -3. 3. 87. 7 
85. g -31.8 172. 7 
88. 6. -7..9 ' 104. 8 

211. 9 16. 5 167. 7 
89.3 17.4 61.2 
46.2 -45.3 16,7.4 
72.2 0.8 70.9 

176. 1 24.2 122. 4 
270. 8 33.8 177.1 

80. 2 -10 •. 3 100. 9 
I.- ------

127. 0 15.1 97.2 
143. 5 18. 2 106.0 
12.5 -43.6 99.6 
12. 3 -45.3. 105. 5 
45. 5 -31.2 111.6 

I 
52.1 -22.l 95.2 
48.6 -30.3 113.3 

r== ;=== F== 

1 

1 

2 
3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
& 
9 

11 
0 

2 
3 

1 
1 
14 
1 
1 
1 

5 
6 
7 

18 

19 

21 
20 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

21 

28 
29 
3 () 

31 

3 
33 
34 
35 

3 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 

46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
62 



78 NEW ENGLAND FARM REAirESTATE VALUES, 1850-1930 

TABLE 29.-CO.MPARATIVE STATEMENT SHOWING AVERAGE VALUE AND TOTAL 
COMPUTED ON THE BASIS OF 1909 PRICES, TOGETHER WITH PERCENTAGES OF 
1929, 1919, AND 1909-Continued 

[A minus sign(-) 

AVERAGE VALUE PEii UNIT VALUB 01' 
PRODUCTS 

STA.TB AND PRODUCT Unit Per cent Increase t 

1998 1818 1808 As reported, 
1818 to 1809 to 1809to 1999 
1999 1999 1919 

---- ----------
KAINB 

Dalla. Dalla. Doll8. Dollar• 
1 Principal crops 1 ___________ -------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 71,288,0M --~ ------
2 Potatoes, (lrlshorwhlte) •••••••• Bu •••• 1.18 2.05 0.36 -42.4 230.0 472.5 56, 046, 960 
3 Tobacco _____ ·--------.------- --- Lb •••. ------- 0.32 0.20 ------- ------- 60.0 --·9;346;.m· 4 All hay crops (Including wild, Ton ••• ------- -- ·---- ------- ------- ------- -------salt, or prairie grasses.) 1 

& Timothy and {or) timothy Ton ... 10. 78 24.47 14.61 -56.0 -26.2 67.5 6, 715, 529 
and clover mixed. 

II Other tame grBllSeS---------- Ton ••• 9.86 20.90 14. OD -52.8 -30.0 48.4 2, 217, 221 
7 Alfalfa •. -------------------. Ton ••• 14.00 30.00 13.30 -53.3 5.3 125.5 127, 890 
I Clover alone---------------- Ton ••• ll.22 22.00 13.45 -49.0 -16.6 63.5 181, 556 
9 Small grains and e.nnne.l. •••• Ton.. •• 10.00 20.49 11.08 -51.2 -9.8 84.9 76, 780 

legumes saved for hay. 
10 Oats threshed------------------- Bu •••• 0.69 1.05 0.54 -34.3 27.3 93. 7 2, 721, 222 
11 Corn harvested for gre.ln ________ Bu •••• 1.08 1. 75 0.67 -38.3 61.2 161.2 68, 491 
12 ~~;r:~=~~~~== Bu •••• 5.15 6.10 3.14 -15.5 63.9 94.0 451,084 
13 Bu.. .•• 1.04 1.30 0.58 -19.9 7lt5 122.8 2, 263,054 
14 Peaches harvested--------------- Bu .••• 1.90 2.40 1.59 -20.8 19.5 50.8 3,473 
15 Strawberries •••••••••••• -------- §t •••. 0.22 0.25 0.10 -13.1 109. 3 140.8 247, 181 
16 Cranberries. --- ________ -----. -- -

t ____ 
0.12 0.14 0.08 -13.1 53. 1 76.3 415 

17 Raspbenles and lopnberrles •••• t ____ 
0.30 0.28 0.13 7.4 124.3 108.9 83, 367 

18 
Maple slmp _____________________ e.L. 2.34 3.00 1. 13 -22.0 107.0 165.4 84, 811 

19 Principal liveslock pro duels ---............. ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 114, 218, 983 ..__ 
20 

Whole milk sold _________________ Gal ••• 0.25 0.32 0.20 -19.3 29.1 59.9 7, 134,849 
21 Cream sold as butterfat _________ Lb .••• O.M 0.61 0.31 -10.8 74. 7 95. 7 1, 713, 497 
22 Cream sold 7IOt as butterfat ______ Gal ••• 2.19 1.29 0.68 69.3 223.0 90.8 971,926 
23 Butter churned.---------------- Lb •... 0.49 0.59 0.28 -15.8 70.9 103.0 3,984, 682 
H Chicken eggs produced•--------- Doz ___ 0.4.2 0.55 0.25 -23. J 66.9 117.0 5, 811, 384 
25 Chickens nil88d•---------------- Each .. 1.37 1.22 0.55 12.1 147.4 120. 7 4, 429, 176 
26 Wool shorn (unwashed)•-------- Lb---- 0.39 0.62 0.28 -37.2 38. 7 120.8 173, 4119 

lllBW B.AlfPllHIBB 

'Z1 Principal crops•----------- -------- ------- ------- ------- -·----- ------- ------- 7,850,891 
----,...___ 

28 Potatoes (Irish or white). _______ Bu •••• L63 2.20 0.51 -26.0 218.8 331.1 1, 676, 535 
29 

Tohaoco _________________________ 
Lb •••• 0.55 0.30 0.13 83.3 309.0 123.2 76, 036 

30 All hay crops (Including wild, Ton ••• ............... ------- ................. ------- ------- ------- 4,4111, 389 
Bal~ ~a.Irle raaaes.) 

a1 o y an ~) timothy Ton ••• 12.94 27.64 16.42 -53.2 -2L2 68. 3 2,"811,454 
and clover m ed. 

82 Other tame grasses __________ Ton ••• 10.80 23.00 14. 89 -53.0 -27.5 54. 5 l, 196,489 
aa Allal(a __ - ------------------- Ton ••• 20.12 34. 50 14. dO -41. 7 40. 7 141.3 105,812 
34 Clover alone·--------------- Ton ••• 12. 32 27.00 14. 95 -54.4 -17.b 80. 7 58,384 
36 Small grains and annual Ton ••• 11.00 22.13 lLlll -50.d -L7 97.8 88,000 

legumes saved for hay. 
14. 6 81, 128 36 Oats threshed------------------- Bu •••• 0.64 LOO 0.56 -35. 7 78.1 

17 Com harv&ted for gre.ln ________ Bu •••• 1.04 1. 75 0.68 -40.8 62.9 158.1 lUl, 103 
38 Na~ and other ripe field beans •• Bu •••. 6. 70 6. 'lO 2. 78 -8.1 104. 7 122. 6 36, 687 
39 

App es harvested ________________ 
Bu •••• 1.31 L65 0.58 -20.6 128. 0 186. 7 1, 038, 009 

40 
Peaches harvested _______________ Bu •••• 1.98 2.35 1.63 -15.8 21.d 44. 0 29,885 

'1 Strawberries ••••••••••••••••••• _ Qt ____ 
0.22 0.24 0.11 -7.1 107.5 123.4 132, 656 

42 Cranberries.------------------ __ §t ____ 0.12 0.13 0.09 -6.1 37.4 41>. 4 452 
43 Raspberries and loganberries •••• 

t ____ 
0.31 0. 2ll 0.14 7.6 128. 5 112. 3 32, 494 

44 Maple slmP--------------------- al ••• 2.41 2.85 1.06 -16.4 126. 6 167.8 193, 767 

Cli Prillcipal lbeslock prod- -------- ................... ------- ---------·---- -------------- 17,382, 692 
ucla. 

40 
Whole milk sold ________________ GaL. 0.27 0. 82 0.17 -17.1 55.6 87.5 7, 818, ~16 

47 Cream sold as butterfat _________ Lb •••• 0.54 0.58 0.30 -6.6 82.0 94. 7 231,004 
48 Cream sold not as butterfat ______ Gal ••• 2. tiO 1.54 o. 72 68. 5 261.9 114. 8 415, 702 
49 Butter churned _________________ Lb ____ 0.50 0.61 0.30 -17.2 89.3 104. 6 892, 471 
50 Chicken eggs produced •---------1 Doz ••• 0.46 0.57 0.27 -20.l 67.• 109.4 3, 8811, 559 
61 Chickens raised•---------------- Each •• 1.52 1. 27 0. 62 lW.9 144. l 103.6 4,080, 137 
62 Wool shom (unwashed)•-------- Lb ____ 0.38 0.59 0.27 -36.4 36.8 115.1 35,503 

1 Per cent Increase (or decrease) Is computed from average values carried to 5 decimal places. 
1 Value or wild, salt, or """trie grasses ls Included with that or "all hay crops"; but i111ot lflCluded I• t/11 

"1lal for "Pri11dpal cropa.',..--
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VALUE OF PRINCIPAL CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS AS REPORTED, ALSO WHEN 
INCREASE IN VALUE, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 

denotes decrease I 

INCREASE IN VALUE OF INCREASE IN VALUE OF 
VALUE OF PRODUCTS-continued PRODUCTS 1909 TO PRODUCTS 1909 TO 

1929 (PER CENT) 1919 (PER CENT) 
-

In- In- In· 
Computed Computed crease In· crease crease 
for 1929 on As reported, for 1919 on As reported, Gross partly crease Gross partly due to 

basis of 1909 1919 basis of 1909 1909 in· due to due to In· due to change 
prices prices crease change change crease change In in pro· in price In pro- price ductlon duction 

--------,_ --

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars 
33, 601, 164 91, 654, 843 31, 665, 287 30, 111,470 136.8 11.6 112. 2 205.0 5. 2 190.1 1 

---------- 2 
16, 986, 458 52, 3.~9. 514 9, 141, 543 10, 224, 714 448.2 66. 1 230.0 411. 9 -10.6 472 5 

··12;127;450· 224 140 10 -100.0 -100.0 -------- (') (') 60.0 3 

28, 321, 975 17, 304, 911 14, 703, 218 -36.4 -13.4 -26.6 92.6 17. 7 63. 7 4 

9, 102, 222 21, 892, 451 13, 069, 127 10,270,489 -34.6 -11. 4 -26.2 113.2 27.2 67. 5 6 

3, 166, 157 5,402, 782 3, 641, 336 3,881, 975 -42.9 -18.4 -30.0 39.2 -6.2 48.4 6 

121, 504 28,320 12, 556 2,873 (') (') 5.3 885. 7 337.0 125. 5 7 

217, 713 268, 862 164, 422 77,401 134. 6 181. 3 -16.6 247.4 112.4 63.5 8 

85,086 559,3"'5 302, 556 277,699 -72.4 -69.4 -9.8 101.4 9.0 84.9 9 

2, 137, 023 3, 780,648 1, 951, 570 2,293, 947 18. 6 -6.8 27.3 64.8 -14.9 93. 7 10 

42, 482 . 604, 495 193, 178 434,834 -84.2 -90.2 61. 2 16. 0 -55.6 161. 2 11 

275, 2!HI 358,661 184, 878 275,334 63.8 (I) 63.9 30.3 -32.9 94.0 12 

1,267,841 6, 278, 151 2,8VJ, 068 2, 121,816 6. 7 40.2 78.5 195.9 32.8 122 8 13 

2,907 5,225 3,464 3,205 8.4 -9.3 19. 5 63.0 8. 1 50.8 14 

118,075 223,438 92, 797 168, 847 46.4 -30.1 109.3 32. 3 -45.0 140 8 15 

271 8,072 4, 578 7, 957 94.8 -96.6 53.1 1. 4 -42.5 76. 3 16 

37, 164 78, 193 37,428 20, 657 303.6 79.9 124.3 278.5 81. 2 108. 9 17 

40, 965 126, 432 47, 646 49, 712 70.6 -17.6 107.0 154.3 -4.2 165.4 18 

14, 536, 567 25, 980, 410 13, 754, 107 13, 509, 106 79.3 7.6 66. 6 92.3 1. 8 88. 9 19 

-----~ 20 
5, 527, 231 8,881,006 5, 553, 011 2, 518, 384 183.3 119. 5 29.1 252. 6 120.5 59.9 

981, 041 1,639,385 837, 587 1, 257, 017 36. 3 -22.0 74. 7 30.4 -33.4 95 7 21 

aoo, 907 959, 335 502,825 499, 365 94.6 -39. 7 223.0 92.1 o. 7 90.8 22 

2, 330,929 6, 272, 232 3, 090, 361 3, 786, 054 5.2 -38.4 70. 9 65. 7 -18.4 103 0 23 

3, 481, 102 5,487, 542 2,528, 260 3, 769, 581 54.2 -7. 7 66.9 45. 6 -32.9 117.0 24 

1, 790, 326 2, 328, 329 1, 055, 210 1, 412, 625 213. 5 26. 7 147. 4 64.8 -25.3 120. 7 25 

125, 031 412, 581 186,853 266,080 -34.8 -53.0 38. 7 55.1 -29.8 120.8 26 

7, 031, 673 19, 484, 304 9, 780, 182 10, 132, 762 -22.5 -30.6 11. 7 92. 3 -3.5 99. 2 27 

---------- 28 
525,858 •2, 952,351 684, 919 1, 204, 626 39. 2 -56.3 218. 8 145.1 -43.1 331. l 

18, 347 40, 554 18, 173 18, 404 307. 7 (') 309.0 120. 4 -1.3 123. 2 29 

5, 710, 184 12, 388, 144 7,486,638 7, 311, 629 -39.0 -21.9 -21.9 69.4 2.4 65. 5 30 

3, 793, 616 8, 344, 455 4, 958, 130 4, 705, 915 36. 5 -19.4 -21.2 73.3 5.4 68. 3 31 

1, 649, 708 3,260,342 2, 110,850 2,097, 716 -43.0 -21.4 -27.5 55.4 0. 6 64.5 32 
33 

75, 198 24,394 10, 109 1,387 (') ('J 40. 7 (') 628.8 114. 3 
34 

70,827 100, 413 55, 583 49, 201 18. 7 44.0 -17.6 104.1 13. 0 80 7 
35 

89,510 496,444 250,964 276, 900 -68.2 -67.7 -1. 7 79. 3 -9.4 97.8 

70, 784 485,367 272, 490 216, 938 -62.6 -67.4 14. 6 123. 7 25.6 I 78. I 36 
37 

75, 930 844, 793 327,340 621, 306 -81.3 -87.8 52. 9 36.0 -47.3 158. 1 3R 
17, 922 114,626 51,483 62, 783 -41. 6 -71.5 104. 7 82.6 -18.0 122. 6 39 

455, 345 2,250, 602 785,092 637, 990 62. 7 -28.6 128.0 252.8 23.1 186. 7 40 
24,632 91, 695 63,666 37,884 -21.1 -35.0 21. 3 142. 0 68.1 44 0 41 
63, 918 117, 545 52, 621 68,552 93.5 -6.8 107. 5 71. 5 -232 123 4 42 

329 1, 158 791 2,686 -83.2 -87.8 37. 4 -56.9 -70.6 46 4 43 
14, 222 38, 016 17, 910 11,821 174.9 20.3 128.5 221.6 51. 5 112. 3 « 
85, 527 321, 549 12o, 061 118, 653 63.3 -27.9 126.6 171. 0 1. 2 167. 8 

9, 817, 543 14, 521, 151 7, 396, 664 8, 506, 843 104.1 16. 4 76. 9 70. 7 13.0 96. 3 45 
-------

5,027,843 7,389,956 3,940,397 3, 613, 676 116.4 39. l 55. 5 104. 5 9.0 87. 5 46 

126,944 438,807 225,343 168, 159 37.4 -24. 5 82.0 160.9 34.0 94. 7 47 

114, 881 408,456 190, 146 273, 714 51. 9 -58.0 261.9 49. 2 -30.5 114. 8 48 

527, 082 1, 975, 330 965,824 1, 509, 706 -40.9 -65.1 69.3 30. 8 -360 104. 5 49 

2, 323, 582 2, 853, 022 1, 362, 393 2, 033, 121 91. 3 14. 3 67. 4 40. 2 -33.0 109. 4 50 

1, 671, 2571 1, 360, 188 668, 120 850,007 380.0 96.6 144.1 60.0 -21. 4 103. 6 51 

25, 954 95, 392 44, 341 57,460 -38.2 -54.8 36.8 66. 0 -22.8 ll5. 1 52 

• Does not inclufle potatoes (Irish or white) grown In rarm gardens. 
• J,ess than one-half of 1 per cent. 
• Figures for 1919 and 1909 include estimates for incomplete reports. 
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TABLE 29.-COMPARATIVE STATEMENT SHOWING AVERAGE VALUE AND TOTAL 
COMPUTED ON THE BASIS OF 1909 PRICES, TOGETHER WITH PERCENTAGES OF 

1 

2 
3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

0 1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 

1 
20 
2 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

Zl 

28 
29 
30 

1 

2 

3 

s 
33 
S4 
35 

7 

9 
0 
1 

36 
3 
38 
3 
4 
4 
42 
43 
44 

6 
7 

9 
0 
1 

1929, 1919, AND 1909-Continued 

STATE AND PRODUCT Unit 

1929 

--
VERMONT 

Doll$. 
Principal crops'----------- -------- ---------

Potatoes (Irish or white)-------- Bu ____ 1.46 Tobacco _________________________ Lb ____ 0.33 
All hay crops \including wild, Ton ___ -------salt, or prairie grasses).• 

Timothy and (or) timothy Ton •.• 11.18 
and clover mixed. Other tBDle grasses __________ Ton ___ 10.20 

Alfalfa. __ ----------- ________ Ton ___ 13. 94 Clover alone ________________ Ton ___ 12. 29 
Small grains and annual Ton ___ 11.00 

legumes saved for hay. 
Oats threshed------------------- Bu ____ 0.63 
Com harvested for grain ________ Bu ____ 1. 04 
Navy and other ripe field beans .. Bu ____ 5. 21 
Apples harvested ________________ Bu ____ 1.3U 
Peaches harvested _______________ Bu ____ 1.80 
Strawberries. _______ ------ ______ Qt ____ 0.24 
Cranberries. __________ ---------- Qt__ __ 0.12 
Raspberries and loganberries ____ Qt__ __ 0.28 
Maple simP--------------------- OaL •• 1.98 

Principal livestock prod- -------- -------
nets. --

Whole milk sold_--------------- OaL •. 0.24 
CreBDl sold as butterfat _________ Lb ____ 0.53 
Cream sold not as butterfat ______ OaL .. 2. 39 
Butter churned _________________ Lb ____ 0.52 
Chicken eggs produced'--------- Doz ___ 0.40 
Chickens raised'---------------- Esch .. 1. 33 
Wool shorn (unwashed) '-------- Lil ____ 0.38 

:MASSACHUSETTS 

Principal crops'----------- -------- -------
Potatoes \Irish or white) ________ Bu ____ 1. 78 
Tobacco. ___ --------- ___ -------- Lb ____ 0.40 
All hay crops (Including wild, Ton •.• -------

salt, or prairie grasses).' 
Timothy and (or) timothy Ton ___ 17. 27 

and clover mixed. 
Other tame grasses __________ Ton ___ 11.83 
Alfalfa •• __ ------------------ Ton ___ 20.35 
Clover alone •. -------------- Ton ___ 17.11 
Small grains and annual Ton ___ 12.14 

legumes saved for hay. Oats threshed ___________________ Bu ____ 0.68 
Com harvested for grain ________ Bu ____ 1.11 
Navy and other ripe field beans. Bu ____ 5. 70 Apples harvested ________________ Bu ____ 1. 30 Peaches harvested _______________ Bu ____ 2. 07 
Strawberries._--------- _________ Qt __ -- 0.16 
Cranberries.-------------------- Qt__ __ 0.12 
Raspberries and loganberries ____ Qt ____ 0.35 
Maple siruP--------------------- OaL. 2.29 

Principal liYeslock prod- -------- -------
nets. --Whole milk sold ________________ OaL .. o. 31 

Cream so1d as butterfat _________ Lb ____ 0.50 
Cream sold not as butterfat ______ OaL __ 2. 75 
Butter churned •• ---------------

Lb ____ o. 51 
Chicken eggs produced•--------- Doz ___ 0.49 
Chickens raised •---------------- Each .. 1. 58 Lb ____ 0.39 

[A minus sign(-) 

AVERAGE VALUE PER UNIT 
VALUE OF 
PRODUCTS 

I Per cent increase 1 

1919 1909 
As reported, 

1919 to 1909 to 1909 to 1929 

1929 1929 1919 

--------

Doll$. Dolls. Dollar a 
------- ------- --- -- - -- ---- - ------- 19, 738, 968 
------

2.20 0. 42 -33. 7 246.9 423.2 2, 519,990 
o. 35 0.11 -5. 7 212. 0 231.0 76, 912 

------- --- ---- ------- -------
--~~~~-, 

12, 624, 675 

22. 07 14. 19 -49.4 -21.2 9, 884, 211 

17. 00 12.11 -40.0 -15.8 40.3 1, 759, 406 
23.00 . 15.82 -39.4 -11.11 45. 4 1110, 583 
21.50 13. 47 -42.8 -8.8 59.6 310,464 
17.42 10.49 -36.9 4.9 66.1 44u,50l 

1. 00 0. 55 -37.1 15. 2 83.1 635, 716 
1. 80 0.64 -42.1 62.2 180.1 270, 230 
5. 70 2. 76 -8.6 88. 5 106. 2 106, 362 
1.80 0.52 -22.9 169. 2 249.2 1, 353, 016 
2.50 1. 98 -28.0 -9.1 26.4 4,318 
0.25 0.11 --<Of.2 114. 8 124.1 139, 0711 
0.13 0.10 -6.8 24. 4 33. l 102 
0.28 0.12 0.6 126.1 124. 8 64,3118 
2.50 0.89 -20.8 121. 6 180.0 1, 977, 680 

-- ----- ----- -- ------- ------- -- ----- 34, 040, 486 
--------

0.28 0.12 -16.0 95.9 133.1 23,817, 128 
o. 61 0. 29 -14.3 80.4 110.4 4, 081, 540 
1.36 0.65 75. 6 266.0 108. 4 366, 965 
0.59 0.28 -13.1 86. 9 115. 2 1, 143, 962 
0.53 0.24 -23.6 66.4 117.9 2, 704, 261 
1.28 0.56 3.6 135.8 127. 7 1,826, 467 
0.60 0. 31 -J6. 7 23.8 95.5 100, 163 ~ 

---- --- -- ----- ------- ------- 20, 145, 666 ,_ 
2.45 0.68 -27.2 163. 6 262.0 1, 770, 470 
o.~3 0.13 22. 7 217.4 158. 7 4, 701, 028 

------- ------- ------- ------- --·---- 6, 6711,892 

3a. 01 17. 86 -47. 7 -3.3 84.8 5, 0\12, 519 

29.00 14. 60 -59.2 -18.9 98. 7 1, 101, 315 
36.00 15. 60 -43.5 30.4 130. 7 188, 644 
29.50 16. 42 -42.0 4. 2 79. 6 131, 549 
25.47 8.\111 -52.3 35.5 184. 4 109, 249 

1.05 o. 59 -35.2 16. 0 W.l 26, 998 
I. W 0.68 -41.6 64.0 181. 0 387, 430 
5. 45 2. 49 4. 6 129.2 119. 2 11, 429 
1. \j() 0. 70 -31.4 86.8 172.2 2, 8114, 328 
2.50 1. 51 -17.2 36.9 65.4 245, 331 
0.25 0.09 -37.0 75.4 178. 5 628, 615 
0.08 0.05 52. 5 160. y 71.1 2,686,522 
0.34 0.15 2.0 11>3. 8 129.1 711,248 
2.90 1. 04 -21.0 120.0 178. 5 llO, 891 

------- ------- -- ----- ------- ------- 40, 436, 553 
------

0.41 0. 21 -25.1 48.1 97. 7 22,412,845 
0.61 o. 32 -17.6 56. 7 110.3 155, 563 
1. 52 o. 95 80. 7 189.8 60.4 525, 762 
0.62 0. 31 -19.3 62.9 101.8 412, 364 
0.63 0.30 -22.2 62. 5 108. 8 8,874,045 
1. 23 o. 74 28.4 112. 4 65.4 8,035,006 
0.63 o. 26 -37. 7 49.2 139.3 20, 968 

2 Wool shorn (unwashed)'--------

45 

4 
4 
48 
4 
5 
5 
5 

1 Per cent increase (or decrease) is computed from average values carried to 5 decimal places. 
1 Value of wild, salt, or prialrie grasses Is included with that of "all hay crops"; but ia not included in the 

total for "Principal cropa." 
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VALUE OF PRINCIPAL CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS AS REPORTED, ALSO WHEN 
INCREASE IN VALUE, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND THE NEW ENGLAND STATESI 

denotes decrease) 

INCREASE IN VALUE OF INCREASE INV ALUE OF 
VALUE 011' PRODUCTS-Continued PRODUCTS I909 TO PRODUCTS 1909 TO 

1929 (PER CENT) 1919 (PER CENT) 

In- In- I I 
Computed . Computed crease In, crease n-

for 1929 on As reported , for 1919 on As reported, Gross partly crease Gross partly ~~~ 
basis of 1909 1919 basis of 1909 1909 in- due to due to In- due to h 

prices prices crease change change crease change c r:;ge 
in pro- in pFice !~ft~~~ price ductlon 
--- -·· ,-------

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars 
18, 641,447 38, 414, 094 20, 714, 666 19, 476, 672 1. 4 -4.3 5. 9 97. 2 6.4 85.4 1 

-------------
726, 405 a 5, 010, 252 957, 527 1, 743, 049 44.6 -58, 3 246.9 187. 4 45.1 423. 2 ll 
24,649 42, 074 12, 713 17, 416 341. 6 41.5 212. 0 141. 6 27.0 231.0 3 

15, 669, 864 25, 714, 465 16, 701, 977 14, 293, 538 -11. 7 9.6 -19.4 79. 9 16.8 54.0 4 

12,550, 840 22, 187, 946 14, 267, 277 11, 467, 681 -13.8 9.4 ~21.2 93. 5 24. 4 55. 5 5. 

2,089,423 2, 458, 931 1, 752, 094 2, 103, 838 16. 4 -0.7 -J/;.8 16. 9 -16. 7 40.3 6. 
216, 331 90,022 61,917 8, 147 (') (') -11.9 (') 660.0 45.4 7· 
340, 324 214, 100 134, 147 89,449 247.1 280. 5 ~8.8 139. 4 50.0 59.6 8 
425, 793 599, 137 360, 756 499, 536 -10.6 -14.8 4.9 19. 9 -27.8 66.1 9 

551, 841 2, 396, 349 1, 308, 454 1, 169, 223 -45.6 -52.8 15.2 105. 0 11. 9 83.1 10. 
166, 556 1, 687, 275 602,404 I, 102, 222 -75.5 -84.0 62. 2 53. 1 -45.3 180. 1 11 
56,426 260,468 126, 333 72, 873 46.0 -22.6 88./; 257. 4 73.4 106. 2 12 

002, 532 1, 728, 454 494, 923 752, 337 79.8 -33.2 169. 2 129. 7 -34.2 249.2 13 
4, 750 2,262 1, 790 4,399 -1.8 8.0 ~.9.1 -48.6 -59.3 26.4 14 

64, 760 107, 086 47, 776 68, 690 102. 5 -5. 7 114.8 55. 9 -30.4 124. 1 15. 
82 205 154 110 -7.3 -25. 5 24.4 86.4 40.0 33.1 16 

28,480 49, 720 22, 119 10, 596 507.8 168.8 126.1 369. 2 108. 7 124. 8 17 
892, 255 1, 579, 813 564, 182 366, 006 440.3 143. 8 121. 6 331.6 54.1 180. 0 18; 

17, 616, 676 31, 469, 899 14, 134,439 14, 691, 989 131. 7 19. 9 93. 2 114. 2 -3.8 122. 6 19 
-------------

12, 160, 868 15, 581, 083 6,684,242 4, 108, 228 479. 7 196. 0 95.9 277. 3 62. 7 133.1 20 
2, 262, 119 8,032, 796 3, 817, 368 2, 264, 928 802. 2 (I) 80.4 254. 7 68. 5 110. 4 21 

100, 269 l, 264, 889 606,823 1, 537, 698 -76.1 -93.5 266.0 -17. 7 -60.5 108. 4 2Z 
612, 151 2, 301, 863 1, 069, 869 4, 185, 028 -72. 7 -85.4 86.9 -45.0 -74.4 115. 2 23 

1, 624,849 2, 738, 345 1, 256, 797 l, 703, 214 58.8 -4.6 66.4 60.8 -26.2 117. 9 24 
774, 536 1, 300, 150 571, 091 700, 891 160. 6 10. 5 135. 8 85. 5 -18.5 127. 7 25 
80,883 250, 773 128, 249 192, 002 -47.8 -57.9 23.8 30. 6 -33.2 95.5 26. 

12, 586, 570 38, 820, 335 17, 045, 940 18, 429,072 9.3 -31. 7 60. l 110. 6 -7.5 127. 7 27 
-------------

671, 551 3 4, 619,855 1, 276, 174 1, 993, 923 -11.2 -66.3 163.61 
131. 7 -36.0 262. 0 28, 

1,480, 982 4, 713, 255 1, 821, 744 1, 218, 060 285. 9 21. 6 217.4 286.9 49.6 158. 7 29 
7, 049, 019 16, 942, 627 8,822,206 10, 343, 734 -35.4 -31.9 -5.2 63,8 -14. 7 92.0 30. 

5,267, 589 11, 032, 723 5, 969, 242 7, 197, 094 29.2 -26.8 -3.3 53.3 -17.1 84.8 31 

1, 358, 739 4, 547, 577 2,289, 206 2, 423, 306 -54.6 43.9 -18.9 87. 7 -5.5 98. 7 32 
144, 657 93, 744 40, 626 6, 147 (') (') 30. 4 ('l 560. 9 130. 7 33 
126, 281 161, 162 89, 722 51, 652 154. 7 144. 5 4.2 212.0 73. 7 79. 6 34 
80, 621 874, 114 307,403 409,295 -73.3 -80.3 35. 5 113.6 -24.9 184. 4 35, 

23, 272 302, 276 168, 741 157, 381 -82.8 -85.2 16, 0 92.1 7.2 79.1 36 
236,235 2,880, 274 1, 024, 983 1, 372, 144 -71.8 -82.8 64.0 109.9 -2.5. 3 181. 0 37 

4,986 58,244 26, 577 12, 382 -7. 7 -59. 7 127. 2 370.4 114.6 119. 2 38. 
1, 549, 235 6, 055, 701 2, 224, 928 1, 780, 290 62.6 13.0 86,8 240. 2 25.0 172. 2 39 

179, 235 532, 851 322, 221 138, 716 76. 9 -29.2 36.9 284.1 132. 3 65.4 40 
358,293 787,844 282,899 495,438 26.9 -27.7 75.4 59.0 -42.9 178. 5 41 

1, 029, 686 1,833,448 1, 071, 650 1, 062, 205 152. 9 -3.1 160.9 72.6 0.9 71.1 42 
33,894 159, 211 69,482 55, 757 42.1 -39.2 133. 8 '185. 5 24.6 129. 1 43 
41, 314 168, 056 60,342 55, 282 64.4 25.3 120. 0 . 204.0 9.2 178. 5 44 

84, 920, 196 33, 801,486 17, 267, 521 21, 699, 326 86.3 14. 8 62. 3 55. 8 -20.4 95. 8 45 
---------------

15, 128, 445 22, 698,929 11, 479, 455 13, 297, 634 68. 5 13. 8 48. l 70. 7 -13. 7 97. 7 46 
99,248 308,826 162, 263 367, 523 -57. 7 -73.0 56. 7 -16.0 -55.8 90.3 47 

181, 437 472,840 294, 778 475,824 10. 5 -61.9 189.8 -0.6 -38.0 60.4 48 
253, 151 1, 261, 218 625,053 l, 041, 482 -60.4 -75. 7· 62.9 21.1 -40.0 101. 8 49 

5, 461, 290 6, 050, 693 2,897, 513 4, 211, 958 110. 7 29. 7 62. 5 43. 7 -31.2 108.8 50 
3, 782, 568 2, 953, 314 1, 785, 198 2, 271, 235 -253.8 66.5 112.4 30.0 -21.4 65.4. 51 

14., 057 55, 666 23, 261 33, 670 -37. 7 -58.3 49.2 ep -,-30.9 139. 3 U· 
a Does not include potatoes (Irish or white) grown in farm gardens. 
• Less than one-half of 1 per cent. 
• The figures for 1919 and 1909 include estimates for incomplete reports._ 

130057-33--6 
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TABLE 29.-COMPARATlVE STATEMENT SHOWING AVERAGE VALUE AND TOTAL 
COMPUTED ON THE BASIS OF 1909 PRICES, TOGETHER WITH PERCENTAGES OF 
1929, 1919, AND 1909-Continued 

[A minus sign (-) 

AVERAGE VALUE PER UNIT VALUE OJi' 
PRODUCTS 

STATE AND PRODU~ Unit Per cent Increase 1 

1929 1919 1909 As reported, 
1919 to 1909 to 1909to 1929 
1929 1929 1919 

------------
RHODE ISLAND 

Dal~. Dolls. Dolls. Dollar a 
Principal crops'----------- -------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 1, 864, 343 ----,_ --

2 Potatoes (Irish or white) ________ Bu ____ 1.80 2.30 o. 74 -21. 7 143.6 211.2 426, 700 
3 Tobacco_ - - _ - ------ ------------- Lb ____ 0.33 0.30 0.32 10. 5 2.7 -6.3 116 
4 All hay crops (including wild, Ton ___ ------- ------- ------- .............. ------- ------- 822,552 salt, or prairie grasses).• 
5 Timothy and (or) timothy Ton ___ 21.00 36.23 18.34 -42.0 14.5 97.5 615, 783 

and clover mixed. 
6 Other tame grasses---------- Ton ___ 13. 00 31.00 16. 64 -58.1 -21.4 87.5 123, 019 
7 Alfalfa ___ ------------------- Ton ___ 33.00 40.00 16.54 -17.5 99.5 141.8 30,063 
8 Clover alone ________________ Ton ___ 20.16 35.50 16.22 -43.2 24. 3 118. 8 26, 229 9 Small grains and annual Ton ___ 12. 37 27. 55 12.20 -55.1 1.4 125.8 24, 512 legumes saved for hay. 

10 Oats threshed------------------- Bu ____ o. 74 1.10 0.59 -32.5 24.8 85.0 7,848 
11 Corn harvested for grain-------- Bu ____ 1.20 1.95 0.84 -38.5 42.4 131. 3 91,755 12 Navy and other ripe field beans __ Bu ____ 5. 60 7.00 2.55 -20.0 119.4 174. 5 2,010 
13 Apples harvested ________________ Bu ____ 1. 50 2.00 o. 69 -25.0 117.1 189.4 392,858 
H Peaches harvested-------------- Bu ____ 2.30 2. 70 1. 73 -14.8 32.9 56.2 60,235 
15 Strawberries ______ ----- _________ Qt ____ 0.20 0.25 0.10 -19.8 106.4 157.4 45,358 16 Cranberries __ ------------------- Qt ____ 0.12 0.11 0.07 10.9 54.7 39. 6 1, 281 17 Raspberries and loganberries ____ gt---- 0. 36 0.32 0.13 12. 6 181. 9 150.4 6,557 .18 Maple sirup ____ ---------------- aL __ 2.38 2. 51 1.08 -5.2 111.1 133. 7 19 
19 Principal liYestock prod- -------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 6, 766.627 ucts. --~ --
20 Whole milk sold ________________ Gal ___ 0.33 0.39 0.22 -16.2 52. 5 82.0 4,462, 193 21 Cream sold as butterfat _________ Lb ____ 0.50 0.67 o. 30 -25.9 64.8 122.4 4, ,98 22 Cream sold not as butterfat _____ Gal--- 2.89 1.45 1.32 98.8 us. 4 9.8 67, 232 23 Butter churned __ --------------- Lb ____ 0.49 0.61 0.31 -19.4 59.0 97.3 25, 925 24 Chicken eggs produced•-------- Doz ___ 0.49 0.59 0.29 -16.4 68. 7 101.6 1, 218, 390 25 Chickens raised•---------------- Each __ 1. 60 1.43 o. 79 ll.9 102.1 80.6 973, 567 26 Wool shorn (unwashed)•---·---- Lb ____ o. 38 0.62 0.28 -38. 7 33.5 117.8 3,522 

CONNECTICUT 

'J:I Principal crops '····------·1--·----- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- 22, 696, 046 
28 Potatoes (Irish or white)_------- Bu ____ 1. 79 2.45 0. 70 -27. l 154.8 249.4 2, 023, 301 29 Tobacco ________ -------------- __ Lb ____ 0.48 0.36 0.16 34.5 208.2 129.2 12, 698, 761 30 All hay crops (including wild, Ton ___ ------- ------- 15.44 ------- ------- ------- 5,495, 546 salt, or prairie grasses).• 
31 Timothy and (or) timothy Ton ___ 18.82 33.67 16. 66 -44.1 12.9 102.1 3, 334,405 and clover mbed. 
32 Other tame grasses __________ Ton ___ 12. 79 29.00 14. 69 -55.9 -12.9 97.4 1, 412, 375 33 Alfalfa_ - - ----- ------------- - Ton ___ 28.02 34.50 17.16 -18.8 63. 3 101.1 399, 142 34 Clover alone ________________ Ton ___ 19.00 30.50 14. 89 -37. 7 27. 6 104.9 200, 947 35 Small grains and annual Ton ___ 12.22 22. 32 11.45 -45.3 6. 7 95. 0 104, 256 legumes saved for hny. 
36 Oats threshed.------------------ Bu ____ 0. 70 1. 05 o. 59 -32.9 19. 6 78.4 27,013 37 Corn harvested for grain ________ Bu ____ 1.10 1.85 0. 67 -40.5 64.3 li6.4 634, 071 38 Navr, and other ripe field beans __ Bu ____ 5.40 6. 50 2. 48 -16.9 118.1 162. 5 3,003 39 App es harvested _______________ Bu ____ 1. 60 l. 85 o. 54 -13.6 195. 6 I 242. 2 1, 204, 146 40 Peaches harvested ______________ Bu ____ 1.99 2.50 1. 55 -20.5 28. 6 61. 6 278,429 41 Strawberries ___ ----------------_ Qt ____ 0.21 0.24 0.08 -14.5 162. 7 207. 2 328, 013 42 Cranberries __ ---- ____ ----------- Qt ____ 0.12 0.14 o. 07 -12.8 85. 7 113. 0 3, 639 43 Raspberries and loganberries ____ Qt__ __ o. 29 0.27 0.12 8. 8 141. 7 122.0 41, 400 44 Maple simP-------------------- Gal ___ 2.23 2.90 1.15 -23.3 94. 2 153.1 3, 140 
45 Principal livestock prod- -------- ------ - ------------- -------- ------- SO, 222, M6 ucts. --------46 Whole milk sold ________________ Gal ___ 0.32 0.35 o. 17 -7. 7 86.1 101. 6 17, 815, 639 47 Cream sold as butterfat _________ Lb ____ 0.50 0.62 o. 33 -19.4 50.0 86.2 48, 927 48 Cream sold not as butterfat _____ Gal ___ 2.85 l. 98 o. 72 44. 5 295.8 173.8 383, 039 49 Butter churned _________________ Lb ____ 0.49 0.64 o. 31 -23.3 59. l 107. 3 322, 108 50 Chicken eggs produced•-------- Doz ___ 0.47 0.60 o. 29 -21.5 63.2 108. 0 6, 392, 411 51 Chickens raised•---------------- Each __ l.49 1.34 o. 66 11. 5 125.6 102.4 5, 244, 611 52 Wool shorn (unwashed)•-------- Lb ___ . o. 39 o. 59 0.26 -33.9 50. 0 126. 9 15. 611 

1 Per cent increase (or decrease) is computed from average values carried to 5 decimal places. 
t Value of wild, salt, or prairie grasses is included with that of "All hay crops"; but is not included In 

tllc total for "Principal crops." 



NEW ENGLAND FARM REAL-ESTATE VALUES, 1850-1930 83 

VALUE OF PRINCIPAL CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS AS REPORTED, ALSO WHEN 
INCREASE IN VALUE, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 

denotes decrease] 

INCREASE IN VALVE or INCREASE IN VALUE or 
VALUE or PRODUCTEr-CODtinued 1929 (PER CENT) TO PRODUCTS 1909 TO 

1929 (PER CENT) 1919 (PER CENT) 

ID· ID· ID• 
Computed Computed crease ID· crease crease Gross partly crease Gross partly for 1928 on As reported, for 1818 on .As reported, ID· due to due to In· due to due to 

basis of 1808 1818 basis of 1808 1808 crease change change crease change change 
prices prices in pro· In price in pro- In 

duction ductlon price 

------ -------
D0Uar1 DoUar1 Dollar a Dollar a 
1, 1163,074 8, 868,874 1, 740, Olll 2, 236, 806 -17.1 -44.0 48.0 77.4 -112.2 128.1 1 

'------- .....___ -----
175, 184 I 674, 100 216, 591 408,429 4.5 -67.1 143.6 I 65.0 

-47.0 211.2 2 
113 90 96 164 -29.3 -31.1 2.7 -45.1 -41.5 -6.3 3 

756, 216 1,851,027 936, 168 1, 258, 357 -34.6 -39. 7 8.6 47.1 -25.7 97.9 4 

537,816 1,252,368 634,052 920,430 -33.1 -41.6 14.6 36. l -31.1 97.6 6 

156,492 394,537 210,470 262, 613 -53.1 -40.4 -21.4 50.3 -19.8 87.6 6 
15, 067 12, 160 5,028 1, 290 <'> (') 99.6 842. 6 289.8 141.8 7 
21, 107 18, 674 8,534 4, 786 448.0 341.0 24.3 290.2 78.3 118.8 8 
24, 183 158,668 70. 218 56,528 -56.6 -67.2 1.4 180.6 24.2 125.8 9 

6,287 37,958 20, 514 28,661 -72.6 -78.1 24.8 32.4 -28.4 85.0 10 
64,449 606, 256 262, 052 335,629 -72.7 -80.8 42.4 80.6 -21.9 131.3 11 

916 6, 041 2,201 2,084 -3.6 -56.0 119.4 189.9 6.6 174.6 12 
180,984 668, 616 231,017 147, 125 167.0 23.0 117.1 3M.6 67.0 189.4 13 
45,336 77,682 49, 743 30, 609 96.8 48.1 32.9 153.8 62. 6 56.2 14 
21, 977 29,162 11,329 31, 712 43.0 -30.7 106.4 -8.0 -64.3 157.4 16 

828 16, 784 12,027 2, 734 -53.1 -69.7 M.7 613.9 339.9 39.6 lCI 
2,326 15, 135 6,045 4, 197 56.2 -44.6 181.9 260.CI 44.0 150.4 17 

9 243 104 14 35. 7 -36.7 111.1 (') 642.9 133. 7 18 
4, 188, 748 6,862,387 II, 810, 237 3,360,823 101.0 . 84.6 61.6 68.6 -13.4 114.8 19 -----.....___ 
2,925,982 3,667,306 2, 015, 359 1,908,546 134. 4 53. 7 62. 6 92. 7 6.9 82.0 20 

2, 912 10,471 4,709 1,622 195.8 79.6 64. 8 545.6 190. 3 122.4 21 so, 790 43,522 39,630 55, 997 20.1 -45.1 118.4 -22.3 29.2 9.8 22 
16, 302 105,834 53, 644 104, 161 -76.1 -84.3 59.0 1.6 -48.5 97.3 23 

722, 343 906, 746 449,685 837,496 45.5 -13. 7 68. 7 8.3 -46.3 101.6 24 
481, 782 620, 146 343, 370 451, 166 115. 8 6. 8 102.1 37.5 -23.9 80.6 26 

2,638 8,363 3,840 6, 836 48. 6 -61.4 33.5 22. 4 -43.8 117.8 26 

11, 166, 623 87,066, 009 16, 804, 281 16, 238, 108 88. 8 -81.8 108.8 188.8 -2.7 134. 6 27 ---,_ -----
794, 149 I 3, 362, Ii()() 962,306 1, 882, 197 7.5 -67.8 154.8 78.6 48.9 249.4 28 

4, 119,816 16, 189, 661 6, 628, 129 4,416,948 187.6 -6.7 208.2 244.0 60.1 129.2 29 
li,126,990 11,091, 627 5,667, 276 6, 672,030 -17.6 -23.2 7.2 66.2 -16.7 99.6 so 
2, 962, 265 6,861,800 2, 900, 726 3,832, 159 -13.0 -23.0 12. 9 53.0 -24.3 102.1 31 

1,621,490 4,261, 347 2, 158, 212 2, 406,899 -41.3 -'32.6 -12.9 77.0 -10.3 97.4 32 
244,411 86,942 43,243 12, 544 (') (') 63.3 6113.1 244. 7 101.1 33 
167,430 157,078 76, 675 ' 38, 144 426.8 372. 7 27.6 311.8 101.0 104.9 34 
97,689 547,697 28Q, 886 ' 24Q, 604 -56. 7 -59.4 6. 7 127.6 16. 7 96.0 35 

22, 581 309,803 173, 696 161, 188 -83.2 -86.0 19.6 92. 2 7.8 78.4 36 
3116,861 a, s15, 615 1,380, 634 1,693, 939 -62.6 -77.2 64. 3 125.3 -18.5 176.4 37 

1,377 17, 656 6, 726 7,045 -67.4 -80.5 118.1 lSO. 6 -4.5 162.5 38 
407,424 2, 581,011 754,311 833, 168 44. 6 -61.1 196.6 209.8 -9.5 242.2 39 
216, 572 487,477 SOl,696 417,698 -33.3 -48.1 28. 6 16. 7 -27.8 61.6 40 
124, 849 297,494 96,846 236,648 39.2 -47.0 162. 7 26.2 -58.9 207.2 41 

1,960 8, 941 4, 197 9,666 -61.9 -79.5 85. 7 -6.4 -56.0 113.0 42 
17, 133 72,886 32,826 46, 618 -111. 2 -63.2 141. 7 66.3 -29.6 122. 0 43 

1, 617 8,311 3,284 4,854 -35.3 -66. 7 94.2 71.2" -32.3 153.1 44 
18, 158, 928 20, 787, 418 10, 183, 180 11,434, 992 164.S 41.S 87.0 81.8 -10.8 104.0 46 -------
9, 574, 966 12, 926, 012 6, 410, 467 6,903,480 201.8 62.2 86.1 119.0 8.6 101.6 46 

32, 618 317,694 170, 558 354, 382 -86.2 -90.8 60.0 -ID.4 -51.9 86.2 47 
96, 775 416, 151 151, 971 326, 311 17.4 -70.3 295.8 27.6 -53.4 173.8 48 

202,487 1, 229, 824 6113, 305 1,077, 658 -70.1 -81.2 59.1 14.1 -44.9 187.3 49 
3,916,820 3,804,854 1,829, 311 2,451,364 160.8 59.8 63.2 65.2 -25.4, 108.0 60 
2, 324,857 2, 071,830 1, 023, 840 1, 303, 267 302.4 78.4 126.6 69.0 -21.4 102.4 51 

10, 406 31, 153 13, 728 18, 530 -15.8 -43.8 60.0 68.1 -26.9 126.9 62 

• Does not include potatoes (Irish or white) grown in farm gardens. 
• Less than one-half of 1 per cent. 
• Figures for 1919 and 1909 Include estimates for incomplete reports. 
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The data pertaining to the value of the principal crops and livestock products·. 
are shown in Table 29, for New England, as a whole and for each of the New 
England States, together with comparable data for the United States, as a whole, 
for the years 1909, 1919, and 1929. Index numbers and relative farm prices of· 
selected crops and livestock products for New England and each of the New 
England States, for 1919 and 1929 appear in Table 30, and average farm prices 
of selected crops and livestock products, for New England, by States and counties, 
for 1929 are presented in Table 31. Geographic price differences for New Eng­
land, by States and counties, for 1929 are found in Table 31, and maps (figs. 16, 
17, 18, 19, and 20) shaded by counties, show the price variations for five impor­
tant New England farm products. 

It is important to note that, as indicated by the data presented in Table 29, 
for New England as a whole, the increase in value of the principal crops and 
livestock products for both the periods, 1909 to 1919, and 1909 to 1929, was the 
result of higher prices which prevailed in 1919 and 1929. Increased production 
was of relatively minor importance in either period, but was more important in 
the latter half of the 20-year period, due to a decline in farm prices from 1919 to 
1929. 

For all States in New England (except Vermont and Rhode Island) and for the 
United States as a whole, the above statement might be made. For Vermont 
the decline in production between 1919 and 1929 was the more important factor· 
which brought about a lower total value for crops in 1929 than in 1909. For 
Rhode Island, the effect of lower farm prices for crops and lower production were 
about equally combined during the period 1919 to 1929, so as to result in a lower 
total value for the 1929 crops than was obtained in 1909. Causes of change in 
total value between the periods 1909 to 1919, and 1909 to 1929 may be approxi­
mately determined from the data in Table 29, and may be obtained by deduction 
for the decade 1919 to 1929. 

The index numbers and relative farm prices presented in Table 30, show the 
general downward trend taken by nearly every crop of importance(except tobacco)• 
in New England during the decade 1919 to 1929. Comparisons of the changes 
in prices in the several States may also be made. bY. ip.e_al)s of tb.e data in this table ... 
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'TABLE 30.-INDEX NUMBER AND RELATIVE FARM PRICE OF SELECTED CROPS 
AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES: 1929 AND 1919 

[1909 base-1001 

CROP OB PRODUCT 

NEW NEW I VER- KASSA- RHODE CON-

~NN'i; KAINE !:::ii;.: MONT sc!~; ISLAND N~g~1-

--------------11929 ~~ 192911918 1928 1919!1988 1919 111291919 1112911819 11128 1918 

Selected crops or products with 
211 comparable prices ••••••••••.••••• 188 217 198 268 148 198 147 200 180 166 200 190 220 

Cereals ••.• -- ------ --- -••• -•• --- ----- ---- 133 230 129 208 134 221 126 216 168 263 141 2Zl 161 261 
Com._----- -- ---- ------------------- 161 z;,3 161 261 15a 258 162 280 164 281 142 231 164 Zl6 
Wheat _____ --_ -_ ---_ -• --- ---- ---- ---- 143 219 lliO 218 131 214 135 269 131 220 143 2Zl 128 222 
Oats _____ ----- -- ----- ---- --- ----- -- -- 124 188 lZl 194 115 178 115 183 116 179 125 185 120 178 
Barley ________ ••••• ___ • __ ••••••••• ___ 116 215 115 216 112 180 116 221 119 201 113 169 122 183 
Rye_ •• -- -------- -------- -----------. 127 212 110 219 107 184 117 218 128 215 140 215 133 2ll 
Buckwheat-------------------------- 137 256 149 276 155 280 147 264 147 233 136 172 125 193 

Other grains and seeds .. ·---------------- 174 198 (1) (I) (I) (I) (1) (1) 221 214 (1) (I) (1) (1) 
Navy and other ripe field bearis.. _____ 171 205 164 194 205 223 188 206 229 219 219 '04 218 263 
Soy beans •• ------------------------- 87 128 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 88 131 ---- ---- ---- ----
Dry peas_--------------------------- 188 246 193 245 184 258 214 265 196 254 ---- 357 210 298 

·Clover and grass seeds------------------- 523 443 (1). 520 (1) 313 (1) 351 (1) 369 (1) (I) (1) 495 Clover and alfalfa seed _______________ 262 529 367 781 100 333 229 447 153 322 280 610 
Timothy seed.---------------------- 174 322 159 292 154 293 152 280 220 416 206 374 205 391 
Other grass seed--------------------- 1543 560 ---- 325 ---- 293 ---- 164 ---- 560 546 217 ---- 366 

Hay and forage, excluding com cut for 
166 74 164 80 167 83 154 98 189 107 forage _______ -- -- _. _____ •• -- ----- _______ 86 196 113 195 

Timoth)' and (or) timothy and clover 
mixed. __ ---- ---- -- --- ----- ------ -- 83 169 74 168 79 168 79 156 97 185 114 198 113 202 Clover alone _________________________ 

97 174 83 164 82 181 91 160 104 180 124 219 128 205 
Alfalfa _____ --- ---- --- -- ------ ---- -- -- 128 193 105 226 141 241 88 145 130 231 200 242 163 201 
Other tame grasses.----------------- 77 167 70 148 73 154 84 140 81 199 79 187 87 197 
Wild, salt, or prairie grasses _________ 78 161 79 148 74 160 71 131 80 185 83 214 83 181 
Small grains and annual legumes 

98 saved for haY---------------------- 106 206. 90 185 198 105 166 136 284 101 226 107 196 
Silage and miscellaneous forage crops_ 117 162 102 172 uo 184 107 145 119 162 103 185 135 171 
Root crops for forage._--------------- 46 223 44 202 47 244 56 291 44 212 38 190 46 220 .Maple sugar and slrup ___________ : _______ 219 301 210 264 232 279 2Zl 312 225 271 211 (1) 194 238 
Maple sugar _____________ ------------ 306 337 241 254 275 316 302 343 272 282 UH 191 
Maple sirup __ ----------------------- 221 277 207 265 227 268 222 280 220 279 211 234 194 253 

Miscellaneous crops_-------------------- 293 399 (1) 573 322 426 (I) (1) (1) (1) 243 311 (I) 244 Potatoeo (Irish or white). ____________ 324 527 330 573 319 431 106 185 264 362 244 311 255 349 
Sweetpotatoes. ____ ---- -- __ • _____ • ___ 180 253 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 107 122 ---- 245 
Tobacco.---------------------------- 311 236 ---- 160 409 223 312 331 317 259 103 94 308 229 Broom com __________________________ 69 88 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 57 78 

.Small fruits •••. ----_ --- __ ••• -- --- -- ____ -- 234 208 2li0 227 215 219 218 221 237 196 170 218 257 277 
Strawberries ••••. ___ ••• __ •• ________ -- 202 267 209 241 208 223 215 224 175 278 206 257 263 307 Raspberries and loganberries ________ 231 222 224 209 228 212 226 225 234 229 282 2liO 242 222 
Blackberries and dewberries _________ 215 225 194 212 223 224 213 205 206 225 222 204 240 240 Cranberries __________ •• ______________ 261 171 153 176 137 146 124 133 261 171 155 140 186 213 
Currants. - ------ --- ----------------- 185 209 218 218 166 189 203 206 179 215 197 219 179 201 
Other berries_----------------------- 230 2141276 233 229 208 225 203 168 214 169 169 136 205 

Orchard fruits ________ ------------------- 203 258 (I) (1) 219 (1) 279 (I) 180 255 199 263 ( 1) (1) 
Apples.--------------------------- -- 210 268 178 223 228 287 269 349 187 m 217 289 296 342 
Peaches .• - ---------- ---------------- 131 161 119 151 121 144 91 126 137 165 133 156 129 162 
Pears .. ____ ----- ---------- ----- -- ---- 169 198 167 175 162 178 168 192 156 196 171 214 211 218 Plums and prunes ___________________ 130 147 110 119 124 129 130 132 141 173 123 123 141 165 
Cherries. --- ---__ -- -- -- -_____ --- -- --- 212 145 206 126 196 124 178 131 241 165 234 180 213 166 

Gra~~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 81 77 ---- ---- 62 ____ 100 ---- 100 86 100 68 ---- ----
140 264 200 333 206 275 193 257 188 294 79 94 121 272 Livestock products •• __ • _______ •• ______ •• 170 198 167 189 177 196 193 223 162 196 162 184 (1) 204 Butter churned ______________________ 172 205 171 203 169 205 187 215 163 202 100 197 159 207 Whole milk sold _____________________ 
166 197 129 160 155 188 196 233 148 198 153 182 186 202 

Cream sold as butterfat-------------- 178 206 175 106 182 195 180 210 157 100 165 222 150 188 Cream sold not as butterfat __________ 331 200 323 191 362 215 366 208 290 160 218 110 396 274 
Wool shorn (unwashed)------------- 135 213 139 221 137 215 124 196 149 239 134 218 lliO 227 
Mohair and kid hair clipped (un-

washed) __ -- ---_. --- •• __ • _. __ ---- -- 148 212 125 141 142 241 142 200 143 239 87 117 ---- 229 Chicken eggs produced ______________ 165 212 167 217 167 209 166 218 162 209 169 202 163 208 
Chickens raised---------------------- 2Zl 195 247 221 

2441204 236 228 212 165 202 181 226 202 
Honey produced.-------------------- 154 192 168 196 150 185 1601 2021145 180 147 127 158 206 

1 Not comparable, as there was no production reported for some item (or items) in this group. 

Table 31, and Figures 16 to 20, inclusive, show that, in general, farmers obtained 
bigher prices for their farm products in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Con­
necticut, than were received by producers for like products in the three northern 
New England States. 
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TABLE 31.-AVJDBAGE FARM PRICE AND MEASUREMENT OF GEOGRAPHIC PRICll 
Dil'l'JDBENCES OF 8ELBCTED CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY 8TATJllS AND COUNTIES, 1929 

AVERAGE J'ARM PBICJ: 

i ""= ~ I b -; ~ ~! a. .s 

l:ll ~ . b "" !. ! .§ ~ § I STATE AND COUNTY 
8 

.. .ci Gl ..; i ~i ii 8. = .. 
J! !. ~ Iii ~ ! ! 

0 

~ .c "" ~ 

I 
!ii !. j ! "" :5 ~ ~ "" ~ l ..!! 01> !ii .;; i ~ 

:::I ~~ :5 "" ~ .cl s < 0 < "'1 0 - ------;-----,_ --
OW BllGLilD--·-·· 11.IS 819.40 1111. '78 110. 88 I0.48 11.27 I0.88 I0.48 11.49 I0.18 

~ 

Xaille-·-··-----------····- 1.18 10. 68 10. '78 9.88 ------- 1.04 0.89 0.41 1.87 O.H --- ---------------
t1oos~°'f'.~::::::::::::::::: 1.58" 10. 75 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.15 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.26 

1.15 10.92 10.90 9.80 ------- 1.0S 0. 70 0.44 1.10 0.28 
Cumberland------·----------- 1. /i8 10.(6 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.20 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.26 
Franklin-----·-----·-·-------- 1.48 10.56 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.05 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.24 
Hancock.-------------------·- 1.48 10.58 10.90 9.80 ------- 0.97 0.68 0.41 1.30 0.26 
Kennebec---------·----------- 1.48 10.64 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.05 O.Cl7 0.42 1.40 0.26 
Kno:i:_ --·---. ------· -···------ 1.58 10.24 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.06 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.26 
Lincoln •••• _ -- __ •• ---------- __ 1.58 10.52 10.90 9.90 ------- 1.05 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.24 
O:i:lord------------·-----·--·-- 1.58 10.51 10.90 9.90 ---·--- 1.00 0.67 0.44 1.40 0.24 
Penobscot ••.•• ---•••• ----·-- __ 1.36 10.34 10.40 9.80 ................. 0.95 0.64 0.421 

1.40 0.26 
Piscataquis ••• ----. -- -------•. 1.36 10.35 10.40 9.80 ............... 1.00 0.64 0.42 1.40 0.24 

~::ie:r:.:::::::::::::::::::: 1.58 10.35 10.90 9. 00 .............. 1.05 0.67 0.42 1.40 0.26 
1.88 10.25 10.40 9.80 ------- 0.95 0.64 0.42 1.40 0.24 

Waldo.----------·-·---------· 1.48 10.39 10.00 9.80 ------- 0.97 0.68 0.41 1.30 0.26 

f ~~~::::::::::::::::::: 1.48 10.87 10. 00 9.80 ------- 0.97 0.68 0.41 1.30 0.26 
1.58 10.67 10.00 9.00 ---·--- 1.15 0.67 0.44 1.40 0.28 

Rew Hampshire •••••• - •••• 1.88 111.19 11.84 10. 80 0. 65 1.81 0.84 0.48 1.69 0.11'1 - --- ------
=~:::::::::::::::::::::: 1.6.'I 12. 22 13.10 10.80 ------- 1.20 0.64 0.46 1.45 0.27 

1.58 11.43 11.90 10.80 
--ii~55· 

1.20 0.64 0.46 1.45 0.27 Cheshire ••••••••••••• _________ 1.68 13.92 15.00 10.80 1.30 0.66 0.44 1.45. 0.26 
COOS----------··-------------- 1.58 11. 811 11.90 10.80 __ .,._ --- 1.15 0.64 0.44 1.35 0.26 
Gratton. ____ -----_ •• -·-------- 1.58 11.82 12.30 10.80 ------- 1.30 0.64 0.44 1.45 0.26 
BlllBborough.-------·-··-····· 1.68 13. 72 15.00 10.80 0.33 1.35 0.66 0.46 1.56 0.28 
Merrimack ••••••• -·-··-------- 1.68 12.13 13.10 10.80 ------- 1.30 0.66 0.46 1.56 0.27 Roeklugbam __________________ 

1.68 12. 58 13.10 10.80 ................. 1.30 0.66 0.(6 1.M 0.28 
Btraftord •••••••• - •• ·········-- 1.88 11.116 11. llO 10.80 ------- 1.30 0.66 0.(6 1.65 0.27 
Bolllvan •• -····-·············· 1.68 12..43 13.10 10.80 ................ 1.45 0.66 0.44 1.45 0.26 

Vtll'IDODt. -······---·····-· 1.48 11.08 11.18 10.80 0.88 1.89 0.88 0.41 1.88 0.114. ----------
Addison.·----·--------------- 1.50 11.26 11.30 10.20 ------- 1.45 0.83 0.40 1.35 0.24 

~:in;/=-~::::::::::::::::::: 1.60 11.18 11.30 10.20 ------- 1. 55 0.83 0.40 1.35 0.24 
1.39 10.99 11.10 10.20 ·------ 1. 25 0.83 0.42 1.30 0.24 

Chittenden--·····-·····--·--- 1.39 11.08 11.10 10.20 ------- 1.25 0.ft3 0.311 1.30 0.24 
Ella. ------------·· ---------- 1.39 11.01 11.10 10.20 .................... 1.15 0.83 0.42 1.30 0.23 Franklin ______________________ 

1.39 11.09 11.10 10.20 ------- 1.25 0.83 0.38 1.30 0.23 
Grand Tsle ••• -----·--·--·····- 1.39 11.58 lL 10 10.20 ------- 1.26 0.63 0.38 1.30 0.23 
Lamome ••••••• --------------- 1.39 10.93 11.10 10.20 ............... 1.26 0.83 0.40 1.30 0.23 

8:-::::::::::::::::::::::: 1.50 11.01 11.30 10.20 ................. 1.30 0.83 0.42 1.35 0.24 
1.39 10.99 11.10 10.20 .................. 1.30 0;63 0.40 1.30 0.23 

Butland---···--·-··--··---·-- l.ll8 11.12 11.30 10.20 ------- 1.50 0.83 0.40 1.35 0.24 

;::~:::::::::::::::::: L39 11.02 11.10 10.20 .................. 1.30 0.83 0.40 1.30 0.23 
1.60 10.98 11.30 10.20 0.33 1.40 0.83 0.42 1.35 0.211 

Windsor ••••••••••••••••••• _ •• 1.58 10.96 11.30 10.20 ------- 1.50 0.63 0.42 1.35 0.2 I 
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TABLE 31.-AVERAGE FARM PRICE AND MEASUREMENT OF GEOGRAPHIC PRICE: 

DIFFERENCES OF SELECTED CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929-Continued 

MEASUREMENT OF GEOGRAPffiC DIP'.l'ERENCES IN PRICE 
(New England, base-lllO per cent) 
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~ "" -a ~ 
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§ I»~ !l 8 ... .. 
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"' '5 .. ~ " gj; ~ 
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~ 
.= i:l..51 " g; .; 0 
~ .= .g ~ ~ 8" 0 "' il-< -< E-< < 0 r:i 0 
----------------

NEW ENGLAND ______ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100· 
------ ------ = I= Kaine _____________________ 

98 85 84 91 ------- 82 101 91 92 89 ------------------,_ 
Androscoggin. ____ ------------ 128 87 85 91 91 99 91 94 gg. Aroostook_. ___________________ 

93 88 85 00 81 103 96 74 100 
Cumberland._---------------- 128 84 85 91 94 99 91 94 93 Franklin ______________ --- _____ 

120 8.5 85 91 83 99 91 94 86 B anoock __________ ------------ · 120 85 8.i 00 76 100 89 87 93 Kennebec _____________________ 
120 86 85 91 83 99 91 94 89 

Knox._--------- __ ------------ 128 83 85 91 83 99 91 94 89 
Lincoln_---------------------- 128 85 SS 91 83 99 91 94 86 
Oxford. __ --------- ____ -- ______ 128 8.i 85 91 79 99 96 94 86 Penobscot _____________________ 

111 83 81 00 71i 94 91 94 93 PISCBtaquls __ ---- ___________ • _ 111 83 81 90 79 94 91 94 86 

~~~~:r.i_ :::::::::: :: :: : ::: : : 128 83 85 91 83 99 91 94 89 
111 83 81 00 71i 94 91 94 86 

Waldo._---------------------- 120 84 85 90 76 100 89 87 89 Washington ___________________ 120 88 85 90 76 100 89 87 93 
York __ ---------••• _. __ • _______ 128 86 85 91 91 99 96 94 100' 

New Hampshire ___________ 133 99 101 100 120 103 94 100 102 . 98 ----,___ --
~=~~!~~--:. =:: :::: :: : : :: ::: ::: :: 128 99 103 100 94 94 100 97 96 

128 92 93 100 94 94 100 97 96 Cheshire. _____ -· _____ • ________ 137 112 117 100 120 102 97 96 97 93 Coos •• -- ---- ______ • _. __ • ______ 128 94 93 100 91 94 96 91 811 
OraUon ____ --- -- __ ----- ----- __ 128 95 96 100 102 94 .96 97 93 B Ills borough __________________ 137 111 117 100 72 106 97 100 104 100 Merrimack ____________________ 

137 98 103 100 102 97 100 104 96 Rockingham. ____ ••• __________ 137 101 103 100 102 97 100 104 100 Strafford .. --- --- ___________ • __ 137 93 93 100 102 97 100 104 96 
Sullivan_--------------------- 137 100 103 100 114 97 96 97 93 

Vermont ___ --------------- 119 89 87 94 72 109 98 89 89 88----- ----
Addison. - --- ------- ---------- 122 91 88 94 114 93 87 01 86 Bennington. - __ -- _____________ 130 00 88 94 122 93 87 91 86 Caledonia _____________________ 

113 89 87 94 98 93 91 87 86 
Chittonden _____ -· -------- ____ 113 89 87 94 98 93 83 87 86 
E118ex. - --------- -------------- 113 89 87 94 91 93 91 87 82 Franklfn ____________ ------- ___ IJ3 89 87 94 98 93 83 87 82 Grand Isle ____________________ 

113 93 87 94 98 93 83 87 82 Lamoille _____ --- ____ --- _______ 113 88 87 94 98 93 87 87 8Z 
Orange ______ ---- --- - --- --- - -- - 122 89 88 94 102 93 91 91 86 Orleans. __ -- _ ---- __________ --· 113 89 87 94 102 93 87 87 82 
Rutland. ___ ----- ___ -- -- ______ 128 00 88 94 118 93 87 91 86 Washington ___________________ 

113 89 87 94 102 93 87 87 8:1 
Windham _____ -- -- ---- - --- -- -- ~~I 89 88 94 72 110 93 91 91 89 
Windsor._----------------- --- 88 88 94 118 93 91 91 ~ 
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TABLE 31.-AVERAGE FARM PRICE AND MEASUREMENT OF GEOGRAPHIC PRICE 
DIFFERENCES OF SELECTED CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929--Continued 

AVERAGE l'ARK PRICE 

~ "'= ~ = h -; i 
~ ~~ ~ 

!S'li! l~ I! "" ! ! 
STATB AND COUNTY § 7i! 

~1 ! 8. ~ 7i! = .,; .,; 
..,:;;-
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., 

.!l 'S 
lil.§ j!. !. 

,t:l ~ .. 
~:a !il ! ,t:l "" I! M 

"" "" ·El = 
gj 

~ ~ f t ! ! i El 

~ o"' !ii 
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,;; 11 ~ .cl !!~ ::l '5 ,t:l .. :a .cl 0 0 .. 
ii:: "" < E-<" 0 E-< < 0 JZ1 0 

--------- --------
Xaa1achuae&ta _____________ 81. 78 IU.88 $17. 27 111. 83 80.40 11.30 I0.88 80.49 11. 58 I ao. 31 --,_...._ -----Barnstable ________________ --- _ 1.85 17.20 19.60 13.00 1.25 --0:61- 0.52 1.60 0.34 

Berkshire.------------ _____ -- _ 1. 75 13.67 15.00 11.20 1.40 0.44 1.45 0.27 
BristoL ___ ---- -- __ ---- --- -- -- - 1.85 18.14 19.60 13.00 1. 35 0. 75 0.52 l. 60 0.34 
Dukes_ --- ------ -- -- ------- --- 1.85 15.62 19.60 13.00 1.25 0.52 1.60 0.34 
Essex. __ -------- -- ----- -- ---- - 1. 77 17.06 19.00 12.00 1.25 0. 70 0.49 1.60 0.31 Franklin ____ --- _______________ I. 75 14.06 15.00 11.20 0.42 I. 20 0.67 0.44 1.45 0.28 

=:::Fe:~~=:::::::::::::::::: 1. 75 15.29 17.00 12.00 0.56 1.50 0.67 0.47 1.55 0.30 
1. 75 15.80 17.00 12.00 0.35 1.35 0.67 0.47 1.55 0.28 

Mid eseX-------------------- 1. 77 17.53 19.00 12.00 1.25 0.70 0.49 1.60 0.31 
Nantucket-------------------- 1.85 17.42 19.60 13.00 ------- ------- --ii~7ii-

o.52 1.60 0.34 
Norfolk.---------------- ______ 1. 77 18.29 19.40 12.50 0.33 1.35 0.50 1.60 0.31 
Plymouth .• --------·---------- 1.85 18.65 19.60 13.00 1.35 0.75 0.52 1.60 0.34 Suffolk ______ • _________________ 1. 77 19.48 20.00 13.00 1.25 --0:10- 0.51 1.60 0.31 Worcester _______ -- ____________ 1. 77 15. 74 17.00 12.00 1.40 0.48 1.60 0.30 

Rhode Island ______________ 1.80 18. 98 21. 00 13.00 0.33 1. 50 0. 74 0.48 1.80 .o.sa ---------------------
Bristol ____ -- ---- -- -- -- -- ---- __ 1.80 20.06 21.00 13.00 1.50 0.74 0.51 1.60 0.33 Kent ______ ---- ________________ 1.80 18.47 21.00 13.00 1.50 0.75 0.48 1.60 0.33 
Newport ______ -- _ - -- _ - _ - __ --- - 1.80 19.15 21.00 13.00 1.50 0.74 0.61 1.60 0.33 

~:~l1:::n::::::::::::::::::: 1.80 20.07 21.00 13.00 0.33 1. 50 0.69 0.50 1.60 0.33 
1.80 16.93 21.00 13.00 1.50 0.75 0.48 1.60 0.33 

Connecticut.------------ __ 1. 78 18. 85 18. 89 19. 78 0.48 1. 80 0. 70 0.47 1.49 0.39 ________ ,_ __ ,_ ______ _ 
Fairfield.--------------------- 1. 80 16. 34 18. 00 13. 00 0. 29 I. 70 0. 72 0. 48 1. 50 O. 33 
Hartford ______________________ 1.78 17.29 18.00 13.00 0.50 1.55 0.70 0.47 1.50 0.32 
Lltchlleld. ____________________ 1.78 15.36 18.00 12.30 0.35 1.45 0.70 0.44 1.45 0.31 
Middlesex ____________________ 1.80 18.43 20.00 13.00 0.47 1.65 0.72 0.48 1.50 0.33 
NewHavcn ___________________ 1.80 18.06 18.00 13.00 ·0.17 1.60 0.72 0.48 1.50 0.33 
New London__________________ 1.80 17.64 21.00 13.00 1. 70 O. 72 0.48 1.liO 0.33 
Tolland •.•...•. _______________ 1. 78 17. 48 20. 00 13. 00 O. 44 1. 70 O. 70 0. 47 1. 50 O. 32 
Windham_____________________ 1. 78 16.12 20.00 13.00 1.65 O. 70 0. 47 I. 50 O. 33 
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TABLE 31.-AVERAGE FARM PRICE AND MEASUREMENT OF GEOGRAPHIC PRICE 
DIFFERENCES OF SELECTED CROPS AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929--Continued 

J411ASUBBJ411NT 01!' GllOGllAPBJC Dll!'l!'llBENCllS Illl PBJCB 
(New England, base-100 per cent)-Contlnued 
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,c QI> ~ ~ -a :I .r "l1 'O Elo .. :a ,c 
Q ~ f:'Cl 0 "" .. .. 

~ p.. 0 8 < 0 r>1 0 -----------------· 
lllaasachuaetla _____________ 146 128 136 109 87 102 100 107 108 111 

---------------------Barnstable ____________________ 
150 139 153 120 98 113 107 121 Beikshire ____________ ----- ____ 142 110 117 103 110 99 96 97 96 

BristoL ___ -- ------ -- ---- ---- -- 150 146 153 120 106 110 113 107 121 
Dukes_----------------------- 150 126 153 120 98 113 107 121 
Essex_ -·---------------------- 144 138 149 111 ----9i- 98 103 107 107 111 Franklin ______________________ 142 113 117 103 94 99 96 97 100 Hampden _____________________ 

142 123 133 111 122 118 99 102 104 107 HamJJ:hire ____________________ 142 127 133 Ill 76 106 99 102 1041 100 
Mid Iese"-------------------- 144 141 149 111 98 103 107 107 111 Nantur.ket ____________________ 150 140 153 120 ------- ------- ------- 113 107 121 
Norfolk_---------------------- 144 148 152 115 72 106 103 109 107 111 
Plymouth _____________________ 150 150 153 120 106 110 113 107 121 
Suffolk _____ .-------------- ___ . 144 157 156 120 98 111 107 111 Worcester _____________________ 144 127 133 111 110 103 104 107 107 

Rhode Island ______________ 
148 158 184 120 72 118 108 107 107 118 

--------------------Bristo!__ __________________ --- 146 162 164 120 
1181 

109 111 107 118 
KenL -------·----- ----------- 146 149 164 120 118 110 104 107 118 Newport ______________________ 146 154 164 120 118 109 111 107 118 Providence ____________________ 

146 162 164 120 72 118 101 109 107 11!! 
Washington------------------· 146 137 164 120 118 110 104 107 118 

Connecticut_______________ 148 138 147 118 104 198 103 102 100 114 
----------------1---

Fairfleld______________________ 146 132 141 120 63 134 106 104 101 118 
Hartford______________________ 145 139 141 120 109 122 103 102 101 114 
Lit<'hfield_____________________ 145 124 141 114 76 114 103 96 97 111 
Middlesex-------------------- 146 149 156 120 102 130 106 104 101 118 
New Haven___________________ 146 146 141 120 37 12!1 106 104 101 118 
New London__________________ 146 142 164 120 1------- 134 106 104 101 118 
Tolland_______________________ 14/i 141 1.'i6 120 96 134 100 102 101 114 
Windham ____________ ,________ 145 130 156 120 ------- 130 103 102 101 118 
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DOLLARS 

D NO PRODUCTION 

CJ UNDER 1.00 . 

lillSJ 1.00 TO 1.10 , 

~ 1. 10 TO 1.20 

m 1.20 TO 1.30 

~ 1.30 TO 1.40 

ml 1.40 TO 1.50 

m 1.50 TO 1.80 - 1.80 AND OVElll 

FIGURE 16.-AV:ERAOE PRICE P AID PRODUCERS FOR APPLES, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATE&, 19'Jll 
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DOLLARS 

D UNDER 10.50 

lillI3 , 10.50 TO 11.50 

~ 11.50 TO 13.00 

~ 13.00 TO 15.00 

WLJ 15.00 TO 17.50 

m 17.50 TO 19.50 - 19.50 AND OVER 

FIGURE 17.-AVERAGE PRICE PAID PRODUCERS FOR TIMOTHY, AND TIJ.!OTHY AND CLOVER 

(MIXED) H4Y1 FOR TllE NEW ENGJ.AND STATEB, 1929 
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DOLLARS 

D UNDER 1.30 

milll , 1.30 TO 1.40 

~ 1.40 TO 1.50 

11!1) 1.50 TO 1.60 

~ ~.60 TO 1.70 

em 1.70 TO 1.80 -1.80 AND OVER 

FIGURE 18.-A VERAGE P RICE P AID PRODUCERS FOB POTATOES (IRISH OB WRITE), FOR THE N EW 

ENGLAND S TATES, 1929 
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CENTS 

C::J UNDER 40 

~ , 40 TO 42 

~ 42 TO 44 

~ 44 TO 46 

~ 46 TO 48 

liM 48 TO 50 - 50 AND OVER 

FIGURE 19.-AVERAGE PRICE PAID PRODUCERS FOR EGGS, FOR THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, l'J29 
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CENTS 

D UNDER 25 

~ 25 TO 28 

m 28 TO 31 

~ 31 TD 34 -3 4 AND OVER 

FIGURE 20.-AVERAGE PRICE PAID PRODUCERS FOR WHOLE MILK, FOR THE NEW ENGL.UH> 
STATES, 1929 
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Types of farms and farm real-estate value, 1930.-The type. of· ~arming whicll. 
is carried on in various localities determines to a large degree the value of farm. 
real estate. The data pertaining to the number of farms of each type and the 
average value of all farm real estate per acre for New England, by States and 
counties, for the census year 1930, are presented in Tables 35 and ~6. The average 
value of all farm real estate per acre for each of the principal type of farming 
areas is shown in Table 37. ·· 

An outline map by means of which the type of farming areas in New England 
may be located, is shown in Figure 22. Brief statements, characterizing each_~ 
of the type of farming area shown in the map (fig.~. are given below. The. J 

code numbers, or type of farming area designations to the left of each statement 
comprise the key by which the corresponding area on the map may be located. 

NEW ENGLAND TYPE OF FARMING AREAS 
AU.A. 

1 Lake Champlain-Intensive dairy, some part-time, fruit, potato. 
2 West Vermont-Intensive dairy, some part-time, potato, maple products. 
3 Green Kountains-Berkshire Hills-Dairy, part-time, self-sufficing, forest·. 

product. 
4a Bast Vermont-Intensive dairy, some part-time, poultry, maple and forest· 

products. 
b Similar to (a) with less dairy, but more self-sufficing and part-time. 
c Dairy, fruit, part-time (less dairy than (a) or (b)). 

5 White Mountains-Maine woods-Nonagricultural. 
6a Semiagricultural area-Dairy, part-time, forest-product, self-sufficing,· resort._ 

b More self-sufficing and less agriculture than (a). 
c Similar to (a) with more agriculture. 

7 Aroostook-Potato. 
8 Semiagricultural area-Potato, general, part-time. 
9 Eastport-General, dairy, potato, self-sufficing, forest-product. 

10 Washington County-Blueberry, general, part-time, forest-product. 
11 Semiagricultural area-Part-time, general, dairy, self-sufficing, fruit. 
12 South central Kaine-Potato, dairy, general, part-time, poultry, forest•. 

product. 
13 Bangor-Dairy, part-time, general, potato. 
14 Penobscot Bay-Portland-Part-time, self-sufficing, general dairy, poultry. 
15 Kennebec-General, dairy, part-time, poultry, potato, forest-product, fruit. 
16a Merrimack-Nashua Rivers Valleys-Dairy, general, poultry, part-time, pota-

to, fruit. 
b Similar to (a) with more poultry. 

17 Portsmouth-Newburyport-Gloucester-Dairy, poultry, truck, fruit, part •. 
time. 

18 Boston-Dairy, truck, poultry, part-time, fruit. 
19 Nashoba-Apples, dairy, poultry, general. 
20 Central upland-Blackstone River Valley-Dairy, poultry, part-time, general. 
21 Springfield-Holyoke-Dairy, poultry, part-time. 
22 Connecticut Valley-Tobacco, truck, dairy, part-time. 
23 Farmington-Quinnipiac-Dairy, part-time, self-sufficing, poultry. 
24 Housatonic-Naugatuck Valleys-Intensive dairy, some part-time. 
25 Metropolitan-semiurban area-Dairy, poultry, tr11ck, part-time, country. 

estates. 
26a New Haven-Truck, dairy, poultry. 

b Middletown-Dairy, some poultry, part-time. 
27 Middlesex-Poultry, dairy, part-time. 
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Au.a. 
'28 Lower Thomas Basin-Dairy, poultry, part-time, resort. 

a Intensive dairy. 
b Dairy, poultry, part-time, general self-sufficing. 

:29 Upper Thames Basin-west Rhode Island-Poultry, dairy, part-time, general • 
. 30 Narragansett Bay-Dairy, poultry, truck, part-time, fruit . 
. 31a South of Boston-Buzzards Bay-Dairy, poultry, truck, part-time, fruit. 

b Similar to (a) with more poultry and fruit, and less truck. 
c Intensive dairy, poultry. 
d Similar to (c) but with less agriculture . 

. 32 Cape Cod-Cranberry, dairy, poultry, part-time. 

CHANGES IN COUNTY BOUNDARIES, NEW )i:NGLAND STATES, 1850 TO 
1930 

In connection with Tables 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, and 24, it is necessary to consider 
.all changes in county boundaries. Figures are not given in these tables when 
.changes occurred prior to 1900. 

All changes in county boundaries from 1850 to 1930 are shown below. 
I 

CONNECTICUT 

Bew London.-Part of Windham annexed In 1881. 
Tolland.-Part annexed to Windham about 1886. 
Win.dham.-Part annexed to New London In 1881; 

:part annexed to Tolland about 1886. 

MAINE 

AndrollOOllin.-Organized from parts of Cumber­
land, Kennebec, Lincoln, and Oxford in 1854. 

Aroollook.-Part annexed to Washington in 1885; 
part or Penobscot annexed In 1889. 

Cumberland.-Part taken to form part of Andro-

·~~Brt annexed to Knox in 1913. 
Kennebec.-Part taken to form part of Andro­

scoggin in 1854; part annexed to Waldo in 1873. 
Knox.-Orgamzed from parts of Lincoln and 

Waldo In 1860; part of Hancock annexed in 1913. 
Lillcoln.-Parts taken to form Sagadahoc and 

part of Androscoggin in 1854; part taken to form 
part or Knox in 1860. 

Ollford.-Part taken to form part of Androscoggin 
In 1854. 

Penob1CDt.-Part annexed to Aroostook in 1889. 
Sapdahoc.-Organized from part of Lincoln in 

1854. 
Waldo.-Part taken to form part of Knox in 1860; 

part of Kennebec annexed in 1873. 
Wuhington.-Part of Aroostook annexed In 1885. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Briatol.-Part ceded to Rhode Island and part 
or Providence County, R. I. ceded to MBSSBChu­
,setts In settlement of the boundary question, March 
1, 1862. 

Jluez.-Bonndary changed between Essex and 
Middlesex Counties In 1857. 

Hampden.-Part of Hampshire County annexed 
In 1909. 

Hampabire.-Part annexed to Hampden County 
. In 1909. 

lliddl-.-Boundary between Middlesex and 
Essex Counties changed In 1857. Part of Worcester 
County annexed In 1868. Part of Suffolk County 
annexed In 1872. Parts annexed to Suffolk County 
In 1873 and 1874. Part of Suffolk County annexed 
In 1875. Boundary between Middlesex and Suffolk 
Counties changed In 1891. Part annexed to Nor­
folk County In 1907. Boundary between Middlesex 
and Suffolk Counties changed In 1910. Boundary 
between Middlesex and Norfolk Counties changed 
In 1919. 

Norfolk.-Parts annexed to Suffolk County in 
1850, 1855, 1860, 1870, 1872, 1873, 1874, 1911, and 1912. 
Part of Suffolk annexed in 1872. Part ofMiddlesex 
annexed in 1907. Boundary between Middlesex 
and Norfolk Counties changed in 1919. 

Suffolk.-Parts annexed to Middlesex County In 
1872 and 1875. Part annexed to Norfolk County 
in 1872. Part of Middlesex County annexed In 
1873 and 1874. Part of Norfolk County annexed In 
1850, 1855, 1860, 1870, 1872, 1873, 1874, 1911, and 1912. 
Boundary line between Middlesex and Suffolk 
Counties changed in 1891 and 1910. 

Worcester.-Part of Bolton town annexed to 
Hudson town, Middlesex County, In 1868. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Grafton.-Part annexed to Merrimack in 1871. 
:Merrimack.-Part of Grafton annexed in 1871. 

RHODE ISLAND 

Providence.-Part ceded to MBSSBchusetts and 
part of Bristol County, Mass., ceded to Rhode 
Island in change of boundaries, April 10, 1861. 

VERMONT 

Caledonia.-Part of Washington annexed between 
1890 and 1900. 

Wuhington.-Part annexed to Caledonia between 
1890 and 1900 • 



CHAPTER III 
SUMMARY AND ADDITION~L DATA 

The two principal purposes of this study, as set forth in the introduction, have 
been largely accomplished by (1) bringing together data and other information 
from various census reports and other sources, and (2) presenting them in tabular, 
map, and graphic form so as to enable persons interested in farm real-estate values 
for the New England States to obtain ready information on the subject. 

It was not within the scope of this study to describe in detail, or to attempt to 
assign absolute reasons for the changes which have taken place in farm real-estate 
values for New England and its various subdivisions for the period 1850 to 1930. 
A beginning, however, has been made in that direction, which may prove valuable 
as a basis for further study by those interested in this subject, or in farm land 
utilization studies. 

The extreme variations, even within counties of New England, in physical 
conditions and in agricultural products, marketing conditions and practices, 
make the assignment and estimation of the relative effects of the numerous 
complex factors an extremely difficult and hazardous undertaking. 

The expansion of urban places, which has resulted in an encroachment of 
suburbs of the metropolitan districts into rural and agricultural territory, has 
undoubtedly been a very important factor affecting farm real-estate values, par­
ticularly in southern New England. The development of otherwise agricultural 
territory into summer resorts, summer colonies, and recreational areas has had 
an important effect upon farm real-estate values, particularly along the coast lines 
of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut; in 
the Green Mountain area of Vermont, the White Mountain section of New Hamp­
shire, the lake districts of Maine, and the Berkshire Hills of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut. 

Some of the data pertaining to farm real-estate values in the metropolitan and 
the principal agricultural, semiagricultural, and industrial areas, along with data 
concerning farm income, farm expenditures for labor and fertilizer, type of farm, 
farm facilities, and farm roads, follow. 

Other factors which should be given due attention in connection with a further 
study of farm real-estate values are the purchases or control of large areas of land 
by States, counties, cities, and public-service or utility companies for public and 
semipublic us.es. 

Finally, it may be stated that the farm real-estate situation for New England, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island and Connecticut each considered as a whole, 
appeared to be somewhat less affected by the economic conditions of the latter 
part of 1929 and the earlier part of 1930, although those towns and townships 
in which agriculture was the chief industry suffered materially by the decline in 
farm real-estate values. 

130051--83-7 97 
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TABLE 32.-AVERAGE VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD, TRADED, OR USED BY 
FARM OPERATOR'S FAMILY PER ACRE, WITH PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THB 
AVERAGES AND RATIO OF THE VA.LUE OF PRODUCTS PER ACRE TO THE V ALUJD 
OF FARM REAL ESTA.TE (LAND A.ND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929 

KEASUBEllENT 01' DIS-

AVERAGE VALUE 01' l'ARK PRODUCTS SOLD, TRIDUTION 01' THE AV· 

TRADED, OR USED BY OPERATOR'S l'AllILY ERAGES IN PERCENT-
AGES, 01' THE AVEB-PER ACRE AGE FOR NEW ENG-

STAR ANll COUlf'l'Y 
LAND AB DABE (100) 

All I Live- Forest Prod· All 
prod- Crops Live- stock prod- ucts prod- Crops Live-

stock prod- used by stock nets nets nets family uets 

------- ------ ---------
RBW ENGLAND •••• 192.06 18.71 12.84 19.89 IO. 76 12. 66 100 100 100 

= = = I=== ---I=== 
Kaine •.•••.••••••••••••• 19. 91 10. 88 l. 78 4.41 0.88 1.48 90 164 71 

Androscoggin ••••••••••••••• 15. 74 2.99 3. 73 6.12 0.48 2.42 71 46 !IHI 
Aroostook ••••••••••••••••••• 47.81 42.62 0.89 1.00 0.52 2.78 217 6311 38 
Cumberland •••••••••••••••• 21.68 3.68 3.08 11.03 1.14 2. 77 98 53 132 
Franklin •••••••••••••••••••• 11.63 1. 78 2.63 4.04 1.18 2. 01 53 27 112 
Hancock •.•••••••••••••••••• 12.37 1. 77 1.04 5.84 1.18 2. 54 66 26 44 
Kennebec .•.••••••.••••••••• 14.07 2.48 2.07 6.26 0.62 2.64 64 37 88 
Knox ••••••••••••••••••••••• 13. 3ll 1.87 1.12 6.67 o. 71 3.08 61 28 48 
Lincoln •••.••••••••••••••••• 9.98 0.99 1.11 5.02 0.46 2.41 46 15 47 
Oxford ..•••••••••••••••••••• 10.15 1.85 1.60 3.41 1.32 1.98 46 28 68 
Penobscot ••••••••••••••••••• 16.41 6.16 2.17 4. 79 1.01 2. 28 74 92 93 
Piscataquis ••••••••••••••.•• 13.17 4.25 1.55 3.57 1.89 1.92 60 63 66 
Sagadahoc •••••••••••••••••• 11.61 1.56 1. 61 5.49 0.52 2.43 52 23 66 
Somerset •••••• ------ •••••••• 11.48 2.15 2.22 3. 77 1.24 2.09 52 32 9& 
Waldo •••.•••••••••••••••••• 11.97 3.05 1.38 4.60 0.86 2.08 64 45 69 
Washington •.••••••••.•••••• 9.90 3.14 0.75 2.33 1.56 2.13 46 47 32 
York ••.••• ---·············-- 17. 75 2.44 2.77 8.39 0.97 3.18 80 36 118 

Rew Hampahire •••••••.. 14. 68 1.IS 1.08 7.85 0.91 ll.Sl 88 ll4 89 

Belknap ..••.••••••.•••••••• 13.68 1.66 2.01 6.85 0.66 2.41 62 25 86 
Carroll •••••••••••••••••••••• 9. 36 0.88 1.45 3.40 0.98 2.64 42 13 62 
Cheshire ••••••.••••••••••••• 14.00 1.60 2.11 6.91 1. Oil 2.34 63 24 90 
Coos.---·······--·---------- 13.32 1.34 2.60 6. 78 0.84 1. 75 60 20 111 
Grafton .•••• -------------- •• 11.91 0.86 2.16 6.18 0.83 1.89 54 13 ID 
Hillsborough •••••••••••••••• 19.44 2.53 2.34 11.47 0.69 2.41 88 38 100 
Merrimack •..••••••••••.•••• 12.82 1.44 1.38 6. 73 1.13 2.13 58 21 69 
Rockingham .•.••. __ .•••.... 23.45 3.20 2.63 13.43 0.95 3.24 106 48 112 
Strafford •••..••••••••••••••• 16.88 2.26 1.89 9.01 0.79 2.92 77 34 81 
Sullivan .••...••••••••••••••• 11.44 1.03 1.95 5.13 1.12 2.20 52 15 83 

Vermont ••••.••.•••••••.• 14.84 1.38 11.19 8.11 0.86 1. 81 86 11 M .___ 
Addison ...••••••.••••••••••• 14.07 1.12 2.48 8.69 0.38 1. 51 64 17 lOll 
Bennington.-------------- •• 11.11 1.50 1.03 6.10 0.34 2.14 50 

~· 
44 

Caledonia ...•••••••••••••••• 16.98 1.06 2.88 9.38 o. 72 1.94 72 123 
Chittenden .••. ---------- --- 17.47 1.51 1.87 11.55 0.54 2.00 79 23 80 
Essex •• --------------- ____ .. 10. 75 0.82 1.36 5. 76 1.00 1. 81 49 12 58 
Franklin ••••••••••••••.•.... 17. 28 1.92 1.62 11. 35 0.48 1. 91 78 29 69 
Grand Isle •.••.•••..••.••... 19.03 2.61 2.43 10.97 0.09 2.92 86 39 104 
Lamoille •••••••••••••• ---- -- 14. 74 1.39 1.88 8.36 1.28 1.82 67 21 80 
Orange •••••••••••••••• ------ 12.58 1.10 2.55 6.50 0.59 1.83 57 16 109 
Orleans ••••••••••••••••••••• 16.49 1.40 2.31 10.10 o. 74 1.94 75 21 99 
Rutland •••••••••••••••.•••• 13. 32 1.24 2.28 7.49 0.46 1.85 60 18 97 
Washington ••••••••••••••. _. 15.93 1.47 3.33 7.97 1.04 2.13 72 22 142 
WlndhlllD.. ••••••••••••••.••• 10. 72 2.08 1. 79 4. 39 o. 70 1. 78 49 31 76 
Windsor ••••••••••••••.... -- 12.06 1.03 1.87 6.41 0.85 2.11 55 16 80 
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TABLE 32.-AVERAGE VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD, TRADED, OR USED BY 
FARM OPERATOR'S FAMILY PER ACRE, WITH PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE 
AVERAGES AND RATIO OF THE VALUE OF PRODUCTS PER ACRE TO THE VALUE 
OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929-Continued 

MEASUREMENT OF I 
DISTRIBUTION OF TBE 
AVERAGES IN PER- RATIO OF VALUE OF PRODUCTS PER ACRE TO THE 
CENTAGES OF THE VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE PER ACRE 
AVERAGE FOR NEW 
ENGIAND AB BASE 

STATE AND COUNTY c1ooi--contlnued 

Live- Forest Prod- All Live- Forest Prod-
stock ucts Live- stock ucts 
prod- prod- used by prod- Crops stock prod- prod- used by 
ucts ucts family ucts ucts ucts family 

------ ------. ------------
NEW UGLAND •• -- 100 100 100 SS. 5 10. 2 S.8 14. 7 1.1 S.8 

---Kaine ___________________ 48 124 95 47.6 24. 7 4. s 10. 5 2.2 5.8 --------- ----Androscoggin._._._ •• _ •. -- __ 63 64 95 34.0 6.5 8.1 13.2 1.0 5.2 
Aroostook ____ --------------- 10 69 100 62.1 55.4 1.2 1. 3 o. 7 3.6 
Cumberland_------------ ___ 114 152 100 33.0 5.5 4. 7 16.9 1. 7 4.2 
Franklin. __ --- ------ ____ •• __ 42 157 79 42.4 6.5 9.6 14. 7 4.3 7.3 
Hancock.------------------- 60 157 100 38.4 5.5 3.2 18.1 3. 7 7.9 
Kennebec ___________ ------ -- 65 83 104 3i. 3 6.6 5.5 16.6 I. 6 7.0 
Knox ••• _------------------- 68 95 121 32. 7 4.6 2. 7 16.1 1. 7 7.6 
Lincoln.------------------ -- 52 61 95 31. 7 3.1 3.5 16.0 1. 5 7. 7 
Oxford __ -------------------_ 35 l't6 78 34.2 6.2 5.4 11. 5 4.4 6. 7 Penobscot _________ ._. __ ._. __ 49 135 89 53.4 20.0 7.1 15. 6 3.3 7.4 
Piscataquis •• - - -----------·- 37 252 75 56.5 18.2 6.6 15. 3 8.1 8.2 
Sagadahoc. - - ------------- __ 57 69 95 36. 7 5.0 4.8 17. 5 1. 7 7. 7 
Somerset-------------------- 39 165 82 42.0 7.9 8.1 13.8 4.5 7.6 
Waldo. __ ----------------- __ 47 115 82 51.9 13. 2 6.0 20.0 3. 7 9.0 Washington _________________ 

24 208 84 46.5 14.8 3.5 11.0 7.3 10.0 York __________________ ------ 87 129 125 34.3 4. 7 5.4 16.2 1.9 6.2 
New llampahire _________ 78 121 91 S6.8 4.1 5. s 19.4 2.8 6.8 

--------- -----
Belknap. -- •••••• ------- ---- 71 88 95 36.0 4.4 5.3 18.1 1. 7 6.4 
Carroll.--------------------- 35 131 104 25. 7 2.4 4.0 9.3 2. 7 7.3 
Cheshire. --•••••. --- - -• --- - - 71 140 92 31.3 3.6 4. 7 15.5 2.4 5.2 
Coos.----- •••• -------·------ 70 112 69 43.8 4.4 8.5 22.3 2.8 5. 7 
Grafton .• __ --- ____ . --·----. _ 64 111 74 39.4 2.8 7.1 20.5 2. 7 6.3 
Hillsborough ••• -----·--·---- 118 92 95 39.3 5. 1 4. 7 23.2 1.4 4.9 Merrimack __________________ 69 151 84 36.4 4.1 3. 9 19.l 3.2 6.0 
Rocll:ingham_ ------- -------- 139 127 127 38.0 5.2 4. 3 21.8 1. 5 5.3 Strafford ____ ••.• ___ •• _____ ._ 93 10.5 115 33.9 4.5 3.8 18.1 1. 6 5.9 
Sullivan._ •• - --------------- 53 149 86 39.3 3.5 6. 7 17.6 3.9 7.6 

Vermont _________________ 86 87 75 88.S 8. 7 5.8 91.9 1. 7 5.1 --------- ---Addison _____________________ 
89 51 59 33.8 2. 7 5.9 20.6 0.9 3.6 Bennington _________________ 63 45 84 22.6 3.1 2.1 12.4 o. 7 4.4 Caledonia .•• --- __________ • __ 97 96 76 47.1 3.1 8.5 27. 7 2.1 5. 7 

Chittenden._ •• -----·--- ____ 119 72 78 32. 9 2.8 3. 5 21. 7 1. 0 3.8 
Essex __ • __ ------------------ 59 133 71 41.6 3.2 5. 3 22.3 3.9 7. 0 
Franklin •• _ ••••• _ ••••• _. ____ 117 64 75 36.6 4.1 3.4 24.0 1. 0 4.0 
Grand Isle ••• --------------- 113 12 115 21. 5 3.0 2.8 12.4 0.1 3.3 
Lamoille. _____ ------------ __ 86 171 71 49.2 4.6 6. 3 27.9 4.3 6.1 
Orange __ •• -- -- --. --- --• -•• - .. 67 79 72 48.9 4.3 9.9 25.3 2.3 7.1 
Orleans •• -- ----- --- - --- --- __ 104 gg 76 43.4 3. 7 6. 1 26.6 1.9 5. 1 
Rutland ___ ----------------- 77 61 73 36. l 3.4 6.2 20.3 1.2 5.0 

;~~gia~~~:::::::::::::::::; 82 139 84 45.0 4.2 9.4 22.5 2.9 6.0 
45 93 70 37.4 7.2 6.2 15.3 2.4 6.2 

Windsor. __ --------------- -- 66 87 83 38.3 3.3 5.9 2fl4 2.1 6. 7 
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TABLE 32.-AVEBAGE VALUE OF FABM PRODUCTS SOLD, TRADED, OB USED BY 
FARM 0PEBATOB's FAMILY PEB AcBE, WITH PEB CENT DisTmBUTION OF THE 
AVERAGES, AND RATIO OF THE VALUE OF PRODUCTS PEB ACBEl~TO THE VA.LUE 
OF FABM REAL EsTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PEB AcBE, FOR .l.'iEW ENGLAND, 
BY STA.TES AND COUNTIES, 1929--Continued 

KEABUREMENT OP DIS· 

AVERAGE VALUE 01' PA.BM PRODUCTS BOLD, TBIBUTION OF THE AV• 

TRADBD1 OB USED BY OPEBATOB'S FAMILY EBAGES IN PE BCE NT• 
AGES, OF THE AVER-PEB ACBE AGE FOB NEW ENO· 

STATE AND COUNTY 
LAND AS BABB (100) 

All Live- Forest PTOd• .All 
prod· Crops Live- stock prod· ucts prod· Crops Live-

stock prod· used by stock ucts ucts ucts family ucts 

---------,_ --- ---------
Xaasachuaelts •••.•••.••• 37.60 10.28 8.87 18. 20 0.87 S.48 170 168 186 

------,.._ ---,.._ --- '-"""-----Barnstable •••••••••••••••••• 53.43 26.59 2.64 20.94 0.12 3.15 242 396 113 
Berkshire ••••••••••••••••••• 15.48 1.12 2.01 9.85 0.53 1.97 70 17 86 
Bristol. ••••••••••••••••••••• 62.19 12.02 Ii. 76 38,53 0.90 4.98 282 179 246 
Dukes ..••••••••.••••••••••• 7.17 0.60 0.63 4.63 0.33 0.99 33 9 27 
Essex •••••••••••••••••••••.• 52.91 12.56 4.liO 30. 78 o. lil 4.56 240 187 192 
Franklin ••••••••••••••••.••• 23.41 9. 70 2.65 7.61 0.62 2.83 106 145 113 

~::pd~:::::::::::::::::: 27.20 10.56 2.36 10.84 0.47 2. 97 123 157 101 
30.07 13.lil 2.49 10.21 0.69 3.17 136 201 106 

Mid:fl:sex ••••••••••••••••.. 63.82 18. 75 9.03 30.98 0. 68 4.38 289 279 386 
Nantucket .•.•••.•.•••••..•• 23.68 6.80 0.85 14.03 -------- 2.00 107 101 36 
Norfolk •••••••••••••.••.••.. 78.39 8.04 6.54 57.06 0.69 6.05 356 120 279 
Plymouth .•.•••••••..••..••• 66.92 29.42 3.93 28.61 1.04 3.92 303 438 168 
Suffolk ......••••••••...•.••• 343.57 169. 34 57.84 113.42 -------- 2.98 1,558 2,524 2,472 
Worcester •••••••••.•••...... 29.95 4.25 3.57 17.85 o. 77 3. 51 136 63 153 

11.hode Ialand ••••••...... 86.48 6.28 s. 74 22. 64 0.06 8.87 181 78 180 ------>--- -·----
Bristol ••.•••.•.•••••••.•••.. 66.45 10.37 2.23 47.16 0.27 6.43 301 155 95 
Kent ••.....•••••••••.••••••. 27.37 3.07 2.21 17. 70 0.87 3.53 124 46 94 

~0~~~00:::::::::::::::::: 53.95 12.23 4.21 32.23 0.13 5.16 245 182 180 
43.52 5.42 5.58 28.57 0.61 3.35 197 81 238 

Washington •••••••.•......•• 19.81 2.88 2.36 11. 79 0.51 2.27 90 43 101 

Connecticut .••••.•••.•.. 36.28 11.37 2. 64 17.48 0.39 8. 68 180 188 108 
------------------ ---------

Fairfield ..••••.•••...•.••••. 32.12 4.23 2.45 20.20 0.22 5.03 146 63 105 
Hartford .•••••••••••••••••.. 72.25 45.65 2.61 19.42 0.29 4.28 328 680 112 
Litchfield •••••••••••••.•.•.. 25.20 2.57 2.54 16.90 0.31 2.88 114 38 109 
Middlesex .••..•...•..•..••• 25.83 li.03 2.07 13.83 0.82 4.07 117 75 88 
New Haven ..••••••••••••••• 52.26 11.91 3.56 31.82 0.69 4.28 237 177 152 
New London •••••••••••••.. 20.42 1.83 2.27 13.14 0.29 2.89 93 27 97 
Tolland •...•...•...•••.•..•. 28.34 9.45 2.07 13.12 0.44 3.27 129 141 88 
Windham ..•...•••••.•...••. 20.15 1.49 2.67 12.88 0.38 2. 74 91 22 114 
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TABLE 82.-AVJilRAGE VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SoLD1 TRADED, OR USED BY 
FARM OPERATOR'S FAMILY PER ACRE, WITH PER CENT DISTlUBUTION OF THE 
AVERAGES, AND RATIO OF THE VALUE OF PRODUCTS PER ACRE, TO THE VA.LUE 
OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1929--Continued 

KBASURBJIBNT OJ' I 
DISTBIBUTlON OJ' TBB 
AVERAGES IN PER· RATIO 01' VALUE 01' PRODUCTS PER ACRB TO TBB CBNTAGES 01' THE 
AVERA.GB l'OR NEW VALUB 01' l'ARJI RBAL BSTATE PER ACRB 

BNGLAND AS BABB 
BT.A.TB AND COUNTY <1001-contlnued 

Live- Forest Prod· All Live- Forest Prod· 
stock prod· ucts prod· Crops Live· stock prod· ucts 
prod· used by stock prod· used by 
ucts ucts family ucts ucts nets family 

------ ------------ ,___ ---
KaaaaohueUs ••••••••••• 188 88 188 118.8 7.8 8.0 14. 7 0.5 1.7 ------~ ------~ ---~ ---

Barnstable------------------ 216 16 124 23.2 11.5 1.1 9.1 0.1 1.4 
Berkshire •• --- ----_ --- ______ 102 71 77 24.0 1. 7 3.1 16. 3 0.8 3.1 
Bristol---------------------- 398 120 195 36.8 7.1 3.4 22.8 0. Ii 2.9 
Dukes •• - - ----------_ ------- 48 44 39 16.9 1.4 I.Ii 10. 9 0.8 2.3 
Essu_ - --------------------- 318 68 179 23.3 5.5 2.0 13.5 0. 2 2.0 Franklin. ___________________ 

79 83 111 36.8 15.3 4.2 12.0 1.0 4.6 Hampden ___________________ 
112 63 116 28.9 11.2 2.li 11.li O.li 3.2 

Hamcflshlre •• ---------------- 106 92 124 32.2 14.4 2.7 Io. 9 o. 7 3.4 
Mid el!8X------------------ 320 91 172 26. 7 7.6 3. 6 12. Ii 0.3 1.8 
Nantucket------------------ 145 -------- 78 16. 5 4. 7 0. 6 9.8 -------- 1.4 
N or!olk. - ------- ---• -----. -- 589 92 237 23.3 2.4 1.9 16.9 0.2 1.8 Plymouth _______ --- --- ___ --- 296 139 154 S0.8 13.6 1.8 13.2 0. 6 1.8 Suffolk ____ ---- __ ---- ________ 1,170 ----i03" 117 18.9 9.3 3.2 6.2 ... _ .. _____ 0.2 
Worcester.------------------ 184 138 S0.8 4.4 3. 7 18.3 0.8 3.6 

Rhode Ialand ____________ 138 78 182 ll8. 7 4. 8 a.o 18.11 0.4 1.7 --- - ------
BrlstoL.-------------------- 487 36 2li2 24.3 3.8 0.8 17.2 0.1 2.4 
Kent ••• -- ----- -- -- -- -------- 183 116 138 23.3 2.6 1.9 16. l 0. 7 3.0 
Ne~rt-------------------- 333 17 202 24.6 6.6 1.9 14.7 0.1 2.3 Prov deuce __________________ 296 81 131 33.2 4.1 4.3 21.8 0.5 2.6 
W ashlngton _____ --_ --- __ ---- 122 68 89 31.1 4.6 3. 7 18.6 0. 8 3.6 

Connecticul __ ----------- 180 59 140 13.S 7. 5 1. 7 11. 5 0.8 2.4 ,___ ---~ ----
Falrfteld ••• --·-------------- 208 29 197 6.8 0.9 0.6 4.3 (1) 1.1 
Hartford.------------------- 200 39 168 32.8 20. 7 1.2 8.8 0.1 1.9 Litchll.eld ___________________ 

174 41 113 27.2 2.8 2. 7 18.3 0. 3 3.1 Middlesex __________________ . 
143 109 160 26. 6 6.0 2.1 13. 7 0.8 4.0 

New Haven ••• -------------- 328 92 168 27.8 6.3 1.9 16. 9 0.4 2 "3 
New London ••• ------------- 136 39 113 28.2 2.6 3.1 18.2 0.4 4.0 
Tolland.-------------------- 135 69 128 35.4 11.8 2.6 16.4 O. Ii 4.1 
Windham ••• ---------------- 133 51 107 33. l 2.4 4.4 21.2 0. 6 4.6 

1 Less than one-tenth or I per cent. 
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TABLE 33.-CASH TENANTS WITH RELATIONSHIP TO LANDLORD 8PECIFIED­
PER ACREi RATIO OF AVERAGE RENT TO VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND 
1929 

ST A TE AND COUNTY 

1 NEW ENG-
LAND. 

2 Maine .. ___________ 

3 Androscoggin _________ 
4 Aroostook_-----------
5 Cumberland __________ 
6 Franklin __ • ____ ------
7 

Hancock ______________ 

8 Kennebec. __ ·-···----
9 

Knox _________________ 

0 Lincoln ___________ -·--
1 Oxford ______ --·· ______ 
2 Penobscot_------- ____ 
3 Piscataquis ___________ 
4 Sagadahoc ____________ 

5 Somerset. __ ----------
6 Waldo ___ ------·------
7 Washington.---------
8 York ___ ----··-·------

9 New Hampshire_. 

2 
2 
22 
2 
24 
26 
2 
2 
28 
29 

o I Belknap ______________ 
l Carroll _______________ 

Cheshire ______________ 
3 Coos __________________ 

Grafton ______ ...... ----

6 
7 

3 

3 
3 
33 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

0 

1 
2 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
l 
2 
3 
4 

Hillsborough _________ 
Merrimack_------ ____ 
Rockingham __________ 
Stratford __________ ~ __ 
Sullivan ______ .. ______ 

Vermont. _________ 

Addison_. -- ··-··· -·--
Bennington _______ ----
r.aledon!a. ___________ 
Chittenden ___________ 
Essex_ _________ . -- - -·-
Franklin ___ .--···----
Grand Isle ____________ 
Lamoille ______ --·_-··· 
Orange _____ ------ ____ 
Orleans ___ •••. _____ .. _ 
Rutland.----··----·--
Washington. ___ ------
Windham.--------- --Windsor ______________ 

ALL CASH TENANTS REPORTING AMOUNT OF RENT PAID 

Average 
Farms reporting Land in farms rent per acre 

Average and per cent 
value of Total distribution 
ell farm amount real of rent estate 

Per Per paid Average New per acre Num- cent of (dollars) Num- cent of ber of tote.1 rent Eng- (dol-
ber total acres land in (do!- land= lars) 

farms farms lars) 100 

---------------------

6, 313 4.3 648, 830 3. 8 1, 482, 909 2. 71 100 85. 88 

---= ------------------
1, 321 3.4 128, 880 2. 8 279, 962 2.18 80 41. 87 ------------------------

93 4.0 7,80R 3. 6 14, 066 1.80 66 46. 24 
298 4. 6 26, 211 3. 0 122, 480 4. 67 172 76.94 

73 3. 3 5, 336 2. 5 16, 664 3. 12 115 65.44 
62 4. 1 7, 330 3. 3 9,027 I. 23 45 27.40 
22 1. 7 1,846 1. 2 2,497 1. 35 50 32. 21 

Ill 3.1 10, 042 2. 7 17, 851 1. 78 66 37. 68 
53 2.9 4, 014 2.8 fi, 977 1. 74 64 40. 77 
47 2. 5 4, 642 2. 7 4,901 1. 06 39 31. 44 

129 4. 6 15, 363 3. 9 18, 818 1. 22 45 29. 71 
136 3.3 15, 206 3.0 23, 022 1. 51 56 30. 73 
33' 3.6 5,063 3. 3 6,882 1. 36 50 23. 33 
22 2. 7 1,685 I. 8 4, 140 2.46 91 31. 36 
74 2. 5 7, 535 1.8 10,408 1. 38 51 27. 35 
70 2.8 7,607 2.6 8,500 1.12 41 23. 05 
24 1. 5 2,821 1. 2 2,634 0.93 34 21. 27 
74 3.4 6, 171 2.8 11, 085 1. 80 66 51. 69 

818 4.1 78, 816 4.0 124, 398 1. 58 58 39.47 
------------------------

25 3.3 2, 314 2.2 4, 778 2. 06 76 37. 75 
30 3. 1 3,523 2.4 4, 244 1. 20 44 36.38 
56 5.1 6,291 3.9 10,805 1. 72 63 44. 67 
98 8. 1 16, 415 7. 6 24, 465 I. 49 55 30.44 

107 5.2 18, 544 5. 3 24, 173 1.30 48 30.22 
64 3.2 5,415 2.3 12, 373 2.28 84 49.42 
47 2.4 5, 970 2.2 8,418 I. 41 52 35.25 
68 2.8 5,389 2. 7 13, 673 2.54 94 61. 70 
40 4.2 4,879 4.8 9,959 2.04 75 49. 74 
83 6.2 10,075 5.8 ll, 508 1.14 42 29.09 

l, 188 4. 7 182, 763 4. 2 266, 353 1. 84 61 37.48 ------------------------
71 3. 5 10,565 3.0 19, 335 1.83 68 41.60 
53 5. 6 9, 745 6.0 14, 128 1.45 54 49.11 

118 5. 7 14, 968 5.0 21, 958 1.47 54 33.91 
74 4.0 7,025 2.5 21,230 3.02 111 53.11 
38 6.6 8, 267 7.2 10, 001 I. 21 45 25.82 
65 2.8 8, 796 2.4 20, 241 2.30 85 47.22 
26 6.0 2, 742 6.0 ·,, 151 2.61 96 88.32 
46 3.2 4,922 2.5 8,498 1. 73 64 29.97 

132 5. 7 18, 606 5.3 25,644 1. 38 51 25. 71 
68 2.9 9,823 2. 7 18, 988 I. 93 71 37.96 

141 6.6 23, 152 6.1 35, 664 I. 54 57 36.87 
118 5.4 13, 679 4.5 27,453 2. 01 74 35.42 
84 5.0 11, 101 3.9 13, 247 1.19 44 28. 70 

134 5.1 19, 363 4.8 22, 815 I. 18 44 31. 47 

Ratio of 
average 

cash 
rent per 
acre to 
farm 
real 

estate 
per acre 

---
4.1 

---
5. 2 

---
3. 9 
6. 1 
4. 8 
4. 5 
4.2 
4. 7 
4.3 
3. 4 
4.1 
4.9 
5.8 
7.8 
5.0 
4. 9 
4.4 
3. 5 

4.0 
---

5. 5 
3. 3 
3. 9 
4.9 
4.3 
4.6 
4.0 
4. 1 
4. 1 
3.9 

4.4 ---
4.4 
3.0 
4.3 
5. 7 
4. 7 
4.9 
3.0 
5.8 
5.4 
5.1 
4.2 
5. 7 
4. 1 
3. 7 
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FARMS REPORTING; ACREAGE IN FAR:u:s; CASH RENT PAID WITH AVERAGE 
AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE; FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 

Farms re-
porting 

Per 
Num- cent of 

ber total 
farms 

-----
[8,393 2. 7 

774 9.0 - ---
57 2.5 

137 2.1 
40 1.8 
46 3.0 
8 0.6 

69 1.9 
26 1.4 
28 1. 6 
87 3.1 
84 2.1 
23 2. 5 
17 2.1 
M 1.8 
46 1.8 
14 0.9 
38 1.8 

415 ll.8 ---f---

18 2.3 
15 1. 5 
38 3. 4 
72 5.9 
69 3.3 
il 2.0 
32 1.6 
43 1. 7 
30 3.2 
57 4. 3 

788 8.1 
-

44 2. 2 
35 3. 7 
84 4.0 
45 2.4 
25 4. 4 
44 1.9 
H 3.2 
24 1. 7 
80 3.6 
44 1.9 

109 5.1 
93 4. 3 
56 3.4 

101 3.8 

CAllll Tll:N.lNTS BEPOBTING .lKOUNT OJ' BENT PAID 

Not related to landlord Related to landlord 

Average Ratio 
of aver· 

Land In farms rent per acre age Farms re- Land In farms and per cent porting 
Total distribution rent per 

amount acre to 
of rent farm 

Per ~~ 
real 

Per 
Num- cent of Aver- New estate Per Num- cent of 
ber of total Jars) age rent Eng- per acre Num· cent of berof total 
acres land In (do!- land- ber total acres land In 

farms Jars) 100 farms farms 

----------------- ------------
364, 711 2.6 936, 289 2.84 100 4. 0 1,870 1.1 144, 502 1.0 

---= ------
78, 772 1. 7 160, 759 1. 98 74 4. 7 878 1.0 38,087 0.8 ---f--- --- ------
4,140 1.9 8,289 2.00 76 4.3 28 1. 2 3,148 1.5 

12,522 1.4 51,406 4.11 156 5.3 105 1.6 9,690 1.1 
2,871 1.4 9,610 3.35 127 5.1 28 1.3 2,046 1.0 
6,054 2. 7 6,832 1. 13 43 4.1 13 0.8 1,219 0.6 

452 0.3 1, 170 2.59 98 8. 0 10 0.8 1,106 o. 7 
5,860 1.6 10, 745 1.83 69 4.9 23 0.6 2,542 0.7 
1,827 1.3 3,424 1.87 71 4.6 16 0.9 1, 776 1.2 
2,456 1.4 2,625 1.07 41 3.4 14 0.7 1,862 1.1 

10,566 2. 7 13,292 1.26 48 4.2 27 1.0 3,126 0.8 
9,764 1.9 13, 733 1.41 53 4. 6 34 0.8 3,533 o. 7 
3,635 2.4 4,959 1.36 52 5.8 8 0.9 1,132 0. 7 
1,220 1.3 3, 156 2.59 98 8.3 4 0.5 365 0.4 
4,971 1.2 7,261 1.46 55 6.3 17 0.6 2,253 0.6 
5,071 1. 7 6,252 1.04 39 4. 6 24 1.0 2,536 0.9 
1,823 0.8 1,656 0.91 34 4.3 6 0.4 638 0.2 
3,540 1.6 7,349 2. 08 79 4.0 16 0.7 1, 166 0.5 

M,388 2.8 83,218 1.53 68 8.9 138 0.9 18,016 0.9 - ------
1,584 1.5 3,635 2. 29 87 6.1 6 0.8 615 0.6 
2,li78 1.8 2,426 0.94 36 2.6 5 0.5 480 0.3 
6, 152 3.2 7,432 1.44 55 3.2 11 1.0 796 0. 5 

11,655 5.4 19,590 1.68 64 5. 6 19 1.6 3,690 1. 7 
12, 502 3.6 14, 715 1.18 45 3.9 24 1.2 4,775 1.4 
3,073 1.3 8,270 2.69 102 5.4 19 0.9 2,047 0.9 
3,486 1.3 4,837 1.39 53 3.9 13 0. 7 2,298 0.8 
3,114 1.5 7,247 2.33 88 3.8 17 0. 7 1,214 0.6 
3, 755 3. 7 7, 767 2.07 78 4. 2 8 0.8 1,014 1.0 
7,439 4.3 7,299 0.98 37 3.4 11 0.8 1,086 0.6 

110, 124 11.8 177, 684 1.81 81 4.3 288 1.11 44, 1113 1.1 -
6,315 1.8 9,602 1.52 58 3. 7 21 1.0 3,410 1.0 
6,238 3.9 8,544 1. 37 52 2.8 14 1.5 2,670 1.6 
9,029 3.0 12,627 1.40 53 4.1 29 1.4 5,225 1. 7 
4,537 1.6 12,425 2. 74 104 5. 2 21 1.1 1,987 o. 7 
6,393 6.6 7,826 1.22 46 4. 7 11 1.9 1,297 1.1 
5,789 1.6 14,279 2.47 IK 5. 2 13 0.6 1,680 0.5 
1,599 3.5 2,009 1.82 69 2.1 11 2.6 1,105 2. 4 
2,524 1.3 5,018 1.99 75 6.6 11 0.8 1,401 0. 7 

11, 780 3.4 16, 917 1.44 55 5.6 41 1.8 6,100 1. 7 
6,049 1. 7 12,427 2. 05 78 5.4 19 0.8 3,421 1.0 

17, 718 4.6 28,620 1.61 61 4.4 29 1.3 5,108 1.3 
10,831 3.6 20, 101 1.86 70 5. 3 22 1.0 2,828 0.9 
7,125 2. 6 8,262 1.16 44 4.0 23 1.4 3,689 1.3 

14, 297 3. 6 18, 107 1.27 48 4. 0 23 0. 9 4,202 1.0 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

1 9 

20 
2 1 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

30 

31 
32 
33 
34 
36 
36 
87 
38 
39 
40 
il 
42 
43 
44 
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TABLE 38.-CASH TENANTS WITH RELATIONSHIP TO LANDLORD 8PECIFIED­
PER AcREj RATIO OF AVERAGE RENT TO VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND 
1929--Continued 

ALL CASH TENANTS REPORTING AllOUNT OJ' RENT PAID 

Average 
Fa.rma reporting Land In farm rent per acre 

Average RatlooJ 
STATE AND COUNTY and per cent average 

Total distribution value of cash allfarm amount real rent per 
of rent estate acreto 

Per Per paid Average New per acre farm 
Num- cent of (dollars) real Num- cent of berof total rent Eng- (dol- estate ber total acres land In ~; land- lars) per acre farms farms 100 

---------------- ---
1 ~-*---- 1,078 4.11 '111,618 1.8 379, 1117 6.18 188 130.18 8.8 - ---,_ ---
2 Barnstable •••• ------- 6 1.2 226 1.0 1,067 4.72 174 230.69 2.0 
a Berkshire ••• ---------- 108 6. 7 111,929 6.3 38, 731 2.43 90 64.41 3.8 
4 BrlstoL ••• ------------ 183 6. 0 8,004 5.5 61,033 7.68 280 168.86 4.6 
Ii Dukes.--------------- 4 6.0 289 1.8 486 1.68 62 42.31 4.0 
6 EllSex ••••••••••••••••• 108 6.3 4,310 3. 7 39,036 9.06 334 227.31 4.0 
7 Franklin. - - - --- ------ 91 3.4 8,293 3.2 18,820 2.27 84 63.M 3.6 
8 Hampden •••••••••••• li4 3. 0 4,166 2.5 23,679 5.68 210 94.13 6.0 
8 HamcNshlre ••••••••••• 109 4.2 10,426 4.5 24,024 2.30 85 93.53 2.6 

10 Mid ------------- 137 4.0 6,257 8.1 78,440 12.M 4113 247.91 5.1 
11 

Nantucket.. ___________ 
2 8.7 526 14.2 550 1.05 39 143.20 0. 7 

12 Norfolk ••• ------------ 48 3.8 1,331 2.4 111,929 11.97 442 336.66 8.6 
13 Plymouth--------·-·- 70 4.0 2,061 2.0 21,687 10. 53 389 216.96 4.9 
14 SWfolk. - ------------- 4 14.8 99 18. 7 2,660 26. 77 988 1,815.16 1.6 
111 

Worcester ____________ Uill 3.2 10,612 2.4 46, 186 4.87 161 97.37 4.6 

18 BbodeJaland •••••• SS6 10.1 so. 780 11.0 1113,SM 4.01 148 198.511 8.1 

17 
Bristol. _______________ 21 14.6 879 11.6 8,419 9.68 364 273.43 3.5 

18 Kent----------------- 35 5.9 2, 982 6.4 9, 259 3.10 114 117. 33 2.6 
I9 N~rt ••••••••••••• 132 21.1 9,387 25.2 62, 194 6.63 245 219. 76 3.0 
20 

Prov dence ___________ 
96 7.1 7,323 7.2 30,441 4.16 lM 131.16 3.2 

21 Washington __________ 62 8.4 10, 209 11. 7 18, 081 1.28 47 63.62 2.0 

22 Collllecti1111L ••••• 798 4.8 78, 174 4.8 818, 687 4. SI 168 151.38 11.8 

23 Fairfield •••••••••••••• 82 4.4 7,486 5.3 45,655 6.10 225 472.60 1.3 
lN 

Hartford ______________ 
163 4.4 9, 1561 3.8 110, '160 11.68 427 220.17 11.3 

26 Lltohfield ••••••••••••• 136 6.2 21,681 7. 7 511,013 2.55 94 92.59 2.8 • Middlesex •••••••••••• 28 2.2 2,039 2.0 5,626 2.71 100 100. 78 2. 7 
27 New Haven--------·- 86 4.0 4,480 3.0 38,452 8.68 317 187.92 4.6 
28 New London ••••••••• 133 6.7 14, 217 5. 7 28,447 2.00 74 72.32 2.8 
29 Tolland._------------ 66 4.2 5,063 3.6 Hi, 675 3.08 114 80.04 3.8 
80 Windham·----------- 90 4. 7 8,847 4.7 17, 169 1.94 72 60.87 3.2 
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FABlilS REPOBTINGj ACREAGE IN FARMS; CASH RENT PAID WITH AVERAGE 
AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE; FOB NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 

CASH TBNENTS REPORTING Al4011NT or BBlllT PAID 

Not related to landlord Related to landlord 

Average Ratio 
or aver-Farms re- Land in farms rent per acre age Farms re- Land in farms porting and per cent porting 

Totel distribution rent per 
amount acre to 
or rent farm 

Per riald real 
Per Per dol- Aver- New estate Per 

Num- cent or Num- cent or Jars) age rent Eng- per acre Num- cent or Num- cent of 
berof total berof total ber total acres land In (dol- land- ber total acres land In farms farms Jars) 100 farms farms 

---,___ ------------------ ---------,_ 
840 2. 6 40, 761 2.0 211, 879 6.19 197 4.0 819 1.B 98,481 1.9 1 ,___ ---- ---

5 1.0 223 1.0 1,057 4. 74 180 2.1 ····a-o· 2 
54 3.4 7,266 2. 9 19,289 2.66 101 

4.1 I ---··37· ----2.T ""6;ii3ii" 8 
109 3.6 5,242 3.6 38,281 7.30 277 4.3 46 1.5 1, 730 1. 2 4 

2 3. 0 89 0.6 85 .96 36 2. 3 2 3.0 200 1.2 11 
71 3.6 2,850 2. 4 26,326 9.24 360 4.1 28 1.4 1,379 1.2 6 
56 2. 0 4,380 1. 7 11, 002 2. 52 95 4.0 30 1.1 3,818 1.3 7 
29 1.6 1,906 1.1 9,975 5. 23 198 5.6 16 0.9 1,593 1.0 8 
77 3.0 7,091 3.1 16,070 2.27 86 2. 4 23 0.9 2, 774 1.2 9 
80 2.3 3,538 1.8 42,958 12.14 460 4.9 48 1.4 2,440 1.2 10 
2 8. 7 526 14.2 550 1.00 40 0. 7 -----iii" ----i~4- --··479· ----ii~ii- 11 

24 2.1 716 1.3 8,544 11.93 452 3.5 12 
33 1.9 1,073 1.1 7,626 7.11 269 3.3 24 1.4 771 0.8 13 
3 11.1 96 13. 2 2, 360 24. 74 937 1.4 1 3. 7 4 0.6 H 

96 L9 6, 766 1.3 27,216 4. 72 179 4. 8 48 1.0 3, 757 0.9 111 

988 7.B 98,483 8.4 98,839 4.11 168 8.8 68 1. 7 8, 688 1.S 18 
- ---- ---

13 9.0 677 8. 9 6, 727 8.46 320 3.1 3 2.1 47 0.6 17 
20 3.4 1,857 4. 0 5,094 2. 74 104 2.3 8 L4 245 0.5 18 

102 16. 3 7, 132 19. l 62,495 7.36 279 3.3 16 2. 6 686 1.8 19 
61 4.6 5,008 4. 9 21,834 4.36 166 3.3 22 1.6 1,578 1.6 20 
42 6.8 8,789 10.1 11,189 1.27 48 2.0 7 1.1 980 1.1 21 

698 8.1 49, 183 8.3 218,080 4. 39 188 B. 9 201 1.ll 17,810 1.B 22 ,___ --- ---
65 3.1 6,039 3. 5 31, 567 6.26 237 1.8 23 1.1 2,026 1.4 23 

108 2.9 6,608 2.6 76,581 11.59 439 5.8 36 1.0 1,792 0. 7 24 
85 3. 9 H,152 5.1 36, 749 2.60 98 2.8 37 1. 7 4, 460 1.6 211 
17 1.8 1, 000 1.0 3,071 3.06 116 3.0 10 0.8 992 LO 211 
li6 2.6 2,554 1. 7 26,526 10.39 394 Ii. 5 21 1.0 1,413 0.9 'r1 
95 4.1 10,168 4.1 19,976 1.96 74 2. 7 29 1.2 3,140 1.3 28 
40 2.6 3,120 2. 2 9,064 2. 91 110 3.6 24 1.6 1,898 1.4 29 
62 3.3 6, 517 3.li 12,496 1.92 73 3.2 21 1.1 1,599, 0.8 30 
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TABLE 33.-CASH TENANTS WITH RELATIONSHIP TO LANDLORD 8PECIFIED­
FARMS REPORTINGj ACREAGE IN FARMS" CASH RENT PAID WITH AVERAGE 
PER ACREj RATIO OF AVERAGE RENT TO VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND 
AND BUILDINGS) PER ACREj FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 
1929--Continued 

CA.Bii TENANTS REPORTING AMOUNT 01' BENT PAID 

Related to landlord- Relationship to landlord not reported Continued 

Average rent Ratio Average rent Ratio 
per acre and of per acre and of 

Total 
per cent dis- aver- per cent dis- aver-

trlbutlon age Total tribution age 
STATE AND COUNTY amount rent Num- Land amount rent of rent per berof in ofrent per 

r:ae farms 
Aver- acre to report- farms r:ae Aver- acre to 

New farm (acres) New farm Jars) age Eng- real ing lars) age Eng- real rent rent 
(do!- land estate (dol- land estat.e 
lars) -100 per lars) -100 per 

acre acre 
------- ---- --

lll'BW Blll'GLAlll'D ••• 409, 098 ll.88 100 4.8 DllO 47, 817 188, Olll ll.80 100 4.4 
--Kaine...:.. ________________ M,llll8 1.48 88 6.8 174 13, 871 84, 884 ll.Dll 87 8.0 ,_ ----,_ -------------

AndrOl!COggin ••••• -------. __ 4,902 1. ll6 66 3.4 8 520 875 1.68 58 3.6 
Aroostook.----------------- 50,359 5.20 184 6. 8 56 3, 9911 20, 715 5.18 179 6. 7 Cumberland ________________ 6, 199 3.m 107 4.6 5 419 855 2.04 70 3.1 
Franklin. __ ---------------- 2, OllO 1. 71 60 6. 2 3 57 106 1.84 63 6. 7 
Hancock-------------------- 1186 0.89 31 2.8 4 289 342 1.18 41 3. 7 
Kennebec .. - • -------------- 4, 735 1.86 66 4. 9 19 1,640 2,371 1.45 50 3.8 Knox _______________________ 

2, 568 1.45 51 3.6 11 411 985 2.40 83 5. 9 
Lincoln.. •..• _ --- -- -- -• -- -- -- 1,809 0.97 34 3.1 5 324 467 1.44 50 4.6 Oxford ______________________ 

3,674 1.18 42 4.0 15 1,671 1,852 1.11 38 3. 7 
Penobscot. ____ ----- ________ 6,422 1.82 64 5.9 18 1,909 2, 867 1.50 52 4.9 Piscataquis _________________ 1,463 1.29 46 5.5 2 296 460 1.55 53 6.6 
Sagadahoc •• ---------------- 864 2.37 84 7.6 1 100 120 1.20 41 3.8 
Somerset. __ ------------ __ -- 2,599 1.16 41 4.2 3 311 548 1. 76 61 6. 4 Waldo ______________________ 

3,248 1. 28 45 5. 6 ----434- --o~94- ---T, W BSbington. - --- ------- -- -- 544 1.01 36 4. 7 4 460 32 
York. __ -------------------- 1, 768 1. 52 64 2.9 20 1,466 1,968 1.34 46 2. 6 

lll'ew llampllhire ________ 98, 871 1.81 67 4.1 70 8,482 12, 208 1.89 86 4.8 -----------,____ 

~~~~:::::::::::::::::::: 988 1.61 67 4. 3 1 115 155 1.36 47 3.6 
1,044 2.18 77 6.0 10 465 774 1.66 57 4. 6 Cheshire ____________________ 1,909 2.40 85 5.4 7 343 1,464 4.27 147 9.6 Coos ________________________ 
3,625 0.98 35 3.2 7 1,070 1,250 1.17 40 3.8 

Grafton _____ --- --- ---- -- • -- - 7,270 1.52 54 5.0 14 1, 267 2,188 1. 73 60 5. 7 
Hillsborough. __ ----- •• ----- 3,512 1. 72 61 3.5 4 295 591 2. 00 69 4.0 
Merrimack.------- ________ - 3,306 1.44 51 4.1 2 186 275 1.48 51 4.2 
Rockingham.--------------- 2,974 2. 45 87 4. 0 8 1,061 3,452 3.25 112 6.3 
Stratford. ___ ----------- __ -- 1,862 1.84 65 3. 7 2 110 330 3.00 103 6.0 Sullivan ____________________ 2,482 2.29 81 7.9 15 1, 550 1, 727 1.11 38 3.8 

Vermont ________________ 
74, 660 1.89 80 4. 6 88 8,408 14, 119 1.89 68 4. 6 -----------,_._ Addison ____________________ 
8, 588 2. 52 89 6.1 6 840 1, 145 1.36 47 3.3 

Bennington ••••• ----- _______ 4,400 1. 65 58 3.4 4 837 1, 184 1.41 49 2. 9 
Caledonia. - • - -- ----. --- - --- 7,866 1.51 53 4.5 5 714 1,465 2.06 71 6.0 Chittenden _________________ 6, 676 3.36 119 6.3 8 501 2, 130 4.26 147 8-0 
Essex·---------------------- 1,815 1.40 49 5.4 2 577 360 0.62 21 2.4 
Franklin. ___ .--------______ 3, 793 2. 26 80 4. 8 8 1,327 2, 169 1.63 56 3.5 Grand Isle.. _________________ 4,069 3.68 130 4.2 1 38 173 4.55 157 5.2 
Lamollie..------------------- 2,229 1. 59 56 5. 3 11 997 1,251 1.25 43 4.2 
Orange •• - ---·------------ -- 7,685 1.26 45 4.9 11 725 1,042 1.44 50 5.6 
Orleans ••• ------------------ 5,972 1. 75 62 4.6 5 353 689 1.67 58 4.4 Rutland ____________________ 

6, 752 1.32 47 3.6 3 326 392 1.20 41 3.3 

;r:~=-~:::::::::::::::: 6, 727 2.38 84 6. 7 3 20 625 31.25 1,078 88.2 
4, ll60 L24 44 4. 3 5 287 425 1.48 61 6.2 w1nc111or ____________________ 3,429 0.82 29 2. 6 10 864 1,279 1.48 51 4. 7 
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TABLE 33.-CASH TENANTS WITH R.ELATIONSmP TO LANDLORD SPECIFIED­
FARMS REPORTING; ACREAGE IN FARMS; CASH RENT PAID WITH AVERAGE 
PER ACRE; RATIO OF AVERAGE RENT TO VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND 
AND BUILDINGS) PER AcREi FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 
1929---Continued 

CASH TENANTS REPORTING AMOUNT OF RENT PAID 

Related to landlord- Relationship to landlord not reported Continued 

Average rent Ratio Average rent Ratio 
per acre and of per acre and of 

Total 
per cent dis- aver- per cent dis- aver-

tribution age Total tribution age STA.Tiii AND COUNTY amount Num-
ofrent rent berof Land amount rent 

'd per farms in of rent per 
fd'~1- Aver- acre to regort- farms paid Aver- acre to 
lars) age New farm ng (acres) (dol- age New farm 

rent Eng- real Jars) rent Eng- real 
(dol- land estate (dol- land estate 
Jars) -UlO per Jars) =100 per 

acre acre 
---------------------

Xasaachnaelh •••..••••• 120, 678 5.14 182 8.8 118 8,298 40, 180 4.84 167 8. 7 
~ -- ~ ------

Barnstable. __ -------------- -------- ------- ------- ------- 1 3 10 3.33 115 1.4 Berkshire ___________________ 11,000 2.18 77 3. 4 17 3,637 8,442 2.32 80 3. 6 Bristol. _____________________ 
12,~ 7.37 260 4.4 28 1,082 9,996 9.24 319 Ii.Ii 

Dukes---------------------- 2.00 71 4. 7 -----9- ----si- -·1;579· ·19~49- ---672' ----&ii EBSeL---------------------- 11, 131 8.07 285 3.6 
Franklin. __ ---------------- 7,272 2.19 77 3.4 6 595 496 0.83 29 1.3 

:=a================= 
11, 378 7.14 262 7.6 9 667 2, 326 3.49 120 3. 7 
5, 9711 2.16 76 2. 3 9 560 1,975 3.53 122 S.8 

Mid ------------------- 29,653 12.15 429 4. 9 9 2711 li,829 20.89 720 8-4 
Nantucket------------------ -------- -------
Norfolk.. •• ------------------ 6,665 13.91 492 4.1 3 136 720 li.29 182 1.6 
Plymouth------------------ 9,115 11.82 418 5.4 13 207 4,846 23. 41 807 10.8 
Bu1folk __ ------------------- 300 75.00 2, 6liO 4.1 ------- ·1;049· --3;94i" ""&76" ---iiiii" --·-a9 Worcester __ ---------------- 15,029 4.00 141 4.1 15 

Bhode IaJancL __________ 18, 907 8. 98 139 s. 2 41 8, 781 18, 148 S.48 120 2.8 --
Bristol----- -- -- ----- -- -- -- -- 724 lli.40 644 li.6 5 155 1,968 12. 70 438 4. 6 
Kent._------ --- ------ ---- -- 1,680 6. 86 242 li.8 7 880 2,485 2.82 97 2. 4 
Ne~rL------------------ 5,004 7.29 258 3.3 14 1, li69 4,695 2. 99 103 1.4 
Providence __ ------------ ___ 5,407 3.43 121 2.6 12 737 3,200 4. 34 150 3. 3 
Washington __ -------------- 1,092 1.11 39 1. 7 3 440 800 1.82 63 2. 9 

Conneclicul _____________ 77, 252 4.48 158 2.9 84 6,801 23,815 8.43 118 2.8 
Falrfield ____________________ 

12,833 6. 33 224 1.3 4 421 1,255 2.98 103 0.6 Hartford ____________________ 
24,509 13.68 483 6. 2 19 1, 161 9,670 g_ 33 287 3.8 LitchfleJd ___________________ 
11,336 2.55 90 2.8 13 2,979 6,928 2. 33 80 2.5 Middlesex __________________ 
2, 215 2.23 711 2. 2 1 42 240 5. 71 197 li.7 New Haven ________________ 
9, 760 6.91 244 3. 7 9 513 2, 166 4. 22 146 2.2 New London _______________ 7, 130 2. 27 80 3.1 9 909 1,341 1.48 51 2. 0 

Tolland--------------------- 6.071 3. 20 113 4.0 2 45 440 9. 78 337. 12. 2 
Windham._---------------- 3,398 2.13 75 3.5 7 731 1, 275 1. 74 6() I 2.9 I 

I - . 
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TABLE 3~.-AVERAGE FARM EXPENDITURE FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZER PER 
ACRE, WITH INDEX NUMBER, PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE AVERAGES, 
AND RATIO TO VALUE OF FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER 
ACRE, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1899 TO 1929 

AVllRAGE EXPENDITURE FOR LABOR I INDEX NUMBER OF THE AVERAGE 

AND FERTILIZER I PEB ACRE EXPENDITUBE PEil ACRE 
STATE AND COUNTY (1909 b1111e-100 per cent) 

1829 1824 1919 1909 1899 1829 1824 1919 1909 1899 
lHW DGLAJID _____ $4.67 $8.88 $8.86 $1.88 $1.29 243 193 184 100 --8-6 

•able-------------------- 8.69 11.89 1.81 1.86 0. 66 269 198 I07 -WO = . 40 
A ndroscoggln ______________ -- - 1.89 1.73 1.52 l.1ll 0.85 ~ ---ra-128 liiO --71 
Aroostook. ___ ---------------- 10. 85 9 59 10.69 3.44 0.94 315 279 311 100 27 
Cumberland.----------------- 3.53 2. 02 2.18 1.37 0.84 258 147 159 100 61 
Frsnklln. __ -------------- ____ 1.60 1.10 1.18 0.64 0.31 250 172 184 100 48 
Hancock---------------------- 1.84 1.39 1.24 0. 76 0.39 242 183 163 100 51 
Kennebec __ ------C----------- 1.99 1.54 1.48 1.35 0.61 147 114 110 100 411 Knox ____________________ -- - - - 1.45 1.04 1. 31 0.99 0.53 146 105 132 100 54 
Lincoln __________________ - - - - - 0.92 0.86 0. 75 0. 63 0.33 146 137 119 100 52 
Oxford ____ -------------------- 1.32 1.05 1.15 0.65 0.37 203 162 177 100 57 
Penobscot_ -- --- ---- ---- --- --- 2.44 2. 20 1.90 1.44 0.50 169 15.3 132 100 35 Piscataquis ___________________ 2.19 1.52 1.38 1. 28 0.41 171 119 108 100 32 
Sagadahoc. - -- --- - ___ - _ -- - - - - - 1. 20 0.87 1.16 1.07 o. 70 112 81 108 100 65 
Somerset.-------------------- 1.48 1. 38 1.05 0. 91 0.41 163 152 115 100 45 
Waldo __ ------------ --- - -- ---- 1.35 1. 03 1. 07 1.14 0.40 118 90 94 100 35 Wa.•hington __________________ 1.62 0.95 0.90 0 70 0.32 231 rn6 129 100 46 
York ______ ----------------- - - 2.11 1. 21 1.30 0.94 0.65 224 129 138 Illll I ~i New Hampshire __________ 2.28 1.68 1. 81 0.99 0.74 228 155 188 ----
Belknap_--------------------- 2.60 1.34 1.44 0.90 0.63 289 149 160 100 70 
Carroll._--------- -- ---------- 1.83 1.45 1.14 o. 71 0.41 2.~8 204 161 100 58 
Cheshire ___ ------------------ 2. 66 1. 74 1.67 1. 02 0. 72 261 171 164 100 71 
Coos _____________ -- ___ -- _ -- -_ - 1.73 1. 35 1.42 0. 96 0.67 180 141 148 100 70 
Grafton._.------------------- 1. 71 1.34 1. 50 0.84 0.65 204 160 179 100 77 
Hillsborough_---------·------ 3.01 1.83 2. 31 1. 26 1. 00 239 145 183 100 79 
M errlmack. __ ---------· ______ 1.82 1. 26 1.27 0. 93 0.67 196 135 137 100 72 
Rockingham. __ ------------ -- 3.50 2. 27 2.34 1. 50 1. 25 233 151 156 100 83 
Strsfford. __ -------·------ ---- 3.29 l. llO 1. 75 1.12 0.88 294 134 156 100 79 
Sullivan. __ ------------------- 1. 37 1.10 1.11 0.63 0.55 217 175 176 100 87 

Vermon&_ - ---- -- -- -- -- - -- - 1. 69 1.88 1. 67 0.89 0.78 179 us 178 100 86 
Addison. __ •• --- •• _. -- ••• - - - - - 1.63 1.62 1:90 o.85 0. 73 ---ui2 191 ---a24 ~ ---sii 
Bennington. __ --------------- 2.19 1.35 1.89 0.90 0. 79 243 150 210 100 88 
Caledonia._ -- -- -- _______ - - - - - 1.42 1. 31 1.48 0.84 0. 84 169 156 176 100 100 
Chittenden.------------------ 2. 39 2. 03 2. 50 1.46 1. 20 164 139 171 100 82 
Essex _________ ---- -- -- -- ------ 1.15 0. 90 1. 22 0.59 0.55 195 153 207 100 93 
Franklin __ ------------------- 1.89 1.60 2. 21 1.11 0.97 170 144 199 100 87 Grand Isle ____________________ 2.44 1.82 2.39 1.18 1.11 207 154 203 100 94 
Lamoille. __ ------------------ 1.13 0.87 1.14 0 68 0.60 166 128 168 100 88 

8::l'e':i~.----::::::::::::::::::::: 1.05 0. 86 1. 26 0.68 0.63 154 126 185 100 93 
1. 31 1.24 1.19 0.82 0.66 160 151 145 100 80 

Rutland __ ------------------ - - 1. 59 1.69· 1.61 0.88 0. 78 181 192 183 100 89 
Washlnorton. __ -------- ------- 1.50 1.43 1.28 0. 91 0. 79 165 157 141 100 87 Windham ____________________ 1.88 1. 28 1.32 0.80 0.62 235 160 165 100 78 
Windsor ___ -- --- ---- -- ------ -- 1.42 1.20 1. 26 0.89 0.67 160 135 142 100 75 Iasaachua8"8 _____________ 10.11 7.48 7.16 4.18 2.80 246 181 178 100 88 
Barnstable. __ ---------------- 18. 65 11. 58 ""8:08 6.76 3:14 --z76 ---m- 120 liiO -----si 
Berkshire ___ • __ • _________ - - - - - 3.62 2. 68 1.60 2.05 1. 28 177 131 78 100 62 
Bristol. ________ -------------- 12. 66 7.66 7.53 4. 65 3. 74 272 165 162 100 80 
Dukes. -_ - _ ---- -• - ---- -- --- - - - 1. 75 2. 08 1.42 1.86 o. 70 94 112 76 100 38 
Essex _______ --------------- --- 18. 35 15. 87 12.27 7.55 5.01 243 210 163 100 66 
Frsnklln ___ ---------------- -- 4. 75 4.92 5. 50 1. 95 1.39 244 252 282 100 71 

==k:::::::::::::::::: 7.20 6. 42 7.48 2.60 1.82 277 247 288 100 70 
8. 68 7.99 7. 73 3.08 1. 88 282 259 251 100 61 Middlesex. ________________ •• _ 23.28 17.17 14. 68 7.80 6. 27 298 220 188 100 80 

Nantucket. ___ --------------- 6.02 2. 77 1.811 2.13 1. 46 283 130 87 100 69 Norfolk ______________________ 
22.m 15. 36 13. 90 7.64 5.14 288 201 182 100 67 

Plymouth. ______ --- _______ -- - 17. 811 10. 31 9.55 6. 78 4. 55 263 152 141 100 67 
Suftolk. _ --------------------- 267. 21 358. 43 119. 26 75. 39 32.10 354 475 158 100 43 
Worcester __ ------------------ 6. 06 4.15 4. 31 2. 73 2.06 2'J2 152 158 100 75 Rhode Ialand ______________ 9.16 7.11 8.88 8.98 9.86 1186 179 180 100 79 
Bristo!_ ___ -- -- - -- -- - ---· - --- - - 2o.11 21.m 18. 73 10. 95 5. 39 ---rn-192 ---m- -WO ~ 
Kent.---- _____ ---- ___________ 5. 45 6. 07 5. 42 2. 83 1. 72 193 214 192 100 61 
Ne~ort- - ------------------- 18. 97 11.66 12.68 9.07 5.40 209 129 140 100 60 
Prov dance ••• ---------------- 10. 36 7.64 6. 84 4. 77 4.0.'I 217 =1 ~: 

100 84 
Washington._--------------·- 5. 20 3.84' 3.02 1. 61 1.22 323 100 76 Connecticut ___________ -- -- 10.18 8.17 8.40 8.411 B.24 800 989 1141 100 86 
Fairfield •• - --- ---· -- - - - -- - - - -- 12.43 --s:289.18 4. 74 3.07 --z2 ---i76--uif' liiO --ea 
Hartford. ___ ----------------- 29.05 28. 81 27.36 8. 47 4. 46 343 340 323 100 53 
Litchfield ____ ---- __ ---- __ -- -- 4.32 3. 63 3.45 1.67 1.50 259 217 'IJ'f1 100 90 
Middlesex-------------------- 10. 79 4. 46 6. 59 2. 91 1.82 371 153 226 100 63 New Haven __________________ 12.0S 8. 43 8. 05 4.02 3.00 299 210 200 100 75 New London _________________ 3.14 2.49 2. 98 1.70 1.37 185 146 175 100 81 
Tolland. _____ ------------ -- - - 6. 79 4.12 4.63 L69 1.16 402 244 274 100 68 
Windham __ • __ ---- ___ ---- -- - - 2.82 L98 2.32 us 1. 21 178 124 147 100 77 

1 For 1929 the data refer to cash exjl8nded; for 1919 and 1909 to cash expended and (or) value of rent and 
board furnished; for 1899 to cash and value of board furnished. 

• For 1929 the question specillcally called for amount expended for commerelal fertilizer, manure, marl, 
lime, and ground limestone; for 1910, manure and fertilizer; and for 1899, fertilizers. 
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TABLE 34.-AVERAGE FARJll EXPENDITURE FOR LABOR .A.ND FERTILIZER PER 
ACRE.i... WITH INDEX NUMBER, PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE AVERAGES, 
.A.ND lt.A.TIO TO VALUE OF FARM REAL EST.A.TE (LAND .A.ND BUILDINGS) PER 
Acu, FOR NEw ENGLAND, BY STATES .A.ND COUNTIES: 1899 TO 1929--Contd. 

STATE AND COUNTY 

----------1--1919_-1_1_924-'--·l-1_91_9_1 __ 1909 __ 1_1_8_88_ 1828 1924 1919 1909 __!!!!__ 
lUW DGLilD-----~~~~~ ~~___!: . .f!..._!.!__.!1 

Kaine____________________ 77 74 77 72 46 8.4 7.0 ,____!:!_ 6~4 8.8 
Androscoggin_________________ 41 48 42 63 70 4. 1 3. 6 4. 0 4. 3 3. 7 
Aroostook-------------------- 237 264 2!i3 183 77 14.1 13.8 14.5 8.3 6.7 
Cumberland__________________ 77 56 60 73 69 5. 4 3. 5 4. 3 3. 6 3. 3 
Franklin_____________________ 35 30 32 34 25 5 8 4 1 4.8 4.0 3.5 
Hancock--------·--··-·-····· 40 38 34 40 32 5.7 5.1 3.6 3.7 2.9 
Kennebec_------------------- 44 42 41 72 50 5. 3 4. 1 4. 1 4. 9 3. 1 
Knox_________________________ 32 29 36 53 43 3 6 2. 8 3. 8 3. 4 2. 6 
Lincoln.______________________ 20 24 21 34 27 2. 9 2. 8 2. 5 3. O 2.1 
Oxford----------------------- 29 29 32 35 30 4. 4 3. 8 4. 5 3. 8 3. 2 
Penobscot-------------------- 53 61 52 77 41 7. 9 7. 4 6. 3 6. 5 3. 6 
Plscataqnfs___________________ 48 42 38 68 34 9. 4 6. 2 5. 9 7. 4 4. O 
Sagadahoc-------------------- 26 24 32 57 57 3. 8 3. 1 3. 7 3. 7 4. o 
Somerset_____________________ 32 38 29 48 34 5. 4 5. 2 4. 4 5. 2 3. 8 
Waldo-------------·--···------ 30 28 29 61 33 5. 9 4. 8 4. 8 6. 4 3. 1 
Washington__________________ 35 26 25 37 26 7. 6 4. 3 3. 9 4. 7 3. 2 

·York.·----------------------- 46 33 36 50 53 4.1 2. 4 3. O 2. 7 2. 6 
lfewBamp1hire __________ 49 42 44 68 81 5.7 4.0 4.7 8.7 8.8 

BelknaP---------------------- ---rii"' ---af'----W-~ -W -aT "4.""2 ---rf"----a.3 -U 
Carroll..--------------------- 40 40 31 3l! 34 5.0 4.2 3.3 3.1 3.1 
Cheshire--------------------- 58 48 46 54 59 6.0 4.3 4.3 3.9 3.8 
Coos------------------------- 38 37 39 51 55 5.7 4.9 5.0 4.6 4.7 
Grafton______________________ 37 37 41 45 53 5. 7 4. 7 5. 7 4. 2 4. 5 
Hillsborough_________________ 66 50 63 67 82 6.1 3. 8 5. 8 3. 9 4.1 
Merrimack___________________ 40 35 35 49 55 5. 2 3. 7 4.1 3. 6 3. 5 
Rockingham_________________ 77 63 64 80 102 5.7 3.5 4.3 3.4 3.5 
Stratford.____________________ 72 41 48 60 72 6. 6 3. 2 4. 9 3. 9 3. 4 
Sullivan______________________ 30 30 30 34 45 4. 7 3. 9 4. 2 3. 2 4. 1 

Vermon&------------------~ __!!... ~ __£. ~ __!.!._ ____!_!_ __!.!._ ___!_.'!__ ~ 
Addison______________________ 36 45 52 45 60 3. 9 4. 4 4. 2 2. 9 3. 2 
Bennington •• ---------------- 48 37 52 48 65 4. 5 4. O 5. 1 3. 5 4. 5 
Caledonia_------------------- 31 36 41 45 69 4. 2 3. 9 4. 1 3. 8 5.4 
Chittenden___________________ 52 56 68 78 98 4. 5 4. 2 4. 5 4. o 4. 1 
Essex.------------------------ 25 . 25 33 31 45 4. 5 3. 9 5. o 4. 1 5. 2 
Franklin __ ------------------- 41 44 61 59 80 4. o 3. 4 4. o 3. 4 4. o 
Grand Isle____________________ 53 50 65 63 91 2. 8 2. 4 2. 9 2. 1 2. 7 
Lamoille_____________________ 25 24 31 36 49 3.8 2 s 3 2 3.3 4.5 
Orange _______________________ 23 24 35 36 52 4.1 3.5 4.9 3.9 4.9 
Orleans.---------------------- 29 34 33 44 54 3.5 3.1 2.8 3.6 4.2 
Rutland---------------------- 35 47 44 47 64 4. 3 4. 8 5. O 3. 7 3. 9 
Washington__________________ 33 39 35 4R 65 4. 2 3. 9 3. 5 4. o 4. 9 
Windham____________________ 41 35 36 43 51 6. 6 4. 7 5.1 4. 4 4. 6 
Windsor______________________ 31 33 35 47 55 4. 5 4. 4 4. 6 4. 4 5. o 

lllaaaachuselts_ ----------- 291 208 198 920 280 7. 8 7. o 7. 2 8. 1 5. 8 
Barnstable-------------------~ 319 --m-sro ~ -s:-1--U -S:O ---s.4 -U 
Berkshire_____________________ 79 74 44 109 105 5. 6 4. 9 2 9 4. 8 4. 2 
BrlstoL---------------------- 277 211 206 247 307 7.5 5.7 6.1 6.0 6.3 
Dukes------------------------ 38 57 39 99 57 4. 1 5. 2 4. 3 6. 5 3. 2 
Esse"------------------------- 402 437 336 402 411 8. 1 8. 3 5. 6 5. 9 5. 6 
Franklin_____________________ 104 136 151 104 114 7. 5 8. O 10. 5 6. 3 5. 9 
Hampden____________________ 158 177 205 138 149 7. 6 6. 8 10.1 5. 4 5. 7 
Hampshire ___________________ 190 220 212 164 154 9.3 8.7 10.4 7.6 6.0 
Middlesex-------------------- 509 473 402 415 514 9. 4 9.1 9.1 7. 4 6. 2 
Nantucket------------------- 132 76 51 113 120 4.2 6.0 4.5 7.5 5.0 
Norfolk_______________________ 482. 423 381 406 421 6. 5 6. 5 5. 8 4. s 4. 9 
Plymouth-------------------- 391 284 2f;2 361 373 8. 2 6.1 6. 7 7. 0 7. 9 
Suftolk_ ---------------------- 5, 847 9, 874 3, 267 4, 010 2, 631 14. 7 16. 2 10. 7 5. 4 3.1 Worcester ____________________ 133 114 118 145 169 6.2 4.7 6.0 5.3 4.9 

Rhodeialand------------- 205 198 174 212 234 7.8 7.9 8.0 8.8 5.8 
Bristol.----------------------~ 579---iii3 ---:582 ~ -7.T---s:'T ~ ----ir.5--U 
Kent_________________________ 119 167 148 151 141 4. 6 5. 9 8. o 5. 6 4. 7 
Newport._------------------- 415 321 347 482 443 8. 6 7. 6 8. 1 6. 1 5. 1 
Providence___________________ 227 210 187 254 330 7. 9 8. 9 8. 4 7. 2 6. 7 
Washington__________________ 114 106 S.1 86 100 8. 2 7. 5 7. 2 5. O 4. 6 

ConnedicuL------------- 225 125 280 182 184 8. 8 7.<& 8. 4 5. 4 5. 8 
Falrfteld.---------------------~ ~ ~ ~ ~ --:-2'6 "3:'6---.:-1----a.2-a:8 
Hartford--------------------- 636 794 750 451 365 13.2 14.8 15.3 9.0 7.1 
Litchfield____________________ 95 100 95 89 123 4. 7 5.5 6.1 4.0 5.3 
Middlesex-------------------- 236 123 181 155 149 10. 7 5. 2 9. 5 6. 4 5. 4 
NewHaven __________________ 263 232 221 214 246 6.4 6.6 6.8 5.5 5.7 
New London_________________ 69 69 82 90 112 4. 3 4. O 6.1 5. 3 5.1 

Windham-------------------- 62 54 64 84 99 4.6 3.8 5.3 5.0 4.7 
Tolland __ -------------------- 149 113 127 90 94 8. 5 5. 6 8. 0 I 5. 0 4. 8 
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.... - 1119 IHll 1119 11119 1909 1919 19111 IHI _ ........ 
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i llO -----t---il........,-+---t-----1 
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40.._ ___ ....... ____ ...__ ....... _ _. 

- ACTUAL AVIRACll VALUI DI' ALL FARM REAL llTATli 
- DIFLATllD AYERAOI VALUE DF ALL FARM RIAL HTAn 
- ACTUAL AVIRACll VALUE DF EXPENDITURH .. ~ AND FERTILIZER 
--·DEFLATED AVERAGE YALUI DF EXPENDITURH ••LABDll AND FERTILIZIR 

FIGURE 21.-TBEND IN THE A VEBAGE EXPENDITURE FOB LABOR AND FERTILIZER, PER ACRE, AND 

THE AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARll REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, IN PER CENTS 

(1910=100), FOR THE UNITED STATES AND THE NEW ENGLAND STATES: 1899-1929 

TABLE 35.-PER CENT WHICH THE NUMBER OF FARMS OF EACH TYPE IS OF 
THE TOTAL NUMBER OF ALL FARMS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND 
COUNTIES, 1930 

ABNORllAL 

~ .. !:l 
~ -a i~ 

~ 8 ] -1 
~ 

.:: 

j 
'$..., STATE ABD CO'ONTY 

! ~! "" .. 
~ -..... 

~ ~ 1 ~ = ... 
~i .51gj 

t 
.. 

1 2 i el B .a I 'I' 

~ 
.Id ~ 

-~ 
= 3 ~ ill~ ~ 

., -; .:!! 13 gj ~ 'ii 0 ll 0 ~ c 0 0 rz. ~ -< p., CQ E-< p., ~ ------------·---------- - ----- -
lll'BW Blll'GLAlll'D. ______ 13. 7 (I) e. 7 2.1 2. 831. e 1. 6 8. 0 8. 9 18. 6 0. 714. 8 0. 8 1. 9 o. 6 2. 8 

Jla.ine •••••••••••••••••••••• 19.4 (1) 20.4 1.8 1.018.9 1.8 5.310.4 20.8 0.218.2 0.7 3.0 0.6 2.4 
Androscoggin ___________________ 16. 1==-: 3.41.9 LJ23. 0 2.9 5.6 m 27.1 D.324.8 Q.6 .0.8 Q.6 7.i 
Aroostook______________________ 2. 0 O. 2 86. 7 (1) 0. 1 0. 7____ 0. 1 4. 4 5. o O. 1 3. 8 O. 1 1. O o. 1 o. 9 
Cumberland ____________________ 22. 2 ---- 2. 5 1. 6 3. 6 29.1 2. 113. 3 6. 6 16. 3 o. 41U 1. 5 2. 8 O. 6 2. 7 
Franklin •. ----------------------30.6 •••• 2.5 2.7 1.921.0 3.8 1.811.0 22 .. 3 0.116.8 0.9 4.2 0.3 2.4 
Hancock-----------------------21.6 •••• 1.4 5.2 0.818.4 1.0 7.812.1 29.6 0.424.8 0.5 3.4 0.5 2.2 
Kennebec.---------------------22.7. •.• 5.1 1.1 0.926.9 2.3 11.212.9 20.2 0.316.9 0.6 1.6 0.7 2.8 
Knox ___________________________ 17. 4-... 1. 7 3. 4 0. 913. 7 1. 110. 914. 2 34. 1 o. 431. 6 O. 5 1. 6 o. 1 2. 5 
LlncoJn _________________________ 14 .. 4 ---- 2. 8 0. 5 0. 6 11.1 3. 3 16. 918. 3 27. 9 ---- 24. o 1.1 2. 4 O. 4 4. 2 
Oxford __________________________ 24. 9 ---- 2.4 2. 5 2. 218. 6 1. 5 3. 8 12. o 29. 9 O. 2 22. 5 1. 4 4. 5 1. 3 2. 2 
PenobscoL---------------------18.3 0.122.8 0.7 0.924.5 1.6 2.4 6.9 20.1 (1) 15.8 0.4 3.4 0.4 1.7 
Piscataquis _____________________ 19. 4 ---- 22. 1 o. 1 ---- 15. 3 3. 9 2. 8 9. 9 25. 7 ____ 15. 3 o. 110. o o. 3 o. s 
Sagadahoc.. •••• ----------------- 21. 3 ---- 2. 8 0. 5 0. 6 20. 0 O. 7 8. 115. 0 25. 0 O. 4 21.C 1. 1 1. 6 1. O 5. 9 
Somerset. ______________________ 34.0 (1) 6.3 0.4 1.016.5 2.6 2.310.9 23.9 0.116.6 0.9 5.4 0.9 2.1 
Waldo __________________________ 26. 2 ---- 12. 1 2. 0 0. 617. 8 1. 4 7. 211. 7 17. 6 0.114. 2 0. 4 2. 7 0. 2 3. 3 
Washington ••••• ---------------27.7-••• 8.211.4 0.1 8.5 0.6 3.414.6 24.5 0.116.0 0.4 7.6 0.4 0.9 
York ••••• ---------------------- 23. 2 ---- 3. 0 1. 8 ll 22. 3 3. 3 9. 613. o 21. 7 o. 216. 9 1. 1 2. 9 o. 7 1. o 

l Less than one-tenth of 1 per oent. 
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TABLE 35.-PER CENT WHICH THE NUMBER OF FARMS OF EACH TYPE IS 011' 
THE TOTAL NUMBER OF ALL FARMS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND 
COUNTIES, 193(}-Continued 

ABNORMAL 

Ii k .. 0 
<l 

!i .. 
~ "" ,$ 

STATE AND COUNTY t> ~~ 
... !l"C 

"" " ·a .. ::s ":.w ~ ., 
~ <l""' ~ "" Sil "" -~ "" f 

0 
., 

~ '1' " ~ k :0""' !!l 

1 "" G! I» ~ a "" -ill j ~ 
~ 

... 
~ ~ 

!l 
~ 

p :a l ~~ .cl " g .1 :a ::! 0 2 "" :a <l ., k o; 0 ~ 0 0 0 E-< A -< I'< "' E-< .... I'< ~ p 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

NewHampshire ____________ l4.9 ____ S.2 1.8 0.929.1 1.810.912.2 22.4 0.616.S 1.7 S.1 0.7 2.8 , ______ ,_ -- - ----- -
Belknap ________________________ 18. 4 ____ 5. 9 2. O 1. 4 28. 6 3. 1 9. o 8. 6 21. 3 0. 514. o, 2. 7 2. 3 1. 7 1. 7 
CarrolL _ ---------------------- 19. O ____ 2. O 0. 5 0. 5 11. 3 4. 1 6. 5 20. 8 33. O 0. 9 23. 9 4. 6 3. 2 O. 5 2. 2 
Cheshire _______________________ 18.2-___ 3.2 0.5 1.227.9 2.6 7.913.6 22.0 1.614.8 1.7 3.5 0.3 2.9 
Coos ___________________________ l0.8 ____ 4.4 0.2 0.355.4 3.1 1.1 5.517.6 0.211.0 1.2 4.4 0.7 1.6 
Grafton _________________________ 12. 8 ____ 3. 6 O. 4 O. 2 42. 5 1. 6 3. 510. 7 21.1 o. 713. 7 2. 3 3. o 1. 4 3. 7 
Hillsborough ___________________ l3.7- ___ 1.3 6.2 1.724.4 1.623.010.7 15.8 0.511.6 0.7 2.9 0.1 1.6 
Merrimack _____________________ 18. 5 ____ 1. 8 1. 7 O. 4 21. 1 2. 312. O 13. 9 24. 5 0. 618. 5 1. 5 3. 9 o. 2 4. o 
Rockingham ____________________ 12. 7 ____ 3. 9 2. 6 1. 8 23. 3 0. 418. 110. 5 23. 8 o. 218. 7 1. 3 2. 7 o. 9 2. 7 
Strafford-----------------------15.6 ____ 4.4 1.3 0.927.1 0.310.317.2 20.4 0.415.8 0.8 2.6 0.7 2.4 
Sullivan ________________________ 14.4-___ 3.7 0.2 0.429.5 1.5 5.014.3 27.6 0.422.6 1.3 2.9 0.5 3.6 

Vermont ____________________ 10.e ____ 3.4 0.5 o.457.9 1.8 1.8 6.9 16.1 0.213.6 0.6 1.2 0.4 1.6 

Addison------------------------ 9.2 ____ 2.2 1.4 0.260.8 3.0 1.3 5.5 13.6 0.211.5 0.6 1.0 0.3 2.8 
Bennington _____________________ 17. 2 ____ 3. 5 O. 4 O. 5 39. 8 1. 2 2. 813. 3 18. 6 0. 716. 3 1. 1 0. 5 ____ 2. 7 
Caledonia ______________________ 7.4 ____ 3.5 (1) 0.561.2 0.7 3.13.817.9 (1) 16.0 0.3 0.8 0.8 1.8 
Chittenden ___ ------------------ 5. 6 ____ 2. 1 O. 8 1. 9 66. 9 O. 8 1. 6 6. 4 12. 3 0. 3 10. O 0. 8 o. 9 o. 3 1. 5 
Essex ___________________________ 13. 6 ---- 3. 5 ---- ____ 57. 5 2. 3 0. 5 7. 9 13. 8 ---- 10. 0 0. 5 3. 1 0. 2 O. 9 
Franklin _______________________ 5.o ____ 4.1 0.2 0.374.6 0.4 0.8 2.6 10.8 (1) 9.8 0.3 0.6 0.1 1.0 
Grand Isle ______________________ 8.L ___ 1.8 3.0 0.265.2 1.4 0.7 7.4 11.3 ____ 8.5 2.5 ____ 0.2 0.9 
LamoilJe ________________________ l2.6 ____ 4.8 o.i_ ___ 59.6 1.3 1.2 2.8 15.9 0.113.6 0.6 1.4 0.2 1.6 
Orange _________________________ l3.4- ___ 3.6 0.3 0.152.1 3.9 2.1 5.417.2 (1) 14.7 0.6 1.3 0.6 1.9 
Orleans _________________________ 7. 7 ____ 2. 6 0. 1 o. 171.8 2. 3 0. 6 2. 3 11. 9 (1) 10. 4 O. 6 o. 6 0. 3 o. 7 
Rutland ________________________ 7. 3 ____ 2. 9 0. 7 0. 9 57. 7 1. 8 2. 0 7. 9 16. 7 0. 413. 6 0. 9 1. o 0. 9 1. 9 
Washington_------------------- 11. 9 ____ 3. 5 (1) 0. 2 55. 6 1. 1 1. 7 4. 3 20. I o. 117. o O. 4 2. I o. 5 1. 6 
Windham ______________________ l9.8 ____ 5.6 1.7 0.433.8 2.2 2.611.2 21.6 0.217.0 1.0 2.9 0.4 1.3 
Windsor ________________________ 14. 4 ____ 3. 6 0. 3 0. 3 47. 1 2. 7 2. 9 8. 3 19. 3 0. 216. 8 0. 5 1. 6 0. 3 1. I 

lllassachusetts ______________ 10.6 0.1 4.8 4.6 7.030.4 1.413.1 6.9 17.1 1.413.5 0.6 1.1 0.5 4.0 

Barnstable ______________________ 5. 8 ________ 44. 6 7. 212. 6 ---- 14. 5 ____ IO. 1 1. 9 8. 3 ____ ____ ____ 5. 2 
Berkshire _______________________ 13. O o. 1 I. 5 1. l 1. 4 42. 4 2. 4 5. 9 11. 8 17. 9 2. O 12. 2 1. 3 2. o o. 4 2. 6 
BristoL------------------------ 9. 2 ____ 1. 8 2. O 10. 7 32. 8 1. 318. 4 5. O 12. 8 0. 4 IO. 3 0. 3 1. 4 0. 4 6. 1 
Dukes __________________________ 23. 9 ---- ---- 1. 5 4. 5 41. 8 3. 0 6. 0 3. 0 7. 5 ---- 4. 5 3. 0 ---- ____ 9. 0 
Essex ___________________________ 12. 5 ---- 1. 3 4. 2 10. 8 29. 2 1. 414. 9 2. 9 16. 9 3. 711. 6 0. 5 0. 5 0. 6 5. 8 
Franklin _______________________ 11.9 ____ 13.5 2.4 6.423.8 0.5 3.811.2 24.1 0.221.6 1.0 1.2 0.2 2.4 
Hampden ______________________ 11.0 ____ 6.1 2.0 5.825.4 2.2 9.510.9 22.0 0.718.5 0.9 1.2 0.6 5.2 
Hampshire _____________________ 9.3 0.618.9 1.5 7.025.5 1.5 7.410.8 15.0 0.512.3 0.5 1.5 0.3 2.4 
Middlesex ______________________ 13. 0 ____ 1. 4 7. 2 12. 2 28. 6 1. 716. 3 2. O 12. 6 I. 8 8. 7 0. 5 O. 8 0. 8 5. 1 
Nantucket__ ____________________ 4. a_ _______ 4. 3 4. 3 69. 6 ____ ____ 4. 3 ________________________ 13. o 
Norfolk _________________________ 7.4- ___ 0.4 2.4 6.629.3 1.223.7 3.5 18.3 5.910.8 0.6 0.4 0.6 7.5 
Plymouth---------------------- 8. 9 ---- 1. 714. 3 6. O 22. 6 O. 8 25. 3 3. 6 12. 6 O. 6 IO. O O. 4 1. 1 O. 5 4. 3 
Suffolk _________________________ -------- 7. 4_ ___ 44. 4 7. 4_ ___________ 22. 2 11. 1 ---- ---- ____ 11. 1 18. 5 
Worcester __ -------------------- 9. 5 ____ 1. 7 2. 8 2. 6 39. 2 1. 4 12. 2 8. 4 20. 3 1.116. 8 o. 6 I. 3 o. 6 I. 8 

Rhode Island _______________ 11. 6_ ___ 1.1 2. 4 5. 2 35. 6 1. 413. 910. 2 13. 8 0. 911.l 0. 2 1.1 0. 5 4. 8 

Bristo!__ ________________________ 11. l ________ 2.111. 143. 8 ____ 12. 5 ____ 18.1 4. 912. 5 ________ 0. 7 I. 4 
Kent_ __________________________ 11. 7 ____ ____ 1. o 3. 4 24. 5 2. o 20. 112. 3 19. 4 1. o 16. o o. 3 1. 7 o. 3 5. 6 
Newport_ ______________________ 12.2 ____ 1.8 0.6 7.553.8 0.6 6.7 4.5 8.5 0.8 6.9 ____ 0.2 0.6 3.8 
Providence _____________________ 8.1 ____ 1. O 4. 3 5. 7 32. 9 1. O 11. 713. 2 15. 6 0. 7 13. 4 o. 2 o. 8 o. 4 6. 4 
Washington ____________________ 18. 2 ____ 1. 8 1. 3 2. 3 31. 9 3.120. 510. O 8. 9 0. 5 5. 6 ____ 2. 3 0. 5 2. 3 

Connecticut _________________ 9. 7_ ___ 9. 2 1. 8 3. 6 32. 0 1. 3 11. 8 9. 8 17. 2 1. 713. 5 1. 0 O. 7 0. 4 3. 5 
----------------Fairfield ________________________ 8. 8 ____ 1. 2 1. 7 3. 7 30. 1 O. 5 9. 911. 9 27. 5 9. 216. 9 0. 9 o. 3 O. 2 4. 5 

Hartford ________________________ 5.L ___ 3J.7 2.8 3.822.5 0.9 7.6 7.8 14.3 0.712.5 0.5 0.2 0.3 3.4 
Litchfield----------------------- 11. 4 ____ 3. 5 1. 4 I. 153. O 2. 4 9. 2 6. 2 9. 2 I. O 6.1 O. 9 o. 6 o. 7 2. 5 
Middlesex_ _____________________ 14. 7 ---- 3. 3 I. 0 1. 9 23. 1 0. 413. 513. 5 27. 3 0. 6 21. 6 3. 2 I. 8 0. I I. 4 
New Haven ____________________ II. 6 ---- 1. 9 3. 911. 8 32. 7 0. 915. 3 6. 5 11. 5 0. 7 8. 5 0. 9 I. o O. 4 4. O 
New London ___________________ 11. 6 ---- 2. I 0. 8 2. 135. 6 2.112. 512. 4 17. O 0. 6 14. 4 I. O O. 5 o. 4 3. 8 
Tolland _________________________ 9. 8 ---- 7. 7 O. 8 I. O 29. 4 1. 511. 811. 4 22. 2 o. 219. 7 0. 6 1. 2 0. 5 4. 6 
Windham ______________________ JO.L ___ 2.2 0.9 1.531.7 1.719.012.117.1 0.814.6 0.6 0.6 0.5 3.7 

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
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TABLE 36.-AVERAGE VALUE 011' ALL FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) 
PER ACRE, CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO TYPE OF FARM, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1930 

ABNORMAL 

STATE AND COUNTY 

--------!-- ------------------ --
llB'W BllGLAllDI__ $84 $42 $88 $77$103 $1116 $64 $38$107 $48 $81 $388 $87 $83 $118 $68 1188 

Xaine '---------- U Be 56 863i 68 3727 48~ -s51M~821s~ 6i ------------~ --------- --
Androscoggin________ 46 36 ---- 40 43 90 43 41 66 51 59 191 66 80 13 33 50 
Aroostook____________ 77 36 69 81 (') 220 45 ____ 160 33 34 123 39 38 21 40 38 
Cumberland_________ 61 49 ____ 67 116 123 61 40 61 51 67 131 64 114 39 115 482 
Franklin_____________ 27 25 ____ 28 30 35 31 26 37 25 26 (2) 39 52 13 16 42 
Hancock_____________ 32 27 ____ 29 22 17 37 27 37 33 37 1, 218 31 53 17 152 42 
Kennebec____________ 38 32 ____ 35 55 47 41 27 44 36 43 102 41 89 19 49 36 
Knox________________ 40 34 ____ 48 32 75 46 24 48 34 45 170 39 86 28 (2) 67 
Lincoln ________ :_____ 32 28 ---- 30 32 42 31 22 39 29 34 ----- 34 74 20 46 27 
Oxford_______________ 30 25 ---- 30 32 50 30 23 41 32 32 59 40 59 19 43 31 
Penobscot____________ 30 27 30 30 38 43 33 22 49 31 29 (2) 35 49 16 47 52 
Piscataquis__________ 23 21 ____ 25 (2) 29 23 29 20 19 _____ 27 (2) 16 18 43 
Sagadahoe___________ 32 26 ---- 26 54 IOI 32 17 37 36 36 240 31 56 13 40 28 
Somerset_____________ 27 25 (') 30 26 39 31 22 4o 28 26 (2) 31 83 17 23 31 
Waldo_______________ 23 21 ____ 20 29 38 24 22 34 24 24 (2) 29 74 13 19 20 
Washington__________ 21 22 ____ 26 17 (2) 28 18 26 24 18 (') 30 51 12 27 40 
York_________________ 51 47 ____ 43 54 89 51 35 63 43 64 157 58 176 36 73 140 

ll ew Hampshire.. 88 82 _ _ _ _ 38 58 86 38 28 68 35 48 100 48 68 23 82 88 

Belknap._-----------Ca.-rolL _____________ _ 
Cheshire ____________ _ 
Coos. _______________ _ 
Grafton ____ ----------
Hillsborough ________ _ 
Merrimack __________ _ 
Roekingham ________ _ 
Strafford ____________ _ 
Sullivan._-----------

37 29 ____ 27 51 67 37 23 43 34 
37 27 ---- 41 51 54 42 26, 46 29 
45 29 ---- 41 33 82 42 37 68 37 
30 30 ---- 33 (') 363 29 40 90 31 
30 25 ---- 24 25 27 30 22 40 28 
49 41 ---- 58 54 97 43 43 64 39 
35 28 ---- 30 37 101 35 27 51 34 
61 54 ---- 60 76 97 58 39 74 60 
44 38 ---- 40 42 us 46 48 53 38 
29 22 ---- 23 66 59 29 20 37 27 

48 
46 
65 
31 
38 
55 
40 
60 
47 
34 

93 36 70 19 
75 32 97 22 

194 47 42 30 
100 33 73 21 
104 33 59 16 
113 58 70 26 
58 45 58 24 

108 78 112 30 
128 50 36 25 
35 41 41 16 

~ 
38 
28 
36 
55 
26 
29 
31 
31 

74 
25 
40 
48 
33 

127 
45 
86 

382 
52 

VermonL________ ST 98 ---- 81 106 120 ST 28 80 38 49 148 49 102 18 41 48 

Addison _____________ 42 29-351211784213559-44----00 Wioo~-19-24 40 
Bennington__________ 49 36 ____ 33 120 36 37 43 54 32 127 257 50 113 20 ------ 36 

8t~~~~~~ii:::::::::: ~ ~ :::: ~ \'i1 ~~ : ~ ~ l~ ~ (211 ~ l~ ~ ~ 24~ 
Essex________________ 26 23 ____ 19 ---- ____ 27 19 35 37 24 ----- 36 17 17 (') 36 
Franklin_____________ 47 40 ____ 36 250 276 46 53 70 69 84 (') 112 305 18 41 63 
Grand Isle___________ 88 91 ____ 130 174 (') 81 80 78 103 144 _____ 111 190 ____ (') 78 
Lamoille_____________ 31 24 ____ 26 (') 31 30 77 36 34 (') 51 192 10 250 11 
Orange_______________ 25 21 ____ 29 28 108 26 23 38 2!! 28 (') 31 83 14 19 41 
Orleans______________ 38 36 ____ 38 204 (2) 37 31 95 52 46 (') 46 208 23 59 72 
Rutland_____________ 37 26 ____ 31 177 106 33 31 76 41 61 125 63 86 19 58 30 
Washington__________ 35 25 ____ 31 {') 102 37 27 57 30 34 95 43 33 13 84 83 
Windham.___________ 29 24 ____ 30 51 98 30 20 49 24 30 41 35 42 18 25 31 
Windsor_____________ 32 25 ____ 29 18 70 31 30 43 35 41 101 45 65 15 42 26 

Iaaaachuaelta 1__ 126 84 89 148 183 978 96 88 213 Tl 188 842 126 108 46 110 848 

Barnstable___________ 238 182 ________ 296 216 164 ____ 254 ---- 244 271 178 ____ ____ ______ 164 
Berkshire.----------- 64 50 (') 65 94 131 58 43 100 42 95 189 64 50 25 23 99 
Bristo!_______________ 165 143 ____ 111 193 185 ln 68 285 172 209 425 200 298 119 198 277 
Dukes_______________ 36 18 ________ (') 215 74 (') 73 (2) 156 _____ 156 (') ____ ______ 63 
Essex________________ 216 145 ____ 116 188 296 152 112 318 176 405 507 353 242 52 202 566 
Franklin_____________ 63 46 ---- 123 56 279 46 49 69 48 65 108 68 104 28 46 67 
Hampden____________ 92 52 ____ 144 92 316 79 65 159 61 94 190 90 99 27 130 156 
Hampshire___________ 93 62 69 220 119 341 66 46 138 61 87 261 89 91 27 81 119 
MiddlelleX........... 224 217 ---- 188 180 300 160 168 298 159 312 469 238 172 66 224 1,006 

~:,:ii:.~~::::::::::: A~ i'slti ---- ·111 ~9 ~14 ~ ·161 -360 ~l2 --592 --111 -303 ·421 ·11a 348 1. m 
Plymouth____________ 214 169 ____ 180 238 232 198 238 314 176 152 171 224 150 61 ll2 334 
Sulfolk. _____________ l,212 (') 914 (') ____ ---- ---- 1,410 1,405 ----1---- ---- 1,467 6,048 
Worcester____________ 96 99 ____ 101 160 163 79 6i 136 79 120 178 126 102 47 74 383 

1 Unclassified not included. 
1 Average value not shown to avoid disclosure of individual operdtlons. 
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TABLE 36.-AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) 
PER ACRE, CLASSIFIED AccORDING TO TYPE OF FARM, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STATES AND COUNTIES, 1930--Continued 

ABNORMAL 

STATE AND COUNTY 

3 
Q 

E-< --------1---11--1--t-----1---- ------- --
Rhode Island'--- 1120 1102- ___ 890113812881125 142 188 187 1149 142111161177 125 1141 l201 

--------1-------~------
BrlstoL_____________ 275 358 ________ 451 346 210 ____ 429 ____ 326 285 577 ---- ---- (') 170 
Kent_________________ 117 145 ---- ---- 267 375 112 28 116 140 104 1, 014 97 (I) 20 (2) l:U 
Ne~ort_____________ 203 197 ____ 154 314 376 190 34 166 169 319 491 203 ---- (') 265 854 
Providence___________ 128 117 ____ Ill 147 240 118 97 120 88 176 564 109 177 46 224 205 
Washington •• ________ 63 49 ____ 65 46 111 82 40 50 45 63 136 69 ____ 28 29 79 

Connecticut_______ 149 89 ____ 218 178 289 89 75 148 98 827 932 149 188 49 108 118 -- ______________ , ____ -->-->----- ,_____ 

Fairfield.____________ 473 221 ____ 187 428 522 175 146 296 2011, 183 I, 738 423 301 313 105 467 
Hartford_____________ 215 167 ____ 264 154 335 163 194 252 164 266 805 187 231 109 374 424< 
Litchfield____________ 93 90 ____ 114 222 115 79 74 142 93 166 255 127 110 52 278 93 
Middleaex ___________ . 96 69 ____ 142 123 121 87 62 141 75 113 271 106 139 33 (') 335 
New Haven__________ 184 181 ____ 157 213 331 148 162 265 153 202 365 233 UlO 62 124 296 
New London_________ 71 63 ---- 71 71 147 64 57 89 66 92 156 92 138 30 38 116 
Tolland-------------- 80 75 ____ 199 110 110 66 43 103 55 75 97 80 71 38 69 77 
Windham____________ 60 53 ____ 67 100 89 48 45 71 53 95 199 73 68 40 611 73 

1 U nclass111ed not included. 
a Average value not shown to avoid disclosure or indvidual operations. 

TABLE 37.-ACREAGE OF ALL LAND IN FARMS, TOTAL VALUE OF ALL FARM 
REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) AND AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FARM 
REAL ESTATE PER ACRE, BY PRINCIPAL TYPE OF FARM AREAS, FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, 1930 

VALUE OF ALL VALUE OF ALL VALt:E OF ALL 
FARl/l REAL FARl/l REAL FARl/l REAL 

ESTATE ESTATE ESTATE 
TYPE All land TYPE All land TYPE Allland 

OF In farms OF in farms OF rnfarms FARl/l (acres) Aver- FARllI (acres) Aver- FARM (acres) Aver-
AREA Total :Ile AREA Total age AREA Total v~e value v ue value value value per per per 

acre acre acre 

-- -------- ----------- ---
!_ _____ 

84, 731 S6, 516, 563 $76. 91 
13 _____ 

146, 971 $5, 568,840 $37.89 26-A.- 70,937 $19, 316, 686 $272.31 
2. - - --- 1,39s,690 61,924,435 44. 37 14 _____ 567, 111 2',273,835 42.80 26-B.- 37,957 7,077, 917 186.47 
-i-..t. _____ 1, 744,456 57,618,376 33.03 15 _____ 1,448,698 50,57 .. 098 34.91 

27 _____ 
68,875 6,478,654 94.06 

-i-B·-··· 338, 135 12,384, 901 36.63 16-A-•• 121, 164 .. 626,680 38.19 28-A-- 96,951 6, 163, 994 63.68 k _____ 
217,202 9,222,326 42.46 16-B ___ 776, 548 53,886, 455 69.39 28-B--- 156,373 10,928,343 69.89 

6.A----- ~175 8,910,600 24.47 17 _____ 183,434 23, 532, 211 128. 29 28-C--- 8,245 1,282,996 155. 61 
&-B----- 416,641 1 .. 026,090 33.611 18 _____ 113,999 45, 570,032 399. 74 

29 _____ 
~801 23,063, 494 69.91 6-c. ____ 709,497 32,056,41S 45.18 19 _____ 80, 104 13, 153, 656 164. 21 30 _____ 12',865 29, 116, 730 233.19 7 ______ 7611, 530 83, 193,889 82.12 2() _____ 273,<173 23,022, 907 M.19 81-A--- 93,706 22,301, 121 237.99 8 ______ 

135, 989 3,321,851 :U.43 21__ ___ 69, 109 5, 552, 339 80.34 31-B--- M,OOC 8,806, 164 167.37 
9_ ----- 69,097 1,541,863 22. 31 

22 _____ 
302,676 63,362,857 319.34 31-c. __ 68,369 10,~425 147. 50 

10 __ --- 130,804 2,688, 680 20.56 
23 _____ 

151, 673 25, 979, 174 171. 28 31-»-- 19, 766 1, 319,865 61.21 11 _____ 178, 738 '-631, 161 25.91 
24 _____ m:: 35,689,814 

112. 231 
32 _____ 

66,036 12,481, 975 222. 75 12 _____ 
466, 271 12, 282, 066 26.34 

25 _____ 
63, 992, 5411 533.46 

180057--33-----8 
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FIGURE 22.-TYPE OJ!' FARMING AREAS IN THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 
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TABLE 38.-PER CENT WHICH THE NUMBER OF FARMS REPORTING EACH 
SPECIFIED CLASS OF FARM FACILITY IS OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF ALL FARMS, 
WITH PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE FARMS REPORTING EACH CLASS OF 
FACILITY1 FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1930 AND 1920 

PEii CENT or ALL FAll'll:S llEPORTING I PEii CENT DISTRIBUTION or FARKll 
REPORTING I 

Farmers· Water Farmers' Water 
STATE AND COUNTY Telephones dwellings piped Into Telephones dwellings piped Into 

lighted by farmers' lighted by farmers' 
electricity 1 dwellings electricity • dwellings 

1830 1920 1930 1920 1930 1920 1930 1910 1930 18!!0 1930 1920 

---------- ------------
NBW BNGLAl'lD __ 81.1 61.4 42.9 15.8 63.9 47.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

----
J[aiJ19 ___ -------------- 68.9 49.0 SS. l 9.8 49.0 87.4 29.1 29.4 24.1 19.3 24.0 24.0 

------------------------Androscoggin ______________ 57.9 55.2 46.6 8. 9 64.9 53. 7 1.8 1.5 2. 0 0.8 1. 9 1.6 Aroostook _________________ 
55. 4 52. 4 31.9 11.8 28. 8 20.5 4. 7 4. 4 3.8 3.3 2.3 1.8 Cumberland ______________ 70.4 53.3 51.3 13.9 70.1 52.7 2.1 2.5 2.1 2.2 2.0 2. 6 Franklin __________________ 
69.1 61.5 31.5 9.4 69.9 56.6 1.4 1.4 0.9 0.7 1.3 1.4 

Hancock_ - ---------------- 53. 5 29.6 32. 8 5. 9 48.5 36.0 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.8 1.2 
Kennebec __ --------------- 59.1 50. 7 36.6 13. 5 51.5 18. 2 2. 8 2. 8 2. 4 2. 5 2.3 1.1 Knox ______________________ 

44.2 40.0 34. 9 6. 2 48.1 44.4 1.1 0.7 1.2 0.4 1.1 0.8 
Lincoln. __ ---------------- 38. 3 24.0 28.8 4. 5 40.9 33.3 0.9 0.6 1.0 0.4 1.0 0. 9 
Oxford ___ ---"------------- 63. l 63.5 30.2 7.7 67.0 62.4 2. 3 2.4 1.6 1.0 2.4 2.6 
Penobscot----------------- 53.4 46.1 31.9 8. 9 36.0 28.1 2. 8 3.0 2. 4 1.9 1.8 1.9 PlscataquJs.. _______________ 61. 4 54.1 24.6 8.1 45.8 41.1 0.7 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.8 
Sagadahoc.---------------- 55. 2 50.9 20.2 4.3 38. 7 29.6 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 
Bomerset------------------169. O 59.3 28. 2 10.3 52. 2 40. 7 2.3 2. 7 1.6 1.6 2. 0 2.0 
Waldo_____________________ 58. 8 54.1 22. 7 6. 1 52. 2 40.4 1.9 2. 2 1.1 0.8 1.6 1. 7 
Washington_______________ 47. 8 30.8 22. 9 4.3 41.2 29.5 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.8 1.0 York ______________________ 61. 6 

43.4 42. 5 14.3 64.1 49. 7 1. 7 1.8 1. 7 2. 0 1. 7 2.2 
New Hampshire.______ Ill. 5 48.6 41.8 11.3 73.8 62.6 12.2 12.8 11.6 9.7 13.8 14.4 

--------------Belknap ___________________ 
65.1 67.3 32. 6 7.6 74. 7 M.7 o. 7 1.0 0.6 0.4 0. 7 l:.O 

Carroll._ •••• ---- ••• __ --- • _ 52. 8 36.9 43.5 11.4 58. 7 44.0 0.7 o. 7 0.8 0.7 0. 7 0. 9 
Cheshire. - - ----. -- ---- -• -- 69.1 49.9 42. 3 16.0 82.2 67. 7 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.1 1.1 1.6 
Coos ___ ------------------- 54. 7 45.0 29.8 10.4 80.0 71.1 0.9 0.8 o. 7 0.6 1.2 1.4 
Grafton. __ ---------------- 58. 8 53.0 36. 3 9.5 79.2 72.5 1.6 1.9 1.4 1.1 2.1 2.8 
Hillsborough ____ •• ---- __ •• 72. 7 57.1 49.2 13.5 78.4 57.9 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.4 2. 0 2. 0 
Merrimack: •• -------------- 62.1 49.3 41.6 11.8 73.1 24. 6 1.6 1. 7 1.5 1.4 1. 8 0. 9 Rockingham ______________ 61.6 44. 7 51.3 13.6 66. 5 43.8 2. 0 1.9 2. 4 2. 0 2. 0 2.0 
BtraftonL _ ---------- ______ 64. 0 45. 0 46.1 7.0 69. 7 38. 4 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.8 0. 7 Sullivan ___________________ 

61.0 55.9 28. 0 8. 0 '13.5 62.9 1.1 1.0 0.7 0.5 1.2 1.2 Vermont _______________ 
80.8 67.8 80.4 11.4 72.3 92.9 19.8 llO. 8 14.1 18.8 ll2.8 24.4 
----------------------~ 

Addison------------------- 65.1 62. 2 29.0 9.6 37.3 24. 0 1. 7 1.8 1.1 1.0 0.9 0.8 
Bennington •• ------------- 56.8 41.3 28.2 8. 2 55. 4 42.9 0. 7 0.7 0.5 0. 5 o. 7 0.8 
Caledonia_ •• ------•••••• __ 65.4 62. 2 35.1 20.3 86. 7 75.1 1.8 1.8 1.4 2.0 2.3 2.3 
Chittenden. ____ -• -• ---- --- 64.0 58. 9 35. 7 8. 4 56.2 46.0 1. 5 1. 5 1.2 o. 7 1.3 1. 2 
Essex·--------------------- 44. 6 42.6 26. 4 10. 3 79.2 74.1 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.7 Franklin __________________ 

67.0 60.3 31.8 7.9 64.0 49.3 2.0 1.8 1.4 0.8 t.8 1.6 
Grand Isle---------------- 62. 9 58. 7 13. 6 5. 6 38. 5 18. 6 0.4 0.4 O. t O. t 0.2 O.t 
Lamollle. _ ---------------- 44. 7 42. t 33.0 t9.6 77.5 72.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 t.3 t.4 1.5 

8:s~::::::::::::::::::: 59.6 69.3 24. 6 t0.2 84.0 77.2 t.8 2.3 t. l t. l 2. 4 2. 8 
50.6 50.1 37.0 16.9 79.5 71.6 1.5 t.6 t.6 1.8 2. 3 2. 4 

Rutland •••••• -----------·· 57.4 55. 3 28. 7 to. 7 60.8 52. 6 1.6 1.8 t. 2 t. 2 t.6 t.9 Washington _______________ 
66.3 62. t 27.5 t3. 5 88. 7 79.3 1.9 2. 0 t. t 1.4 2. 4 2. 7 

Windham_------.--------- 60. 7 54. 4 29.8 7.3 81.4 77.8 1.3 t.4 0.9 0.6 t. 7 2. 2 Windsor ___________________ 
66. 2 62. 2 28. 9 7.9 87.6 79.1 2.3 2.5 1.4 t.1 2. 9 3.5 

X-1auetta ••• ___ • _. 84. 8 61. 7 81.8 28.3 74. D D2.8 flt. 7 llO. D 89.9 87.8 lll.8 •.& ------------ -
Barnstable. - -------------- 57.6 50.2 57.4 10.7 58.1 33.2 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.3 
Berkshire ••• --------------- 69.8 M.O 49.0 19.0 74.0 57.0 t.6 1.6 1.5 t.9 1.6 t.8 
BrlstoL ••• -------------·--· 54.8 37.8 66. 5 23.8 62.0 38.7 2. 2 1.8 3.8 3.7 2." 1.9 
Dukes ••••• ---------------- 64. 2 46. t 14. 9 3.9 35.8 25. 7 O.t O. t (I) (') (') O.t 
Essex---------------------- 72. 7 57.0 77.0 44. 6 77.5 66.4 1.9 2. t 2. 9 5. 5 2. 0 2. 6 
Franklin- -------- - -- -- ---- 58. 8 55. 6 44. 7 21.4 76. 3 70.7 2.1 1.9 2. 2 2. 5 2. 6 2. 6 
Hampden·---------------- 6t.O 49.9 57.t 21.2 72. 7 6. 2 1.4 1.3 t.9 1.8 1.6 0. 2 
Hammh1re ________________ 59.5 52. 9 54. 9 26. 6 74. 3 67. 7 2. 0 2. 0 2. 7 3.3 2. 4 2. 7 
Mldd ------------------ 73.2 58. 9 74. 7 39.0 80.2 63.4 3.3 3.3 4. 8 7.2 3.5 3.8 
Nantucket. - ---------- ---- 95. 7 83.3 78. 3 4. 2 87.0 75.0 (') 

1~6, 
(') (') (') (') 

Norfolk ••• ---------------- 75.4 55. 7 81.6 45. 2 83. 2 66.6 1. t 1. 7 2. 6 t.2 1.2 Plymouth _________________ 64.8 00.4 70.0 27. 7 69.4 2.1 t.5 t.4 2. 3 2. 5 t. 5 0.1 Suffolk ____________________ 
63.0 71.8 48.1 64.8 55.6 9t. 5 (') 0.1 (') 0. 2 (') 0.1 

Worcester __ --- -------- ____ 65. 7 49.2 6D.5 24.1 79.1 63.0 4.3 3.7 5.6 6. t 4. 9 5. 2 

1 Total number of all farms, base-100 per cent. 
1 Pereentages based on the total number of farms ,.,,.,,I'll/I each clus of faalll'7 for New England, as a 

whole-too per cent. 
• Electricity or gas In 1920, electricity only In t93D. 
• Less than one-tenth of t per cent. 
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TABLE 38.-PEB CENT We1ce TBll NUKBllR OF F.a.R:u:s REPORTING E.a.cH 
SPllCIFIJilD CLASS OF FARM FACILITY IS OF TBll TOTAL NUKBllB OF ALL FARMS, 
WITH PER C11NT D1BTRIBUTION OF TBB F ABMS R11POBTING E.a.ce CL.a.ss OF 
FACILITY, FOR Nmw ENGLAND, BY BT.a.TES AND COUNTIES: 1930 AND 1920-
Continued 

PBB CBNT or ALL rABKS BEPOBTING l PER CENT DIS'fBIBUTION or rABKS 
BEPOBTING I 

Farmers' Water Farmers' Water 
STATE AND COUNTY Telephones dw~ piped Into Telephones dwelling8 piped Into 

lighted y farmers' lighted by farmers' 
electricity I dwelllngs electricity I dwelllngS 

' 1830 1890 1830 1820 1830 1890 1930 I 1890 1830 1890 1830 1890 

----------------------
Rhode Island ••• ------- 62.4 41.a 67.6 17.1 ·68.8 36.6 9.8 2.1 S.8 ll.8 9.4 1.9 ,_ --------

Bristol.. --- -- --- - --- ---- -- 65.3 51. 2 'Ill. 9 38.6 n.11 46.5 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 
Kant-------------------- -- 48.8 46.5 66.6 18. 3 53.6 29.2 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.3 0. 4 0.2 

~~:ce:::::::::::::::: 60. 2 43. 7 68.6 11. 7 47.5 35. 5 0.5 0.4 o. 7 0.4 0.4 0.4 
51.9 4o.9 60.3 17.2 59.8 36. 7 0.9 0.8 1. 5 1.2 1.0 0.8 W ashlngton _______________ 46.2 35.8 48.0 16.4 69.4 33.9 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.4 Connedicut. ___________ 88.1 61.8 69.7 17. 6 82.3 42.0 14.8 14. 8 18.9 18.6 18.4 12. 7 ----,_ ------------------Falrfteld ___________________ 
71.3 52.2 60.2 20.7 63.8 39.9 1.9 2. 5 2. 3 3.3 1.7 2.1 

Hartford •• ---------------- 67.5 M.8 68. 7 32.4 67.2 50.8 3. 3 3. 3 4. 8 6.4 3.1 3. 2 
Lltchfteld .• _ -------------- 75.8 61.4 44.8 8. 4 69.5 45.5 2. 2 2. 3 1.8 1.1 1.9 1.8 Middlesex _________________ M.6 42.1 50.6 15. 3 69.0 33.4 0.9 0.7 1.2 0.9 0.9 0.6 New Haven _______________ 70. 5 52.1 60.6 20.0 63.3 36. 2 2. 0 1. 7 2. 4 2. 2 1. 7 1.3 
New Landan.------------- 68.4 46.1 42.2 9.4 61.9 32. 9 1.8 1.6 1.8 1.1 1. 5 1.2 Tolland ___________________ 59.8 47.4 39.9 8. 0 60. 7 48.4 1. 2 1. 2 1.2 o. 7 1.2 1.3 Windham _________________ 63.2 47.5 37.8 9.5 58."I 40. 7 1.6 1.3 LS 0.9 1. 4 1.2 

1 Total number of all farms, base-100 per cent. 
1 Percentages based on the total number of farms rlfJOrling each class of facility for New England, as a 

whole=lOO per cent. 
• Electricity or gas In 1920, electricity only In 1930. 
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TABLE 39.-PER CENT INCREASE (1925 TO 1930) IN THE NUMBER OF FARMS LO­
CATED ON EACH KIND OF ROAD, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease. Per cent not shown when more than 1,000) 

Total 
hard-sur- c s::g-;:_Y Unlm- t~cl~~~ 

BTATB AND COUNTY face and oncrete Macadam Gravel proved proved 
Improved or brick d'... dirt Ing not 

dirt .. • reported) 
----------1-.....;;;;;:.;;..'~ ----~--~1--~--~---

llBW Blll'ELAND________ -22. 8 64. 6 -0. 9 -19. 2 -47.0 -26.0 89.8 
lllaine__________________ ___ -26. 4 178. a 73. s -11. 7 -68. 4 -93. 7 198. a 

t:i~=-~::::::::::::::::: -1~~ ---w.o :J~:~ ~g :::: -~:& i~:g 
Cumberland------------------ -0. 6 29. 4 -3. 6 -3. 3 -8. 9 -61. 4 106. 7 Franklin______________________ 1s. 1 ------ ---------- -24. 1 _ 6275 .. 30 I -42. 9 -35. 8 Hancock______________________ -s1. 2 ---- 613. 6 -a o -42. 9 358. a 
Kennebec.-------------------- -34. s -·--73s:r 1a 6 9. a -10. 1 -o. 6 166. 8 
Knox_________________________ 78. 3 156. 4 61. 3 94. 2 -37. 8 169. 4 
Lincoln ••• -------------------- -35. 7 78. 8 -16. 1 -86. 7 -14. 6 135. 4 
Oxford________________________ 16. 9 175. O ---------- 48. 4 -43. 0 -16. 3 -7. 8 
Penobscot--------------------- -22. 4 124. 6 238. 5 -15. 6 -SO. 0 -26. 9 109. 8 
P!scataquJs___________________ -32. 9 ---- _ _ ---------- -39. o -43. 1 -49. 8 ----------
Sagadahoc____________________ 18. 7 - - -- -19. 6 -13. 5 323. 5 -66. 7 -16. 7 
Somerset______________________ -ao. 4 ---·c·r·-- 1sa. 3 29. 1 -11. 2 -a 4 487. 9 
Waldo •••• -------------------- -42. 9 1, 000. 0 168. 0 -22. 9 -81. 5 -1. 8 92. 2 

fo~~~::::::::::::::::::: :g~:: -:. ~ :gg :re:~ _gg riU 
l!l'ew Hampshire___________ -M. 8 189. O 4. 7 -66. 8 -63. 8 -98. 8 867. I 

BelknaP---------------------- --=rr --(,-)- -3.7 7.0 -1.1 -64.3 64o.O 
Carron________________________ -40. 6 ---------- 14.1 -65. 7 -72. a -21. 8 520. o 
Cheshire---------------------- -41. 4 72. 2 118.1 -41. 3 -80. 6 -40. 3 330. 0 coos__________________________ -16. 1 ____ 333. ____ 

3
__ -28. 1 -31. 5 -44. s -s. 6 333. a 

Grafton ••• -------------------- -42. 3 -11. 3 -43. 6 -73. 5 -3. 6 6M- a 
Hillsborough__________________ -25. 3 soo. O 19. o -44. 7 -47. 7 -37. 7 88. O 
Merrimack •••• ---------------- -44. 5 -13. O 5. 2 -71. 6 -so. 7 -14. 4 429. 2 Rockingham__________________ -38. 2 245. 8 2. 7 -68.1 -41. 4 -35. 3 384. 6 
Strafford---------------------- -24. 9 -34. 6 -18. 8 -42. 4 -62. 9 409.1 
Sullivan_______________________ -27. 2 ---------- 85. 3 -68. 9 -25. 7 23. 7 256. 3 

Vermont___________________ -7. 8 718.8 188. 8 -8.1 -lll. 8 -18. 6 180. 8 
Addison_______________________ 15. 9 194. 1 ---=4.11----n2:if -SO. 9 ~ 
Bennington___________________ 36. 6 ----445:"5" -27. 8 15. 3 83. 2 -68. 3 -67.1 
Oaledonfa_____________________ -o. 7 ----- ---- 500. O -12. 0 -3. 4 -2. 9 
Chittenden___________________ -10.1 344. 7 46. 2 -6. 8 -57. 5 -13. 8 
ESlleX------------------------- -41. 0 ---------- ---------- -12. 9 -69. 2 32. 9 ----------Franklin______________________ -8. 9 942. 9 ---------- 14. 6 -56. 7 15. 6 409. 1 
Grand Ishi--------------------- -35. 4 ---------- ---------- -50. 9 9. 4 239. 5 266. 7 lemollle---------------------- 16. 3 -- -- -o. 4 6o. 3 -35. 7 ------8=-::::::::::::::::::::::: =~ ~ ---------- -· m:r -~ ~ =:. ~ ~ ~ ---- 317. 8 
Rutland---------------------- 17.1 ----362~5- 300. O -4.3 lL 9 -46.1 ----=Bi-ii 
Washlngtou___________________ -27.8 860.0 -15.2 -19.2 -39.5 38. 7 109.1 
WlndhaJn_____________________ -23. 6 75. 0 -37. 7 -1. 8 -13. 5 30. 0 
Windsor---------------------- 12.6 666. 7 1.6 13.8 -44.4 -21.4 

KuaaohueUll_____________ -16. 8 -91. o -18. l -87. 8 -64. 4 -113. 7 181.ll 
Bernstable •••••••••••• ________ -42. 3 -63. 8 --S00:0 -67. 2 -=49:3 ---"29.8 
Berkshire--------------------- -54. 4 -28. 3 -34. 8 -32.1 -72. 9 -19. 9 50o. 0 
BristoL---------------------- 2. 0 25. 8 0. 2 26. 2 -57. 7 -28. o 211. 8 
Dukes •••••••• ---------------- -49. 3 -88. 5 ---------- (') -38. 9 (') ES11ez.________________________ -3. 2 216. 7 1. 1 -35:6 37. 4 -46. 6 186. 5 
Franklin______________________ -21. 3 28. 6 -13. 6 10. 4 -51. 0 -5. 2 728. 6 

:::::::::::::::::::::::: =~: ~ -~~ ~ =~ ~ ::lJ ::: ~ -~: ~ 554. 6 
Middleeex_____________________ -21. 2 100. o -1. s -44. o -28. 8 -49. 2 -----ios:o 
Nantucket-------------------- 77. 8 -25. o ---------- ---------- 100. O -46. 2 ----------Norfolk_______________________ 4. 0 -30. 6 19. 9 -19. 2 -58. 8 -71. 7 480.0 
Plymouth_____________________ -33. 2 -91. 7 -16. 7 -43. 3 -66. 6 -54. 8 337. 0 

~°!c:!te-r::::::::::::::::::::: -ml:~ -19-2 -~A:~ .?~a1 ---=68~i- -i~~ ~g 
Rhode Ialand •• ------------ -81. 8 189.1 -90. 4 67. 6 -58. 8 -3. 8 lOS. 1 

BristoL.---------------------- -34. 7 ~ -35. 7 -26. 7 -79. 5 23.1 -6o. 0 
Kent-------------------------- 2. 7 ---------- 28. 8 271. 4 -48. 0 IM. 3 36o. 0 
NewPD?t---------------------- -13.6 33.3 -26.0 83.3 -17.1 -61.3 -30.8 
Providence____________________ -18. 4 75. O -17. 6 69. 7 -66. 7 -12. 2 ----------
Washington___________________ -41. 1 68. 2 -34. O 122. 2 -68. 2 191. 1 183. 8 

Oo1U1.edicu&................ -16. s n. 4 -11.1 -11. a -17. 8 -84. a -61. 8 Falrfteld______________________ -26.2 32.9 ---=32:5---a6.8 -44. 7 -so.o ---=62:6 
Hartford---------------------- -21. 7 84. 6 -13.2 -86. 8 -SO. 6 -18. 6 17. 6 
Litchfield ••••••••••••• ________ -36. 0 -32. 9 -4. 9 -8. 8 -56. 8 -38. 7 -35. 6 
Middlesex ••••• ---------------- -9. 3 192. 6 -43. 1 -12. 5 23. 9 -42.1 -78. 7 
NewBaven------------------- -19.3 2.3 -26. 7 -53.4 7.6 -24.15 -18.9 
New LondOD------------------ -18. 2 -28. 4 6-1 -19. 6 -31. 4 14. 8 -83. 8 Tolland_______________________ 3. 7 aso. 0 45. 3 -67. 9 64.1 -35. 8 -57. 7 
Wlndh&m..-------------------- 74. 2 (I) 3. 7 162. 3 234. 6 -51. 9 -6o. 8 

1 Asphalt Is Included In 1930; but excluded In 1925 (Included In all other); also excludes nnlmproved dirt 
and all other for both yeen. 

I No change. 
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TABLE 40.-PER CENT WHICH THE NUMBER OF FARMS LOCATED ON EACH KIND 
OF ROAD IS OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF ALL FARMS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY 
STATES AND COUNTIES: 1930 AND 1925 

[Total number of all farms, base=lOO per cent) 

PBac.NTAGB or rABKS LOCATED ON BACH KIND or BOAD 

-I 
Total Sand-hard- Con- CIBf Unim- All other 

BTATB AND OOUllTY surface Crete ;; Macad- Gravel and rm- proved (lnclud-
andim- or 

.Cl 
am proved dirt ing not 

proved brick "" dirt reported) 
dirt I .. 

< 

1930• 1926 1830 1926 1830 1830 1926 1830 18116 1830 1926 1930 18115 1930 1926• 

---------------------- ----
NBW BNGLAND_ 68. 6 80.0 2.8 1. 3 1. 6 15.1 lll. 0 25.B 94.4 16.1 22.4 38. 6 38.1 4. 0 1. 8 

---- --= --= -------------- --~ 
lli[aine_ •••••••••••• 114.2 56. 7 0.8 0.3 0. 8 7.4 8. 8 82.1 28.S 13. 9 24. 8 40.8 41.8 6.0 1. 7 ---- - --- ---------------- - --Androscoggin _________ 51. 7 41.9 0.6 0.4 0.2 10.3 6. 1 32. 5 14.2 8.2 22. 2 43.2 56.3 5.1 1.8 

Aroostook_----------- 58. 4 70.2 ----- ----- (') 8.3 2. 6 33.6 29. l 16. 5 38. 5 36.2 28.6j 6. 5 1. 2 Cumberland __________ 61. 5 40.0 3. u 1. 5 2.1 9.6 6.4 28. 9 19.3 18.0 12. 7 35.2 59.0 3.2 1.0 
Franklin ___ ---------- 51.5 33.9 1.3 9.5 -----Hancock ______________ 64.1 72.6 1.4 ----- 0.4 10.4 0.8 
Kennebec------------ 53.2 65.6 o. 7 0.1 0.1 9.0 6.4 
Knox _______________ -- 50.8 28. 9 0. 4 ----- ----- 5.4 2.1 Lincoln _______________ 43.4 52.2 ----- ----- 1.2 7.6 3.3 
Oxford ________________ 44.0 36.2 1.2 0.4 (') 6.0 0.5 Penobscot ____________ 61.1 60.8 2.9 1. 0 0.5 4.3 1.0 Piscataquis ___________ 52. 3 46.8 0.1 ----- ----- 5.9 -----Sagadahoc ___ -- ___ - ___ 73. 9 47.2 ----- ----- ----- 13.6 12.8 
Somerset __ ----------- 52.2 63.4 (') (') 0.1 5. 7 1. 7 Waldo ________________ 41.0 56.3 0. 4 (') 

--2~i 
5.3 1.6 Washington __________ 73. 5 88.2 ----- ----- 4. 7 1.8 

York.---------------- 44. 8 52. 9 3. 2 ----- 3.0 8.3 9.3 

"""' 
W ew H&111pahlre __ 61.8 66. s 1.9 0.6 S. l 19. 6 18.1 

Belknap ______________ 49. 7 28. 1 0. 3 0.1 0.1 16.8 9.8 
Carroll __ ------------- SO. I 58.3 0.8 ----- 4. 3 26. 4 lU 
Cheshire ______________ 53. 7 56.0 2. 8 1.0 1.8 20.8 6.8 
Coos _______ ---·------- 52.1 55.5 1.6 0.1 10.9 11.9 14.9 
Grafton _____ ------- --- 43. 3 57.8 1. 3 0.2 1.0 19.9 17. 3 
Hillsborough _________ 47.0 43.3 1.3 0.1 1.9 18. 2 10. 5 
Merrimack __ ------ ___ 45.6 58.9 2.4 1.9 3.8 17.2 11. 7 Rockingham __________ 64. 6 68. 6 3.4 0.6 4. 0 26.2 16.8 
Stralford. ------------ 53.1 44. 5 1.8 ----- 2. 8 18. 7 18. 0 Sullivan ______________ 51.8 66.0 1.8 ----- 0.4 16. 2 7.6 Vermon\ __________ 82. 7 80.8 2. 7 0.3 0.1 9.2 0.7 

Addison ______________ 77.3 60.1 2. 0 ----- 0. 5 4. 9 1. 5 
Bennington ___________ 72.3 38. 0 6.3 0. 8 0.3 1.4 1.4 
Caledonia_.---------- 57. 7 58.5 3.4 ----- ----- 0.9 0.1 
Chittenden---- ------_ 68.4 69.2 9.2 u 0.2 3.1 1.9 
Essex __ -- ---•• --•• ---- 68.6 76. 7 0.5 -----
Franklin_ - ----------- 55. 8 62. 6 3.2 0.3 (I) 1.9 0.1 
Grand Isle------------ 67. 7 91. 7 ----- ----- ----- ----- -----l·amoilJe _____ -- ------_ 63.1 52. 9 0.1 ----- ----- ----- -----
Orange_-------------- 52. 7 60.6 ----- 0.1 ----- 1. 3 0.2 
Orleans ____ ----------- 55.5 66.4 1.2 (1) ----- 0.5 0.2 
Rutland-- ----- -- ---- - 65.6 46.8 3.4 0.6 8. 7 1.8 
Washington---------- 57.1 72. 1 2. 2 0.2 ----- 1.3 1.4 Windham ____________ 69.5 72. 5 3.2 ----- 0.1 1. 7 0.8 
Windsor _______ -- --- __ 67.0 50.4 2. 2 .O. l ----- 1. 5 0.2 Iaasachusetta.. ____ 70.2 78.4 11.4 1.4 8.6 80.0 98.4 

Barnstable __ --------- 71.3 76.1 3.1 0.1 2o. 9 kr Berkshire-·----------- 52.8 68. 0 6.0 4.1 1.4 13. 11. 7 
BrlstoL.-------------- 86. 9 84. 2 6.2 6.0 5.2 44..3 44..2 Dukes ___________ ----- 55.2 62.4 6.0 "Tii 

19.4 10.4 52.1 
Essex----------------- 78.C 70.8 3.8 3.1 39. 7 34.5 
Franklin_ •• - ------ -- - 80.1 65.6 0.3 0.2 0.4 

~r 
Hampden_. __________ 61.8 71.4 2. 5 1.6 1.6 Hamcreh1re ___________ 66. 2 79.1 0.5 0.5 0.9 24. 3 22. 7 
Mid esex------------ 81.9 78. 7 1.6 0.6 4.2 ~: l .~~~~ Nantucket--------··-- 69.6 36. ~ 26.1 32.0 8. 7 
Norfolk----------·---- 84. 7 68. 8 2.2 2.7 8.0 51.9 36.6 Plymouth ____________ 79. 7 79.2 1.3 10.2 9.7 42. 9 34. 2 
Blllfolk_ -------------- 59.3 62.5 7.4 7.4 37. 0 56. 3 
Worcester __ ··-------- 59.3 68. 5 1. 7 1.6 1. 7 17. 16. 2 

' Excludes unimproved dirt and "All other" roads. 
t In 1925 asphalt was Included with "All other roads." 
1 Includes asphalt in 1930. 
• Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

26.1 26.9 14. 6 7.0 
36.8 42.6 15. 1 29.2 
33.4 24. 5 10. 0 34.6 
30.5 19.2 14.5 7.6 
31.0 28.6 3.5 20.3 
25.8 16. 7 11. 0 18.6 
37.4 34.2 15. 9 24. 6 
29.6 29.2 16. 7 17.6 
33. 7 29.6 26.6 4. 7 
32.6 21.3 13.8 40.4 
29.4 29.9 5.9 24.9 
49.3 71.0 17. 4 15.4 
19. 7 17.6 10.6 26. 0 
14. 8 113. 2 12.1 18.4 - --
9.9 6.2 22.6 12. 9 
8.5 17.1 10. 1 25.2 

19.0 19.8 9.3 29.5 
14. 7 19. 2 13.2 21.4 
13. 8 18. 9 7.4 21.4 
14. 5 18. 0 11.2 14. 7 
11. 9 30.1 10.4 15. 2 
17. 5 36.1 13. 5 15.1 
19.0 14. 8 10. 7 11. 7 
15. 3 34.6 19.1 23. 8 
37.8 38.6 20.1 23.0 --
56.5 53.0 13.3 5. 7 
46.0 28. 7 18.3 7.2 
26.0 29. 7 27.5 28. 6 
46. 7 45.6 9.2 19.8 
42.5 37. 7 15.6 39.0 
39.1 34.8 11.6 27.3 
38.2 68.1 29. 5 23.6 
39.4 38.6 23.5 14. 3 
30.4 33.6 21.1 26.5 
37. 7 30.2 16.2 36.0 
36.4 31.0 17.9 13.4 
27.1 30.5 26.5 39.9 
41.3 52.8 23.3 18. 9 
33. ~ 28. 0 29.8 22. 2 
llO. 4 21. 6 13. 8 111. l --
3. 7 0.4 8. 5 16. 9 

16. 6 13. 5 17.8 38. 7 
23. 0 18. 2 7.1 16.8 

1. 5 
-28~5 

17.9 10.3 
20.9 10.5 6. 7 
24.8 19.3 16. 5 27.l 
19.1 19.9 15.0 26.8 
20. 7 25.9 18. 7 30.0 
23.6 31.8 13. 1 13.9 

8. 7 4.0 
16. 8 17. 5 5.9 12. 0 
20.1 23. 5 5. 7 11.3 
3. 7 6.3 3. 7 -----

18. 8 19.3 19.6 32. 6 

46. 3 63.4 
31. 7 27.0 
40.0 32. 3 
42.0 68.4 
50.6 45.8 
51.8 59.4 
36.1 38. 2 
44.4 53. 1 
21.2 48. 3 
41.3 36. 7 
50.0 40.1 
24. 7 10. 5 
51.5 46.6 
44.8 44.1 

45.4 71.6 
46.8 41. 4 
42.4 43.4 
44. 7 43.8 
52. 3 41. 7 
50.6 55.9 
48.0 40.2 
30~ 1 30. 7 
41. M.8 
43.9 32. 9 
36.1 88. 8 --
21.2 38.8 
26.4 59.8 
40.0 41.5 
29.0 30. 7 
40.2 23.3 
41.8 36.Q 
29. 7 7. 7 
31.0 47.0 
44.2 38.9 
41.8 33. 5 
33.4 51.8 
41.8 27.5 
28.Q 26. 6 
31.3 47.8 
26. 7 26.8 

14. 3 17.3 
43. l 31.6 
10.6 14. 7 
32. 8 30.8 
16.8 27.6 
37. 7 34. 2 
34.2 28.1 
32.0 20.8 
13. 5 2o. 0 
ao. 4 52. u 
10. 2 30.4 
13.5 19.8 
25. 9 25.C 
37.4 31.1 

2. 2 
4.2 
6.8 
7.2 
6.0 
4. 2 
2. 8 
3.3 
4.9 
6. 6 
8.8 
1.8 
3. 7 
4.4 

4.8 
3. 2 
3.9 
3. 2 
4.4 
2. 3 
6.4 
5. 1 
5.9 
4. 3 
2.2 ,_ 
1.5 
1.3 
2.3 
2.6 
1. 2 
2.4 
2. 5 
6.0 
3.1 
2. 7 
1-1 
1.1 
1. 6 
1. 7 
4. 1 

14. 5 
4.1 
3. 6 

11.9 
5.2 

2. 7 
0.4 
2.1 
2. 7 
2. 0 
4.4 
1.0 
0.1 
4.5 
0.9 
3.6 
1.2 
0.5 
0.7 

0.4 
0.4 
0.6 
0. 7 
0.4 
0.8 
0.9 
0.7 
0. 7 
1.1 
0.8 --
1.0 
2.1 

-----
0.1 

-----
0. 
0.6 
0.1 
0. 
(') 
1. 
o. 
1. 
1. 
0. 

6. 
0. 
1. 
6. 
1. 

6 

4 
5 
0 
8 
9 

r 2.9 0. 
4. 6 1. 

- ---- 12. 
5.1 0. 
6. 1. 

14. 8 12. 
3.3 o. 

9 
4 
1 
8 
6 
2 
4 
2 
3 
0 
7 
0 
5 
4 
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TABLE 40.-PER CENT WHICH THE NUMBER OF FARMS Loe.A.TED oN EACH 
KIND OF ROAD IS OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF ALL FA.RMS, FOB NEW ENGLAND, 
BY STA.TES AND COUNTIES: 1930 AND 1925--Continued 

[Total number of all farms, base=lOO per cent] 

PBBCBNTAGB or rAB119 LOCATED ON BACH KIND or BOAD 

Total I 
hard-sur- ft 

Concrete 

I STATE AND COUNTY faceand I or brick Macad-
lmJlrovedl am 

irt l < --- -----
1113011826 18301 1826 1830 1926 1930 

------
Rhode Island. __ 88. 8 72. 7 4.8 1.6 4.6 ~1~ ---- ------

Bristol..------------- 86.1 89.2 1.4 0.5 11. 8 51.4 54. 0 
Kent •. --------------- 64. 7 82.9 9.0 ----- 3.9 25. 7 26.2 
Ne~rt_ ____________ 76.2 60.9 0.6 0.3 2. 7 44.6 41.1 
Pro denee----------- 59.6 63.9 4.2 2.1 5.4 23.4 24.8 Washington __________ 71.0 92.4 6.0 2. 7 3.2 26. 2 30.5 Conneo&icul. ______ 68. 7 48. 6 8.4 3. 8 0.7 22. 6 18. 7 ---- ---------Fairfield. ___________ -- 57.8 47.0 9.1 4.2 0.6 18.9 17.0 
Hartford •• ----------- 68. 7 70.4 11. 2 4-9 1.1 29. 7 27.4 
Litchfield .• ---------- 45. 7 44.4 4.8 4.5 0.4 17.8 11.8 
Middlesex------------ 48. 2 36.1 6.3 1.6 1.6 18. 0 21.5 New Haven __________ 45.4 43.9 6.3 4.8 1.1 16. 2 17.1 
New London _________ 62.8 63.1 5.4 6.2 0.3 23.2 18.1 
Tolland._------------ so. 9 38. 4 0.6 0.1 0.3 29. 7 16.0 
Windham .• __________ 59.9 28.8 1. 7 1.4 0.2 20. 7 16. 7 

1 Excludes unimproved dirt and "All other" roads. 
a In 1925 asphalt was included with "All other" roads. 
• Includes asphalt In 1930. 

Sand-
clay Unim-Gravel and Im- proved proved 
dirt dirt 

--- ---
183011926 11130 1925 11130 1926 

---- ----
12.0 8.1 ~I~ 29.2 26. 7 
---- ----

15.3 14.1 6.3 20. 7 11.1 6.1 
4.4 1.6 21.8 55.1 31.4 16.0 
8. 8 3.3 19.4 16.1 19.5 34.8 

16.0 8. 7 10. 7 28. 3 36. 0 35.8 
12. 9 4.4 22. 7 54. 7 26.2 6.9 
10. 6 9.9 18.8 17.0 38.6 44. 6 ------------
9. 7 4.3 19. 5 21.4 37. 7 45.8 

14.9 18. 9 11.9 19.3 27.0 26.6 
6. 7 4.6 16. l 23.5 49.9 51. 3 
3.9 3.0 18. 5 10.1 50.3 59.1 
6.6 11.0 15. 2 11.0 49.2 50.9 

10.8 11.0 23.2 27. 7 34. 7 24.8 
6.4 15. 7 13.8 6.6 46. 2 56.3 

19.1 6.1 18.3 4.6 36.4 63.4 

All other 
(lnclud-
Ing not 

reported) 

1830 1896• 

3.9 1. I -
2.8 4. 7 
3.9 1.1 
4.3 4.3 
4.4 0.3 
2. 7 0. 7 
3.8 8.0 ----
4.5 7.2 
4.3 2. 9 
4.4 4.3 
1. 5 4.8 
5.4 5. 2 
2.4 12.1 
2.8 5.2 
3.6 7.8 

TABLE 41.-PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS LOCATED ON 
EACH KIND OF RoAD1 FOR NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1930 
AND 1925 

[Total farms shown for each kind of road-New England, base= JOO per cent] 

PBBCBNTAGE or rABMS LOCATED ON EACH KIND or BOAD-
Total 

hard-sur-
face and 

~ 
Sand-clay Unlm- All other 

STATE AND COUNTY Improved Concrete Macadam Gravel andim- proved (including 
dirt I or brick a proved dirt not re-.. dirt ported) < 

1830• 1896 1830 1926 1830 1830 1926 1830 1926 1830 165 1830 166 1830 19261 . -- -------------- -------- --
lll'BW ENGLAND. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

--------= ----Jl(aine ___________ -- 98. 6 28.8 11.3 8.3 12.2 16.4 8. 8 38. 7 38.t 97.3 34.ti 34.8 34-3 39.0 98.8 ----- --------------,_ --------
Androscoggin._------- 1. 6 1.2 0.3 0. 5 0.3 1.3 0. 7 2. 4 1.0 1.0 1. 7 2. 2 2. 5 2.4 1. 7 Aroostook _____________ 5.1 4-6 ----- ----- 0.1 2.8 0.8 6. 9 4. 7 5.6 6. 8 5.1 3.0 7.1 2.5 Cumberland __________ 1.8 1.4 2.1 2. 5 2.5 1.1 1.2 2.1 1. 7 2.1 1. 2 1. 7 3. 4 1.4 1.2 
Franklin •• --- --- - --- -- 1.1 o. 7 ----- ----- 1.1 0.8 ----- 1.3 1.4 1.2 0. 4 1.6 u o. 7 1.8 
Hancock._ -__ ---- --- -- 1.1 2.0 0.6 ----- 0.3 0. 7 0.1 L6 2.9 1. 0 2. 2 0.9 1.2 1.1 0.4 
Kennebec •• __ --- -- -- -- 2. 6 3.1 0. 8 0.1 0.3 L7 1.5 3.8 2. 8 1.9 4. 3 3.1 2.4 4.9 3.2 
Knox.---------------- 1. 3 0. 5 0.2 ----- ----- 0.6 0.2 1.8 0.9 1. 4 0.4 1. 7 2. ~ 2. 6 1. 7 
Lincoln_-------------- 1.1 1. 3 "Tii --ii~ii 1.2 0.8 0.4 1.8 1.8 0.3 1.4 2.1 1.8 2. 3 1.6 Oxford ________________ 1. 7 1.1 0.1 0.9 0.1 2. 3 1.3 1. 6 Lo 3. 2 2. 9 2. 4 4.4 
Penobscot------------- 3. 3 3. 3 3. 7 2.6 1. 2 0. 9 0.3 4. 8 4.6 3.4 3.6 3. 2 3. 3 2. 3 L8 
Piscataquis.-------- -- 0.6 o. 7 (') ----- --·-- 0.3 ----- 0.9 1.1 0. 8 0.8 0.9 1.3 0.6 0.1 
Sagadahoc._-------- -- 0.8 0.5 ----- o.: o. 7 0. 9 0.8 1.1 0.1 0.4 0.9 0.8 L6 Somerset. _____________ 2.1 2. 3 (') ('~ 0.2 o. 0. 3 3.1 1.9 2.2 4.0 2. 7 2.1 3. 9 1.1 
Waldo •• -------------- 1.4 1. 9 0.3 (' 0.7 0.3 2. 3 2. 5 0.8 2. 2 2. 8 2.1 4.4 3. 9 

~~!~~~~==::::::::: 1.6 2. 6 ----- ----- L7 0.4 0.3 2. 5 5. 2 1.6 1.2 0. 9 0.5 0.6 1.2 
1.3 2.1 2. 2 ----- 3.4 0. 9 1.9 1. 4 1. 7 1.2 2. 8 2.4 2.9 1.6 0.6 

1 Excludes unimproved dirt and " All other" roads. 
2 In 1925 asphalt was Included with "All other" roads. 
• Includes asphalt In 1930. 
• Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
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TABLE 41.-PllB CENT DISTRIBUTION OP THE NUMBER OP FARMS LOCATED ON 
EACH KIND OP ROAD, FOB NEW ENGLAND, BY STATES AND COUNTIES: 1930 
AND 1925-Continued 

[Total farms shown for each kind of road-New England, base-rno per cent] 

PBBCBNTAGB or FARMS LOCATED ON BACH JUND or ROAD 
Total 

hard-sur- I 
face and :. 

STATB AND COUNTY Improved Concrete ;a 
Macadam dirt I or brick ! 

1880'11896 

---
1830 1896 1980 1830 1826 

----------
Rew Hampahire •• 10. 3 19. 9 8.9 6.1 114.9 16.4 14.8 --

~~n;r~·:::::::::::::: 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 o. 7 0. 7 
o. 7 0.9 0. 3 ----- 2. 2 1.4 1. 2 

Cheshire •• -----------· 0.8 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.1 1. 2 0.6 Coos ____________ ------ 0.9 0.8 o.e (I) 7.0 0.8 1.1 
Grafton. __ •• ___ ••• _ ••• 1.2 1.6 0.8 0. 3 Ll 2.2 2. 4 Hlll8borough. _________ L3 1. 3 0. 8 0. 1 2.0 2.0 1. 6 
Merrlmack---------·- 1.2 L7 1.6 2. 6 4. 0 1.8 1. 7 
Rockingham ••.••••••• 2.1 2. 7 2. 6 L2 li.2 3.4 3.3 
Stratford ••.••• ________ 0. 7 0. 7 0.5 ----- 1.4 0.9 1.4 
Sulllvan •••••••.•.••••• 0. 9 1.0 0. 8 ----- 0.3 1.1 0.6 Vermom ___________ 

91.0 17.8 91.1 4.0 1.0 8.0 1.1 

Addison ••• ____ ---- ____ 2.1 1.4 1. 3 ----- 0.6 0.5 0.2 
Bennington. __________ 0.9 0.5 1.9 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1 
Caledonia._ ••• __ ._ •••• 1.6 1. 3 2. 2 -·--- ----- 0.1 (') 
Chittenden.---------- 1. 7 L5 11.3 1.8 0.2 0. 3 0.2 
Essex._--------------· 0.5 0. 6 ----- ----- ----- (') -----Franklin _____ --------- 1. 7 1. 5 2. 3 0.3 0.1 0.2 (I) Grand Isle ____________ 0. 4 0.5 .............. ----- ----- ----- -----Lamoille ______________ 

1. 2 0. 8 0.1 ........... ----- ----- -----Orange ________________ 
1.6 1. 7 ............... 0.1 ----- 0. 2 (') 

Orleans •• ------------- 1. 7 1.6 0.9 (') ----- 0.1 (') 
Rutland.------------- 1.9 1.3 2. 3 0.8 1.0 0.2 Washington ___________ 1. 7 1.8 1.5 0. 2 ----- 0.1 0.2 Windham ________ --- __ 1.6 1.6 1. 7 ----- 0.1 0.1 0.1 
Windsor •• ------------ 2.4 1.6 1.8 0.1 ----- 0.2 (') 

JlauachulleH•----- 94.1 16.6 19.8 88.3 48.4 40.8 ol8.8 ---- ,._ --,._ ---Barnstable ____________ 0. 5 0.6 0. 5 (') 6.3 0. 9 2.5 
Berkshire.------------ 1.1 L9 2. 5 5. 5 1.2 1.1 1. 7 
Bristol _____ ----------- 3.5 2. 7 6. 0 7.3 8. 4 7.1 7.1 
Dukes._-------------- (') 0.1 0.1 ----- o. 7 (') 0.3 Essex •. _______________ 2.1 1. 7 2. 4 1.2 3. 3 4. 3 4.2 
Franklin __ ------------ 2.2 2. 2 0. 3 0.3 0.6 2. 7 3. 1 Hampden _____________ 1. 5 1.9 1. 4 1.9 1.5 2.2 3.0 Hamcfi:hire ____________ 2.3 2. 6 0.4 o. 7 1. 3 3.3 3.8 Mid l_:r _____________ 3.8 3. 8 1. 7 1.3 7.7 7.2 7.8 Nantncket ____________ (') (') 0.2 0.4 0.1 (') 
Norfolk.-------------- 1.3 u 0.8 1. 7 4. 8 3.1 2.6 Plymouth _____________ 1.9 2.2 o. 7 12. 9 8. ~ 3.9 4. 7 
Satrolk __________ ------ (') (') 0.1 

-T~ 
0.1 0.1 (') 

Worcester-----·--·-··- 3. 9 5. 1 2. 6 4. 5 4. 6 5. 7 
:Rhode Island ______ 8.o 8.0 

I :.: 
ll.8 7.9 6.B 1.6 

Bristol ________________ 0.2 0.2 (') 0.9 0.4 0.6 Kent __________________ 
0.5 0.4 1. 7 --ii:i 1.2 0.8 0.6 

New~-------------- 0.6 0. 6 0. 1 0.9 1. 5 2.0 Prov dence ____________ 1. 1 1.0 1. 8 1. 5 3.8 1. 7 2.0 Washington ___________ 
0.6 0.8 1.2 1.1 1.1 0.9 1.3 

Oonnec&icul •••• ___ 18. 1 19. 0 84. s "8. 8 8. 4 llO. 4 19.8 ---- ------
Falrfteld .. ------------ 1.6 1. 7 6.0 6.9 0.6 2. 1 3.1 Hartford ______________ 

3.5 3.4 13.1 11.0 2.2 5.9 6. 7 Lltchfteld _____________ 1.3 1. 6 3.3 7.5 0.5 2. 0 2.1 
Mldd1-X------------- 0.8 o. 7 2.6 1.3 1.1 1.2 2.1 New Haven ___________ 1. 3 1. 3 4.2 6.4 1.3 1.9 2.5 
New London •• ________ 2.0 1.9 3. 91 8. 5 ----- 2.9 2. 7 Tolland _______________ 

1.1 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.3 2. 4 I. 7 
Windham------------- 1.5 o. 7 1.0 1.6 0.2 2.1 2.0 

l Excludes unimproved dirt and "All other" roads. 
•In 19211 asphalt was lnoluded with "All other" roads. 
• Inoludes asphalt In 1930. 
' Less than one-ten th of 1 per cent. 

Sand-clay Unim- All other 
Gravel and Im- proved (including 

proved dirt not re-
dirt ported) 

198011896 183011896 18301~ 183011896• 

8.9 19.6 9.8 10.9 14. 6 16. 3 13.1 4.8 ----
0.2 0.2 0. 9 0.5 0.8 L6 0. 7 0.2 
0.3 o.e 0.11 1.0 1.0 J.O 0.6 0.2 
o. 7 0.9 0.5 1.5 1.0 1.3 0.9 0.3 
0.6 0. 7 0.8 0.8 1.2 1.0 0.8 0.3 
0.9 1. 3 0.8 1.6 2. 4 1.9 1.8 0.4 
0.9 1.4 u 1.2 2.3 2. 7 0.9 0.8 
0.8 2. 2 1.1 1.2 2.1 1.8 2. 5 0.8 
1.4 3.5 1.8 1. 6 1.6 1.9 2. 5 0.9 
o. e o. e 0.11 0.5 0. 9 1.4 1.1 0.4 
0.6 1. 3 1. 3 1.0 1.3 0.8 1.1 0.5 

29. 7 98.1 18. 6 17. 9 19.11 17.8 10. 9 7.1 ----,_ ----
3.6 3.1 1.4 0.4 0.9 1.4 0.6 0.8 
1.4 1.0 0.9 0.3 0.6 1.3 0.2 0. 9 
1. 7 1.6 3.0 1. 7 1.8 1.4 0.9 -----2. 7 2. 4 0.9 1.1 1.2 u 0.9 0.1 
0.8 0. 7 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.3 0.1 -----
2.9 2. ( 1.4 1. 7 2.1 1.4 1.1 0.4 
0. 5 0.1 o. 7 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 
1.8 1.4 1.8 0.6 1.0 1.1 1. 7 (') 
2. 2 2.3 2.6 2. 0 2. 2 1. 7 1.4 0.6 
2.8 1.8 2. 0 2. 4 2.1 1.3 1.2 (') 
2. 4 2. 0 2. 0 1.0 1.6 2. 2 0.6 1.2 
1.1 1. 9 3.1 2. 7 2. ~ 1.1 0.5 0.4 
2. 2 2. 8 2.1 1. 1 1. 1 0.9 0.5 0. 7 
2. 8 2. 2 4. 2 1.9 1.8 2. 4 0.9 1.9 

18. 8 18.4 18. 8 11. 7 14. 4 tu 11.I 10. 0 
~ 

,_ --,_ 
0.1 ('J 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 1.4 1.8 
0.8 0.9 1.5 3. ~ 1.5 1.4 1.3 0.4 
2.2 1. 4 1. 1 1.4 o. 7 o. 7 2.1 1.2 
(') --i:7 0.1 (') (') 0.1 0.2 0.3 
1.3 1. 1 0.4 ~~ 1. ( 2.1 1.3 
2.1 1.6 2. 2 2.4 1.8 1.2 0.2 
1.1 1. 3 1.4 2. 4 1.3 1.2 1.4 0. 4 
1. 7 2. 1 2. 6 1.9 l."8 1.1 1.5 0.2 
2. 6 3. 7 2. 4 1.8 u 1. Ii 3. 2 2. 0 

--o:& --o:ii (') (') (') 
Cef. 7 --i:2 0.1 

0.3 0. 4 0.3 0.3 
1.1 1. 6 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.9 2. 4 0.9 

(I) (I) (') --0:5 (') (I) 0.1 0.1 
2. 9 3. 5 5. 1 4.1 3. 6 3.3 0.8 
1.3 0.8 ll.9 8. 7 1.1 1. 7 2. 8 9.1 

0.1 0.1 (') 0.1 (') (') 0.1 0. 3 
0.1 (') 0. 7 0. 7 0.4 0.1 0.5 0. 2 
0.2 0.1 0.6 0.4 0.3 g:~ 0.5 1.3 
o. 7 0.3 0.8 1.2 1. 1 1. 2 0. 1 
0.3 0.1 o. 7 1. 2 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.2 
6. 7 6. 8 U.1 11.1 14.8 

If 
47.0 -

0.6 0.4 2.1 2.1 I. 7 2. 6 1. 9 8. 4 
1.8 2.3 2. 3 2. 5 2.2 2.0 3.2 4. 6 
0.5 0.4 1.8 2. 3 2.4 2.9 1.9 5.1 
0.2 0.1 1.2 0.5 1. 1.8 0.4 3.0 
0.5 0.8 1. 7 0.9 2.: 2.3 2.3 4. 8 
0.8 0.8 2.9 2. 2 1.8 1. 2 1.1 11.6 
0.3 0.8 1.1 0.4 1.6 1.8 0.9 3.5 
1.2 0.4 1.8 0.3 1.5 2.4 1.4 6.0 
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TABLE 4'2.-TOTAL POPULATION AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE, 1930 
AND 1920; LAND AREA AND FARM POPULATION, 1930; AND AVERAGE VALUE 
OF ALL FARM REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) PER ACRE, 1930 AND 
1925; BY METROPOLITAN AREAS IN NEW ENGLAND 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL POPULA• J'ARJl POPU· VALUE OJ' 

TOTAL POPULATIOlf TIO!f PJ:R LATIOlf, 1930 J'ARH BEAL 
SQUABE KILB ESTATE PICB 

Land ACBE 
area in 

JIETBOPOLITAN DISTRICT square 

I Per miles, 
cent 1980 Per 

1880 1910 of in- 1880 1990 I Num- cent 1880 1916 crease, ber of 
1990- total 
1980 

----------------------
Boston: 

Metropolitan dfatrlct •• 2,307,897 2,007, 425 14. 9 1,022.60 2,206. 9 1, 963.1 18, 136 0. 79 $417 $293 
Boston city •• ------------- 781, 188 748, 060 4.4 43.90 17, 794. 7 17, 040.1 66 0.01 1, 720 2, 733 
Outside citY--------------- 1, 5211, 709 1, 259, 365 21.2 978. 70 1, 560. u 1,286.8 18,070 1.18 413 292 
Bridgeport: 

Metropolitan dfatrlct •• 203,969 185,580 9.9 169. 33 1, 204. 6 1,096.0 3,306 1.62 383 285 
Bridgeport city •••••.•••••• 146, 716 143, 555 2.2 14. 64 10, 021. 6 9,805. 7 143 0.10 807 636 
Outside citY--------------- 57,253 42,025 36.2 154. 69 370.1 271. 7 3,163 5.52 370 278 
Hartford: 

aart?fi::~~~-~~:~~:: 471, 185 381,875 23.4 565. 05 833.9 675.8 16,941 3.60 275 224 
164,072 138,006 18. 9 15.88 10,332.0 8,692.4 86 0.05 3,380 844 Outside city _______________ 

Lowell-Lawrence: 
307, 113 243, 839 25. 9 549.17 li59.2 444.0 16,856 5.49 271 223 

Metropolitan dfatrlct •• 332,028 342, 706 -3.1 292.18 1, 136. 4 1, 172. 9 7,187 2.16 182 lM In central cities ___________ 185,302 207,029 -10.5 20.13 9,205.3 10,284. 6 183 0.10 440 2112 
Lowell citY------------ 100,234 112, 759 -11.1 13.38 7,491. 3 8,427.4 93 0.09 424 2112 
Lawrence citY--------- 85,068 94,270 -9.8 6. 75 12, 602. 7 13,965.9 90 0.11 3,250 275 

Outside central cities------ 146, 7211 135,677 8.1 272. 05 539.3 498. 7 7,004 4. 77 179 lM 
New Haven: 

Metropolitan dfatricL 293, 724 258,912 13.4 249.07 1, 179.3 1,039.5 5,048 1. 72 273 194 
New Haven city __________ 162,655 162,537 0.1 17.91 9,081.8 9,075.2 184 0.11 1,018 334 
Outside citY---------------
Providence-Fall R i v e r-

131,069 96,375 36.U 231. 16 567.0 416.9 4,864 3. 71 2113 191 

New Bedford: 
Metropolitan dfatricL 963,686 878, 708 9. 7 817.83 1,178.3 1,074.4 21, 173 2. 20 195 152 In central cities ___________ 480,862 479,297 0. 3 69. 72 6,896.9 6,874.6 558 0.12 464 387 Providence city _______ 252, 981 237, 595 6.5 17.83 14, 188. 5 13,325.6 30 0.01 3,271 1,610 
Fall River city ________ 115,274 120,485 -4.3 32.00 3,503.8 3, 662.2 350 0.30 217 104 
New Bedford city _____ 112, 597 121, 217 -7.1 18. 99 5,929.3 6,383.2 178 0.16 776 428 

Outside central cities ______ 482, 834 399,411 20. 9 748.11 645.4 533.9 20, 615 4. 27 190 147 
SprinJ!leld-Holyoke: 

etropolltan dfatrlcL 398, 991 359, 778 10.9 518.69 769.2 693.6 14,264 3.58 169 179 
In central cities ___________ 206,437 189, 817 8.8 52.86 3, 905.4 3,590.9 578 0.28 266 242 

Springlleld cltY------- 149,900 129, 614 15. 7 31. 70 4, 728. 7 4,088. 8 214 0.14 416 284 
Holyoke city __________ 56,537 llO, 203 -6.1 21.16 2,671.9 2,845. l 364 0.64 212 223 

Outside cities•------------ 192,5M 169, 961 13. 3 465. 83 413.4 364.9 13,686 7.11 166 175 
Waterbury: 

a.ii Metropolitan dlatricL 140,676 129, 251 8.8 206. 66 680.2 625.4 4,536 148 112 
Waterbury citY----------- 99,902 91, 715 8.9 28.10 3,555. 2 3, 2113. 9 179 0.18 330 154 
Outside citY--------------- 40,673 37,536 8.4 178. 56 277.8 210.2 4,356 10. 71 141 no 
Worcester: 

l~ Metropolitan district •• 305,293 276, 755 10.3 399.M 764.1 692.6 9,086 2.98 161 
Worcester city •• ---------- 195, 311 179,754 8. 7 37.20 5,250.3 4,832.1 401 0.21 432 Outside city _______________ 109,982 97,001 13.4 362. 36 303.5 267. 7 8,685 7.90 151 13 

1 Computed by dividing the total population, 1920, by tbe land area in square miles, 1930. 
•Longmeadow and East Longmeadow, although annexed to the city of Bprlnglleld In 1928, are Included 

with those towns or cities in the "Outside central cities" group. 
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FIGURE 23.-AGRICULTt;RAL, SEMIAGRICULTURAL, AND INDUSTRIAL AREAS, BY MINOR C IVIL DIVISIONS, 

IN THE NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1930 
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TABLE 43.-ACREAGES OF ALL LAND IN FARMS, TOTAL VALUE OF ALL FABM 
REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS), AND AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FABM 
REAL ESTATE PER ACRE, BY PRINCIPAL AGRICULTURAL AREAS, FOR NEW 
ENGLAND, 1930 

VALUE 01' ALL VALUE 01' ALL VALUE 01' ALL 
1AR1l REAL l'ARK KEAL l'ARM KEAL 

ESTATE ESTATE ESTATE 

All All All 
AGBICUL• land Aver- AGRICUL· land Aver- AGRICUL· land Aver-TUBAL in TUBAL In TURAL in 

AREA farms Total v8.rue AREA farms Total v~~e AREA farms Total v~~e (acres) value per (acres) value per (acres) value per 
(dollars) acre (dollars) acre (dollars) acre 

(dol- (dol- (dol· 
Jars) lars) Jars) 

--- ----------------------
A-1 •••••• 45,943 14, 797,389 322.08 A-21. •. 6,029 1, 964, 165 325. 79 A-4L •. 91,008 3, 396, 705 37.32 
A-2 •.•••• 31,607 5,167,535 163. 49 A-22 ..• 56,525 4,034,405 71.37 A-42 ... 118,508 4,621,620 39.00 
A-3 •••••• 51, 312 5, 516, 995 107.52 A-23 ..• 185, 526 6,458, 748 34.81 A-43 ..• 112,434 5, 593,997 49. 75 
A-L •••• 5,883 1,059,335 180.07 A-24 ..• 83,988 15, 384, 956 183.18 A-44 ... 479, 885 19,432,400 40.49 
A-lL ••••• 91,943 3,399, 133 36.97 A-25 ••• 67,088 4,025,430 60.00 A-45 ... 720,458 22, 269, 245 30.91 
A~ •••••• 2,066 109, 700 53.38 A-26 ••• 81,698 6, 143, 172 75.19 A-46 •.• 293,884 9,486, 770 32.28 
A-7 •••••• 1,962 378,400 192. 86 A-27 •.. 50, 140 8, 221, 101 163. 96 A-47 ___ 45,019 992,315 22.04 
A-8 •••••• 61,475 10,646,360 173.18 A-28 ... 12, 436 5,523,439 444.15 A-48 ... 128, 836 4, 615, 115 35.82 
A-IL •••• 28,312 6,159,004 182.22 A-29 ••• 78,387 21, 911, 195 279.53 A-49 ... 95,587 2, 816, 915 29.47 
A-10 ••••• 28,462 5,078, 062 178. 42 A-30 ... 71, 595 17,852,806 249.36 A-50 .•. 55,058 4, 275, 219 77. 65 
A-lL ••• 13, 165 1, 172, 315 89.05 A-31. .. 90, 039 2, 245, 885 24.94 A-51. .. 79,002 3,828,036 48.45 
A-12 ••••• 334, 523 27,801,223 83.11 A-32 .•• 64,588 3, 378, 801 52.31 A-52 ... 277, 181 9,415, 705 33.97 A.:13 _____ 82,636 6, 275,608 75.94 A-33 ••• 69,901 1,804,620 30.13 A-53 ... 300, 104 13,633,000 45.43 
A-14.. ••• 101,023 22,294,667 220.69 A-34 ••• 32,926 2, 195, 516 66.68 A-54 ••. 45, 704 4,036, 738 88.32 
A-15.. •.• 12,683 1,819, 700 143.48 A-35 •.. 132, 351 7,580,960 67.28 A-55 ... 293,857 14,414, 534 49.05 
A-16 ••••• 131,039 9,560,804 72.96 A-36 ••• 47,874 3,682, 147 76.91 A-56 ... 220,285 6, 234, 010 28.30 
A-17 ••••• 133, 747 7, 215,691 53.95 A-37 ••. 376,919 11,320,320 30.03 A-57 ••. 396,640 13, 748, 925 34,66 
A-18 ••••• 40,680 2,448, 795 60.20 A-38 ... 265,524 7,885, 768 29. 70 A-58 ... 204,365 10,601,695 61.88 
A-19 ••••• 41, 411 7,972,644 192. 52 A-39 ••• 96,926 3,009,050 31.04 A-69 ... 435,052 44,486, 776 102. 25 
A-20 ••••• 20,314 4, 853, 238 238. 91 A-40 •.• 160, 251 3, 779,080 23.58 

TABLE 44.-AcREAGE OF ALL LAND IN FARMs, ToTAL VALUE OF ALL FABK 
REAL ESTATE (LAND AND BUILDINGS) AND AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL FABK 
REAL ESTATE PER ACRE, BY PRINCIPAL :iNDUSTRIAL AREAS, FOR NEW ENGLAND, 
1930 

VALUE Or VALUEOI' VALUE or 
ALL r ARK REAL ALL FARK BEAL ALL I' ARK BEAL 

ESTATE ESTATE ESTATE 

All - All All INDUS- land in Aver- INDUS- land in Aver- INDUS· land in A var· TBIAL farms 
v~e 

TRIAL farms v:'f~e 
TRIAL farms age 

AREA (acres) Total AREA (acres) Total AREA (acres) Total value 
value per value per value per 

(dollars) acre (dollars) acre (dollars) acre 
(dol- (dol- (do!· 
Jars) Jars) Jars) 

----------- ------------ --------- --
1-L •• 28,532 41,519, 253 1,455.18 1-14 .•. 205, 789 13,856, 370 67.33 1-27 ... 39,450 3,432,212 87.00 
1-2 .•. 20,496 4,257,420 ?JJT. 72 1-15 ••• 27,083 2,029,032 74.92 1-28 .•• 25,850 1, 513, 806 58.56 
l-3 ___ 10,657 4,425,081 415.23 1-16 ••• 62,903 10,444, 166 166.04 I-29 ... 45,688 6,664,629 145.87 
I-4 ••• M,M6 3,676, 109 67.38 I-17 ___ 46,484 10,000, 368 219.87 I-<!11 .•• 43,014 8, 801, 31i7 204.82 
I-Ii.·- 52,021 5,462,371 105.00 l-18 ••• 48, 757 2,853,009 58. 51 l-31 ___ 14,634 6,009, 710 410.67 
l-6 ••. 66,406 4,589, 175 70.16 I-19 ___ 57,236 3, 366, 406 58.82 I-32 ••• 32, 979 1,829,530 55.48 
1-7. -· 79,523 18,SS0,445 237.42 1-20 •.• 52, 597 7,551,201 143. 57 1-33 ••• 74,040 3,545,626 47.89 
1-8 ••• 18,443 3,362,825 182. 34 I-2L. 42,366 5, 788,658 136. 63 I-34 ••• 28, 529 2,002, 622 70.20 1-9 ___ 2Q,496 3, 674,292 179. 27 1-22 ••• 27,851 7,454, 170 267.64 1-36-.. 74,684 4, 404, 675 58. 98 
1-10 •• 17,882 2, 469,271 138.09 1-23 ___ 65, 707 9,925,815 178. 18 I-36 ___ &o,053 3, 457, 8151 57. 58 
1-11 •. so. 575 19, 14o, 929 237.55 I-24. __ 29,309 7, 955,523 271.44 1-37 .•• 38,345 2, 795, 475 72. 90 
1-12 .• 64,988 9,308,229 169.28 l-25 ___ ll, 137 12, 265,409 l, 101. 32 1-38 ... 37, 513 2, 899, 920 77. 30 
I-13 •. 47,891 11,256, 186 235.02 1-26 ••• 68, 743 6, 798, 457 98.90 1-39 •.. 10,945 2, 177, 870 198. 98 

0 




