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improvement in both prices and weather model farm.
conditions, the carryover debt resulting ASHOnS Operations that exhibited either a lower
from poor 2006 profitability had a large operating expense to receipts ratio or a higher
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of this study was to evaluate the two- Qprice and market volatility. j
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grouped into five clusters, representing similar Tgxas Panhandl_e model farms is given in Table 1. Results vary
cropping and livestock production systems. widely by operation type and county group.
Five different crops were analyzed (corn, cotton, Summarv and Conclusions

wheat, sorghum, and peanuts) with both dryland Table 1. Two-Year Financial Performance Indicators for Texas Panhandle Model Farms

Based on focus group model farm

and irrigated production practices. Operations Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Cluster 3 Cluster 4 Cluster 5 . _
also Iincluded leased StOCkerS, owhed stockers Northwest Northeast Western Eastern Southeast characteristics and FARM Assistance
and/or cow/calf herds. 2006 2007 | 2006 2007 | 2006 2007 | 2006 2007 2006 2007 | @nalysis, 2006 profitability was strongly
*Regional focus groups were conducted to identify| |Net Cash FmIncome 67170 343620 46040 426310 16000 138,220 30080 198690 8230 39,880 COrrelated to the a_mour_wt of irrigated acres
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producers with long-term strategic planning.
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