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History of the Census of Agriculture

The first Census of Agriculture was

COMPENDIUM

conducted in 1840 in 26 states and
the District of Columbia.
Questions about agriculture in the United States first mm—————
appeared in the 1840 census, which was conducted T
under the direction of the Secretary of State. Official T
census marshals collected data on 37 questions. These “:wl““fi"":“”"
marshals and assistants made personal visits to collect

the data and were paid as much as $2.50 for information, == o T SRR o e

from every 50 people.
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History of the Census of Agriculture

180 years later:

The 2022 Census of Agriculture i1s the 30th In the series,
and the 6th conducted by NASS.

In 1997, the Census of Agriculture was transferred from the
Census Bureau to NASS.

The Census of Agriculture encompasses 50 states, Puerto Ric
and outlying areas (Guam, U.S. Virgin Islands, American
Samoa, Northern Mariana Islands).
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History of the Census of Agriculture

Data are available for:
National
State
County levels
Congressional districts
Watersheds
Zip codes
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Farms and Land in Farms

Since 1974, the Census of Agriculture
has defined a farm as

HOFQ HD9; =%$1,600 G ordOf@A ; @
agricultural products were produced and

sold, or normally would have been sold,
<MJAF? L@= ; =FKMK Q=91
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Census Data Collection
Response Rate by State, 2022 Return Rate by Mode

percent of returns
20157/ 68.2%

Mail

2022

23.8%
Internet
40.9%

Percent

Less than 55 4.7
55 - 57.49 - £70
Phone
57.5-59.99 rZ- 506

60 - 62.49
62.5-64.99
65 or more . 0.8%
Field
2.2%
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Demographics
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Demographic questions
PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

1. In 2022, how many men and women were involved in decisions for this Men Women
operation (include family members and hired managers)? Exclude hired
workers unless they were a hired manager or family member. . . .. ... ... ... 1571 1574
2. Answer the following questions for up to four individuals who were involved in the decisions for this operation as of
December 31, 2022.
Person 1 Person 2 Person 3 Person 4
1836 1852 1872 1873
a. Fulname...... ...
1926 1586 1597 1614
b. Sex ............. 1 [ Male 2 [ Female|1 [ Male 2 [ Female|? [] Male 2 [ ] Female|! [ Male 2 [ Female
c. What was this 1925 1585 1596 1615
person’'s age on
December 31, 20227 age age age age
Hispani‘_:, Latiln;:-, or Hispanic_:, Lati_nc_:, or Hispanig, Lati_ng, or Hispanit_:, Latilng, or
A o o 1927 Spanish origin 1587 Spanish origin 1598 Spanish origin 1622 Spanish origin
Hispanic, Latino, or
Spanish origin?. . . . . T[] ves 3 [ No| 1 [J ves 3 [ No| 1T [ ves 3 [] No| 1 [ ves 3 [ No
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More demographic questions

SICENSUS or
~/AGRICULTURE

At which occupation
did this person spend
the majority (50
percent or more) of
his/her worktime in

Is this person retired
from farming or

-

y
Sty
& )

2701

Mark one or more.

1801

Mark one or more.

1901

Mark one or more.

1616

Mark one or more.

L] white [ white L] white ] White
2702 Black or African Black or African | 1902 Black or African | 1617 Black or African
D American 1802 D American D American D American
2703 American Indian | 1803 American Indian | 1903 American Indian | 1618 American Indian
D or Alaska Native. D or Alaska Native. D or Alaska Native. D or Alaska Native.
Specify tribe 7 Specify tribe 7 Specify tribe 7 Specify tribe
2733 1833 1933 1619
2705 1805 1905 1620
[] Asian [] Asian L] Asian [] Asian
2704 Native Hawaiian | 1804 Native Hawaiian | 1904 Native Hawaiian | 1621 Native Hawaiian
D or Other Pacific D or Other Pacific D or Other Pacific D or Other Pacific
Islander Islander Islander Islander
1928 Mark one. 1580 Mark one. 1591 Mark one. 1623 Mark one.
1 [] Famor 1 [] Famor 1 [] Famor 1 [] Farmor
ranch work ranch work ranch work ranch work
Work other Work other Work other Work other
2 [ than farming 2 [ than farming 2 [ than farming 2 [ than farming
or ranching or ranching or ranching or ranching
1924 1582 1593 1624
1 ] ves 3 [ No 1 [] ves 3 [] No 1 [ ves 3 [] No 1 [ ves 3 [] No
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Center for

What do you think iS the TIAA Farmland Researc h
average age of farmers R COBANK
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Average age y — USA Average age
| — 2022: 58.1
of producers 56.8 y - 2017: 57.5
é:"’ = 5 - ——
Rank  State Age 5724 -
1 HAWAIl  60.7 J
r’ {
2  NEW MEXICO 60.6 &
3 ARIZONA  60.1 56.5
20 ILLINOIS  58.6 -
48 OHIO 56.3
56.3
49  INDIANA  56.0 :
50 PENNSYLVANI 55.4 ¥
574
A
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Age of
Producers

USDA
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Percent Producer by Age Group

State <25 2510 34 3510 44 45 to 54 55 to 64 65to 74 >75
lllinois 1% 7% 13% 14% 24% 25% 15%
Indiana 2% 10% 16% 16% 22% 22% 12%

lowa 1% 9% 14% 14% 24% 24% 14%

Kansas 2% 8% 12% 14% 24% 26% 14%
Kentucky 2% 8% 13% 17% 25% 23% 12%
Michigan 2% 8% 15% 16% 25% 22% 12%
Minnesota 2% 8% 14% 15% 26% 24% 12%
Missouri 2% 8% 13% 15% 25% 24% 14%
Nebraska 2% 10% 14% 15% 23% 25% 12%
North Dakota 2% 9% 14% 14% 25% 24% 12%
Ohio 2% 9% 14% 16% 24% 22% 12%

South Dakota 2% 9% 13% 15% 25% 25% 12%
Wisconsin 2% 8% 14% 15% 27% 23% 11%
USA 2% 7% 13% 15% 25% 25% 14%

- | =
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% Female
producers

1 Arizona 47.9%

2 Alaska 47.6%
28 Missouri 36.5%
31 Wisconsin 35.5%
35 Kentucky 35.2%
36 Michigan 35.0% |,
10) Kansas 34.4% \’
43 Ohio 33.1%
44 Nebraska 32.8%
45 Indiana 32.8%
46 lowa 32./%

47  South Dakota 31.2%

48 Minnesota 31.0%

49 North Dakota 29.9% | \
)

50 [llinois 28.0%
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Number
of female
producers

{ F —
3
1,934 i
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Percent ,- _ /
of military |
producers
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Range: 0 to 22%
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# of Producers,

military service,
active duty now >
or In the past J’_T‘&_/:g
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# of Producers, ," |
years on any
operation, i
<11 years . }1[ |
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Percent
of new
producers

0%

Range: 0 to 92%
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American
Indian or
Alaska native

number of producers

265
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Asian

number of producers
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Black or

African American
number of producers
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Hispanic

number of producers
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Multl -race

number of producers
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Native Hawaiian
or other pacific

ISlander
number of producers
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Producers
white
number of producers P V'/—;L;\Q
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~/AGRICULTURE =l %

Center for

What percentage of land In TIAA | Farmiand Research
lllinois Is used for agriculture? N COBANK
e l ) SQMPEER

O 55 to 60% 4G CORTEVA
O 61 to 65% e%FARM CREDIT

ILLlNOlS

O 66 to 70%
O 71 to 75%
O Above 75%
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% of land

used for ag

1 Nebraska 89.4%

2 North Dakota 87.3%

3 South Dakota 87.2%

4 Kansas 85.6%

5> lowa 83.9%

8 lllinois 74.0% |~
9 Indiana 63.7% \,
11 Missouri 61.4%
12 Ohio 52.2%
14 Minnesota 49.9%' I %
15 Kentucky 49.2% i
21 Wisconsin 39.8%
31 Michigan 26.2% |-
50 Alaska 0.2% “t
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Acres of

ag land

1 Texas 125.5M

2 Montana 57.6M

3 Kansas 44.8M

4 Nebraska 44.0M

5 South Dakota 42.3M

/ North Dakota 38.5M |~
10 lowa 30.0M \
12 Missouri 27.0M
13 |lllinois 26.3M
15 Minnesota 25.4M
18 Indiana 14.6M .
20 Wisconsin 13.8M |
22 Ohio 13.7M
23 Kentucky 12.4M -
30 ‘Michigan 9.5M | 1
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Ag Land % r 3‘

change from 2017 . .
1 RHODE ISLAND ~ 3.9% ! 2% | A
2 ALASKA 2.4% G
6 MINNESOTA -0.3%
19 IOWA 1.9%
21 NORTH DAKOTA -2.0% (i 2.29
22 KANSAS 2.1%
23 SOUTH DAKOTA -2.2%
24 OHIO 2.2% |3 o
25 NEBRASKA -2.2% 220 . 19 L
27 INDIANA 2.5% : s!
29 ILLINOIS 2.6% | < |
30 MISSOURI 2.7% 1 \? | 26% 25% 22
32 MICHIGAN 3.0% .
38 WISCONSIN -3.7% -2.1%
42 KENTUCKY 41% -
50. HAWAII 7.2% ‘. | — B
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Avg Acres per
operation

Range: 14 to 7,498 acres
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Number of

producers ‘
1 Texas 402,876
2 Missouri 156,652
3 Ilowa 153,680
4 Ohio 132,912 |
6 lllinois 121,347
8 Kentucky 119,132~
9 Minnesota 114,868\,'
11 Wisconsin 105,92C
12 Kansas 100,655
13 Indiana 04,282 |
15 Michigan 80,473 .
16 Nebraska 80,283 |

28 South Dakota 51,071,
30 North Dakota 43,560 i’
50 Rhode Island 1,938,1
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Producers |
number of W ;

producers 4
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Irrigation
Farms
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Irrigation
Acres

100,000

| |

)
)
4 | =
) 5

Range: 4 to 335,147 ; L]

| ]
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Total ag sales
(crop + livestock)

1 California $59.0B
2 lowa $43.9B
3 Texas $32.2B
4 Nebraska $29.4B
5 Minnesota $28.5B
6 lllinois $26.4B
7 Kansas $24.0B |;
9 Indiana $18.0B
10 Wisconsin $16.7B
11 Ohio $15.4B
12 Missouri $14.7B
15 South Dakota $12.9B |
17 Michigan $12.2B |
18 North Dakota $12.1B |-

27 . Kentucky
g CENSUS OF .QSDA 57‘\{&2 United States Department of Agriculture
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Crop sales

California $43.0B
lowa $23.6B
lllinois $22.3B
Minnesota $17.1B y
Nebraska $14.0B |
Indiana $11.8B
North Dakota $10.6B '\'..
Ohio $8.8B |
Kansas $8.4B
Missouri $7.9B
South Dakota $7.7B
Michigan $7.0B
Wisconsin $6.4B
22 Kentucky $3.8B ! 1

)
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Crop sales
as % of total

1 New Jersey 91%
2 North Dakota 87%

3 lllinois 84%
14 Indiana 65%
15 Minnesota 60%
16 South Dakota 59%
20 Michigan 58% |
21 Ohio 57%
23 lowa 54%
24  Missouri 53%
25 Nebraska 48%
26 Kentucky 47% |
33 Wisconsin 38% '
36 Kansas 35%
50 Oklahoma 19% l
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TIAA Center for

Farmland Research

R COBANK

...Llf COMPEER

FINANCIAL

How many: cattiesfdarms
are in. Missouri*?

# O"30K to 35K R corTEvA

agriscience

O 35,001 to 40K K o = | e?gFARM CREDIT

ll_LlNOlS
Helping Farm Families Succeed

B 0 40,001 (045K e
e e e —— @
= O 45,001 to 50K "N - % o GROWMARK

O More than S50K¢ T e & 7 ILCORN

= ILLINOIS
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Cattle farms

Texas 131,815 7

Missouri 43,543 — K r\' Nl

Kentucky 31,060 . T

Wisconsin 22777 & | : | ‘,%f 3

Kansas 22,467 | ’ -\-22;777 y e /.

lowa 21,750 ] i

A - {\ %} 10,141

Ohio 21,126 |; |
15 Nebraska 16,958 & £5E0) ) a—
16 Minnesota 16,823 " ’ L
18 Indiana 13,984 | § . 3,017 13,984

21 lllinois 13.017
25 South Dakota 11,304
27 Michigan 10,141

35 . North Dakota 7,175‘,‘ |
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Livestock &
products sales

1 Texas $24.9B

2 lowa $20.4B

4 Kansas $15.6B

5 Nebraska $15.4B

7 Minnesota $11.3B

8 Wisconsin $10.3B |,

13  Missouri $6.8B "

15 Ohio $6.7B

17 Indiana $6.2B '

19 South Dakota $5.3B | & . $4.1B  $6.2B $6.7B
20 Michigan $5.2B i |
23 Kentucky $4.2B

24 lllinois $4.1B

37 North Dakota $1.6B | l
)
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Value of sales for
livestock and
livestock
products

$11,000

Range: $11,000 to $1.9 Billion
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Cattle farms

% change

1 Alaska 20.3%

11 Ilowa -14.3%

18 Kansas -16.0%

19 Ohio -16.2%

24  Nebraska -17.0% |

25 Michigan -17.0% .  17.0%

29 Indiana -17.8% \ |

31  Wisconsin -18.0% 7
32 North Dakota  -18.3% “A7.0% | ‘ =
34  Missouri -18.6% ‘ 16.2%
38 South Dakota -18.8% ! 20.0% S
40  Kentucky 19.7% '} i .
41  Minnesota -19.8% =16.0% -18.6%

42 lllinois -20.0% | 19.7%

50 . Vermont 27.0% " l
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Cattle

Inventory

1 Texas 12,543,300

2 Nebraska 6,390,191

3 Kansas 6,126,402

6 Missouri 4,004,872

/7 lowa 3,517,805

8 South Dakota 3,478,908 ".

9 Wisconsin 3,330,920 |,

12 Minnesota 2,121,625

14 Kentucky 1,876,383

15 North'Dakota 1,699,272 ‘

25 Ohio 1,212,468

28 Michigan 1,116,557

31 lllinois 962,040 -

33 Indiana 770,048 \
N S .
S o e I e sreePuomrment o s LU ——




Cattle
Inventory
% change

Alaska
ldaho
California

Texas

Missouri
14 Wisconsin
19 Ohio
22 Michigan
29 Indiana
43 lllinois
50 Delaware
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Dairy farms T
Wisconsin 5676 | 58 "!_ 3
Minnesota 1,893 |
: 1,893
Ohio 1,382
Michigan 1,008
California 855 128
Indiana 850
lowa 756 ‘ | |
10 Missouri 629 756 | =
11 Kentucky 455 ‘
13 Illinois 432 g N
| » 432 | 850 @ 1382
19 Kansas 234
28 South Dakota 128 234 —
29 Nebraska 118 | ;
40 North Dakota -' _ . W~ 455
! . ’ R —_—
N CENSUS OF QSDA 3ﬁ5 United States Department ongrlculturo =
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Dairy farm
percent
change

N Sl — -
S CENSUS OF _.l_iS/DA 3@5 United States Department of Agriculture i
~IAGRICULTURE sl = National Agricultural Statistics Service 1L ILLINOIS farmdoc:



Dairy cattle
percent
change

-14%

“17%

N

0%

6%

10%
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Dairy Cows

188K
57K
73K (183K |28
176K K
- — — _ 7480(
.
Milk Production in pounds Difference % Difference

from 2017 , —«__from 2017

|

4-1 B 0'98
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Hog farms
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Indiana

10 Michigan
11 Wisconsin
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14 Kentucky

24 Nebraska

27 Kansas

34 South Dakota
46 North Dakota
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Inventory | 161K
1 lowa 23,800K ey
Minnesota 8,874K =T
North Carolina  8,192K J'L
lllinois 5,204K 4 2,039K " ]
[IEE! 4,372K 4
Nebraska 3,607K 1,262K
Missouri 3,291K \'
Ohio 2,752K 23,809K F
10 South Dakota  2,039K | IR AL LLS -t
11 Kansas 1,907K :
13 Michigan 1,262k % | S . 5,204K 4,372k 752K
14 Texas 1,189K " .,
17 Kgntucky 455K il 1,907K 3,291K
18 W.isconsin 336K 455K

23 North Dakota 161K!" 1 — & :
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Number of
poultry farms

1 Texas 17,504
2 Ohio 7,792
3 Pennsylvania 7,072
4  Missouri 6,286
7 Wisconsin 5,834
8 Michigan SWAKRY
10 Kentucky 5,490 !
16 Minnesota 4,445
17 Indiana 4,402
21 lowa 3,753
24 lllinois 3,148 !
28 Kansas 2,606 |
33 Nebraska 1,736 |
39 South Dakota 1,048 |-
46 North Dakota 528 l
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Change In
poultry
farms (with
sales)
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