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INTRODUCTION

Out of the 57 counties in California, the seven covered in
this study (Fresno, Kern, Kings, Madera, Merced, Stanislaus, and
Tulare) include some of the most important agricultural counties
in the state. Fresno, Tulare, and Kern are the three most
significant countles in California based on the value of their
farm production (Table 1). Kern is the largest county in
California, based on land in farms (crops plus pasture), and is
also the largest of the seven counties (5.2 million acres).
Fresno has the largest population (413,329). Kings County is
geographically the smallest of the counties, and Madera has the
smallest population (Table 1). Population is growing in all of
these countles. Madera's population grew the fastest (52%) and
King's the slowest (11%) between 1970 and 1980 (Table 1).
According to these figures, most of the land in Kings (90%),
Merced (89%) and Stanlslaus (81l%) is devoted to farming (Table
2). Between 48% and 60% of the land in Fresno, Kern, Madera and
Tulare countles is in farms.

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS: FARMING

Farm product sales range from a worth of $277 million in
Madera to almost $1.5 billion in Fresno (Table 2). A comparison
of Table 10 with Tables 2 through 9 shows that the number of
farms and farm employees in these counties, are in general, far
more than these same paramaters for the manufacturing, or non-
farm industries. For example, In Fresno, there are 3,109 farms
(Table 3) compared to 686 manufacturing establishments. The
number of farm employees in Fresno ls 32,324 compared to
manufacturing employment of 21,200 foxr the county. This pattern
holds true iIn all of the counties except for Stanislaus, where
there are 1,156 farms compared to 348 manufacturing
establishments, but reportedly only 8,508 farm employees compared
to 21,900 employees in manufacturing. Reported farm payroll
ranges from $37 million in Madera te $267 million in Fresno
(Tables 3-9). Average farm employment ranges from a bit less
than 5000 employees in Kings and Madera, to over 32,000 employees
in Fresno.

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS: FOOD PROCESSING AND AG 8BERVICES

In California, there are 2,530 food processing firms. The
number of food processing firms in the study counties reported in
1986 ranged from 15 in Kings to 89 in Fresno (Table 12). This
represents a low percentage of the total number of £irms in these
counties (Table 11). On the other hand, Table 11 also shows that
food processing is financially one of the most important non-farm
industries In most of these countlies. The value of shipments by
food processors makes up a share of 84% of all non-farm shipments
in Merced and 60% in Fresno (Table 11). The number of employees in
the food processing industry as a percent of total county
manufacturing employment ranges between 18% (Kern) and 85%
(Merced), showing that food processing is indeed a significant
industry in most of these countles (Table 12).
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Table 1, General County Statistics.

FRESND KERN ~ KINGS MADERA  HWERCED  STAN.  TULARE

Population, 1970 413,329 331,100 66,717 41,519 104,629 194,506 188,322
Population, 1980 515,013 406,400 73,738 63,116 134,560 265,902 245,751
1 pop change 70-80  24.6 22,7 10,3 520 28.6 36.7 30.5

Total area
(million acre) 3.8 5.2 0.9 1.4 1.3 1.0 31

County rank based
on value of farm
production i 2 1¥3 13 b 7 3

Source: 7

Table 2. Musber of Farms, Land in Farms and Farm Product Sales, (1982 Ceasus)

CA TOTAL  FRESND KERN KINGS  WADERA MERCED STAN.  TULARE

§ of farms 82,463 7,394 2,133 1,187 1,704 2,951 4,611 5,568

Land in farms
(1000 ac) 32,156.9 2,072,2 3,142.1 8oB.1  &b5.3 1,163.1 807.2 1,337.0
Land in farms (%) 33 59 £0 %0 48 a9 81 43

Crop salest
(Hillion §) B,158.5 1110.2  946.7 3417  1%1.1  252.5 232.5 599,14

Livestock sales
{Million §) 4,333.0  385.5  127.4 136.7 85.7  402.9 322.9  363.9

Total fara sales
(Hillion %) 12,491.4 1,495.7 1,074.%1 478.4 276.8 635.4 355.4  963.0

% fiross market value before taxes and production expenses. Includes greenhouse and nursery
crops. Does not include farm services.

Sources 14



Table 3. Fara Eeploysent and Payroll, Fresno County, 1986.

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +
LIVESTOCK

§ firms 2,879 230 3,109

Employment in quarter:

1 20,780 2,362 23,142
2 29,421 2,704 32,125
3 44,127 3,348 47,475
4 24,023 2,929 26,552
fverage employment 29,508 2,736 32,324

Payroll ($1000) in quarber:
1 40,623.8 7,730.4 48,354.2
2 59,436.3  8,606.0 68,042.3
3 75,895.5 10,733.7 B86,629.2
4 54,679.8  9,101.0 63,780.8

Annual payroll

($1000) 230,635.4 36,171.1  266,806.5

Sources 3§

Table 4. Farm Esployment and Payroll, Kern County, 1986.

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +
LIVESTOCK

§ firws 390 106 696

Employment in quarter:

§ 10,056 827 10,8083
2 13,293 8435 14,138
3 16,730 789 17,519
4 10,693 818 11,511
Average employment 12,693 820 13,513

Payroll ($1000) in quarter:
i 29,190.8  3,109.1 32,299.9
2 36,761.0  3,140.1 39,901.1
3 44,584.3  2,755.9 47,340.2
4 32,3214 3,049.2 33,370.6

Annual payroll

($1000) 142,857.5 12,054.3  154,911.8

Sources 3



Table 5. Farm Esployment and Payroll, Kings County, 1986.

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +

LIVESTOCK

§ firms 280 §31 411
Employaent in quarter:

i 3,109 670 3779

2 4,340 178 3,118

3 4,197 71t 4,908

4 3,868 730 4,998
fiverage employment 3,879 722 4,601

Payroll ($1000) in guarter:
i 11,009.8 2,171.4 13,181.2
2 13,357.3  2,299.7 15,657.0
3 13,183.5  2,361.6 15,545.1
4 14,299.6 2,491.8 16,798.6

Annual payroll

($1000) 51,850.2  9,324.3 b1,174.7

Source: §

Table 6. Farm Esployment and Payroll, Hadera County, 1986.

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +

LIVESTOCK

& firas 423 85 508
Eaployment in quarter:

i 3,416 421 3,837

2 2,984 414 3,395

3 3,331 379 5,710

4 3,739 436 4,195
Average employment 3,867 417 4,284

Payroll ($1000) in quarter:
i 6,252.7 1,214.4 7,467.1

2 7,092.7  1,251.7 ,344.4
3 10,1411  1,168.1 11,309.2
4 8,390.4 1,436.0 10,026.4
Annual payroll
{$1000) 32,076.9  5,070.2 37,147.1

Source: 3



Table 7. Farm Esployment and Payroll, Herced County, 1986.

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +

LIVESTACK LIVESTOCK
§ firms ar 320 897
Employeent in quarter:

1 3,146 1,434 4,580

2 4,801 1,611 6,412

3 7,247 1,586 8,833

4 3,401 1,503 6,904
fiverage eaployment 3, 149 §,324 b,683
Payroll (81000) in quarter:

1 B,086.7 4,307.5 12,374.2

2 12,395.6  4,838.9 17,194.5

3 16,246.9  5,002.6 21,249.5

4 12,723.5  4,987.4 17,7109

Annual payroll
(41000 49,392.7 19,136.4 68,329.1

Source: 3§

Table 8. Fara Eeployment and Payroll, Stanislaus County, 1985,

CROPS LIVESTOCK  CROPS +

LIVESTOLK

§ fires 763 39 1,156
Esployment in quarter:

{ 3,836 3,094 1,671

2 4,720 3,169 9,442

3 7,959 3,152 11,959

4 5,086 3,018 8,439
Average employment 5,400 3,108 8,508
Payroll ($1000) in quarter:

{ 9,349.9 11,278.6 20,628.5

2 12,668.9 11,403.1 24,0720

3 17,978.1 11,833.5 29,831.6

4 13,428.2 12,826.3 26,254.3

Annual payroll
($1000) 33,425.1 47,361.5  100,7B6.6

Sources 3



Table 9. Farw Esployment and Payroll, Tulare County, 1986.

CROP LIVESTOCK  CROP +

LIVESTOCK

§ firas 1,411 284 £,393
Enployaent in quarter:

i 8,340 1,700 10,040

2 13,007 1,809 14,816

3 16,473 £,783 18,256

4 10,844 1,766 12,610
Average employment 12,166 {1,763 13,931

Payroll ($1000) in quarter:
i 20,037.3  §,333.3 23,370.6
2 30,074.1  5,847.2 39,9213
3 40,605.7 35,6429 46,248.6
4 29,428.9  6,430.3 35,859.2

Annual payroll

($1000) 120,146.0 23,253.7  143,399.7

Source:d

Table 10. Total Employment, Payroll and Value of Shipmeats for
all Hanufacturing Industries (1382 Census).

FRESNO KERN KINGS HWADERA HERCED  5TAN.  TULARE CALIF

# establishments 686 348 &0 77 107 348 281 46,318
§ employees 21,200 8,400 3,000 3,500 7,600 21,900 10,800 2,061,622
Payroll

{million $) k4.2 1731 60.0 666 108.4 4143 170.9 50,166.3

Value of shipments
(million %) 2,710.2 2,275.0 §£52.8 485.4 1,017.1 3,369.3 1;326.3

e

Source: 135



Table 1f. Food Processing: Nusber of Establishments, and
Economic Indicators (1982 Census).

FRESND  KERN  KINGS HADERA HMERCED STAM. TULARE

§ of establishments
(1982) 108 27 i6 17 28 79 28

Food processing firams
as est. ¥ total

firms in county 3 8 7 7 3 3 3
Value added by

panufacturer

(Hillion §) 422.0 78.7 93.4 39.6 132.6 7R0.4 1Bl.1

Cost of materials
{Hillion %) £,219.1  153.2 209.9 153.7 70i.4 1,713.1 452.5

Hew capital expend-
itures (Million §) 49.7 12,7 39 1.7 3B/ 62 13,2

Yalue of shipaents
(Killion $) 1,627.1 224.1 264.2 270.7 897.3 2,461.7 635.6

Yalue of shipments
by food processors
as 1 of total value

of shipments in
county 60.0 9.9 40,3 9.8 843 731 47.9

Source: 13 and {6

Note: These data are for the two digit SIC code 20: Food and Kindred Products.
They include meat; poulfry and eggs (201); dairy (202); canned and preserved
fruits and vegetables (203); grain eill products (204); bakery products (203);
sugar and confectionary products (208); fats and oils (207); beverages,
including vine and distilled products (208); and miscellanecus (209),

flote: The number of establishments reported here is for 1982, In table 12, the
nusber is for 1986. The 1982 data was included since it was used as a denominator
for calculation of percentages.

Hote: In California as a whole, there are 2,330 food processing establisheenis.



Table 12, Food Processing: Employment and Annual Payroll, 1986.

FRESND KERN KINGS  HADERA HERCED STAN.  TULARE
§ of establisheents
(1986) 89 27 i5 16 28 66 2
Esployment in quarter:
{ 3,694 1,621 ha N 1,206 3,979 10,646 2,383
2 6,407 1,506 606 1,440 3,948 11,787 2,482
3 1,972 1,494 §,078 §,435 8,172 17,206 2,267
4 7,246 f,313 795 1,435 6,048 12,619 2,466
Average & employees b, 830 1,934 798 §,379 6,437 13,063 2,400
Food processing énp. as
est.i of total county manu-
facturing employment 32.2 18.3 26.6 39.4 B4.7 39.7 22.2
Payroll ($1,000) in quarters
{ 31,575.8 7,645.7 §,246.9 6,762.0 24,B52.2 G5B,787.0 14,047.8
2 34,181.6 8,597.0 3,330.4 8,420.0 24,329.4 63,738.8 14,477.2
3 38,959.1 7,244.4 5,402.4 7,918.3 39,673.9 92,230.7 12,892.8
4 37,390.5 7,206.1 4,189.3 8,985.9 32,222.0 69,421.8 13,230.9
Total annual payroll  142,107.0 30,693.2 18,169.0 32,086.2 121,277.5 284,178.3 54,648.7

Source: 3

These data are from the aggregate two digit SIC code 20. See Hote on Table {1, above.



Table 13, Agricultural Service Industries: Esployment and Annual Payroll, 1982,

FRESNO KERN KINGS  HADERA HERCED STAN,  TULARE

§ of establishments:

livestock and

crop services (1) 156 154 39 33 73 75 122

ag chenicals li 6 - -~ - - -

gachinery and

equipaent (2) 72 46 17 10 19 38 43

warehousing and

storage 3 b 3 - - - -
Total establishments 240 209 81 43 92 13 163
Enploynent:

livestock and

crop services (1) 2863 2229 313 100-249%  250-499%  415-914% 2352

ag chemicals 442 76 -- -- - - -

pachinery and

equipment (2) 1428 868 230 B4-1R3%x  262-411% 456 313

varehousing and

storage 9 108 93 - - - -
Total employment 4840 3281 636 184-412  512-910 871-1370 2865
Annual payroll:

livestock and

crop services (1) 46,793 27,311 7,017 A A A 24,585

ag cheaicals 11,743 1,733 - -- == - --

sachinery and

equiprent (2) 28,039 17,646 4,026 A A 8,948 10,014

warchousing and

storage 2,154 2,121 2,222 - - - o
Total payvoll 88,731 48,893 13,265 NA HA 78,948 34,599

Sources 16

1) Soil preparation, other crvop services including cotton ginning, livestock services, farm and
labor managesent services (SIC codes 071,072,074,075 and 076)
2) Includes production and wholesale trade (SIC codes 3523 and 5083)

A) Data witheld in original source to avoid disclosing figures for individual cospanies.

% Data reported in original source by employment size class.



Table 14. Harket Yalue of Farm Real Estate Per Acre,
19771986, San Joaquin Valley.

1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

irrigated
truck and
vegetable 1900 2265 2650 3543 4190 4570 4660 4360 3230 2650

irrigated
pasture 1080 1165 1550 1970 2140 2420 2530 2310 2090 1630

unirvigated
cropland 6B0 BOO 960 1210 14B0 1710 1600 1360 1170 1000

unirrigated
pasture 570 570 775 B4S 1050 1310 1210 1120 950 770

aleonds 3500 4500 5600 8050 8300 8370 7390 6520 5630 4800
peaches 3100 3900 5750 780C B300 B570 7410 6850 GB70 3300

navel
oranges 3150 3550 4850 6350 6950 7410 7510 8070 7880 8250

raisin
grapes 3500 4950 6900 10150 10200 10840 9460 6380 4520 4000

fable
grapes 3450 4650 6500 9300 9350 9560 9920 7810 5550 4850

wine
grapes 3200 4200 6400 7900 8250 9770 80RO 63B0 4680 4000

Sources 17
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