
 
 

Give to AgEcon Search 

 
 

 

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library 
 

 
 

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the 
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search. 

 
 
 

Help ensure our sustainability. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AgEcon Search 
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu 

aesearch@umn.edu 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only. 
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright 
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C. 

https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu




11111.2.51.0 1.0 :tt II"I~ IIIII~~ 
2.2 :; 111~jJ. I 2.2 

L:.; I~ 
L:.::: m~1.1 !:,,:;

" 1.1 III 
'"" 1.8125111111.25 1111,1.4 111111.6 

11111 . '"" 1.41111U .6 

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TeST CHART MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
NATIONAL BURE.AU OF STANDARDS·J963..A NATIONAL BUREAU or SIANDAflf)5·J963·A 

http:111111.25


• THE TENURE STATUS OF 

FARMWORKERS IN 

THE UNITED SjTATES 

By Frank H. Maier 

Sheridan T. Maitland 

Gladys K. Bowles 

• 

Technical Bulletin No. 1217 

• 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGR1CULTURE 


Agricultural Research Service and Agricultural Marketing Service 


Washington, D.C. July 1960 


For sale by the Supcdntendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington 25, D.C. • Price 35 cents 



PREFACE • 
The pm'po:;('s of tIl(' study I'('pol'tcd here were: 

First, to dl'>wrilJl' tIll' :fa':111 t(,l1llt'P situation in the 
Cni(I'd :-itntl's frolll 1SS() to Ul,"}O. Ihp l:ltest veal' lOt' 
\\"hieh the IlH'PSS:lry data an' a ntiIa!JIe; and; second, 
to l'xplain ilw fon'PH that o}lN'al('d during this }w­
rind to yipl(l ill(, Jarlll-tl'Il111'P r'o!l(litiolls and trends 
tbat (Wi'IIITNl. 

TIIl's,tldy l'xtl'l1cis and L.~ 'llldpns I'he ttmdysis pre­
Sellll'd in Trl'Ild" ill (he 'fpnm'p Status of Fal'lll 
"~()l'kel's ill thp ClIited :-itat('s Sinf'(' 1.';80, IH' C. ('. 
Taylor, L..J. Du<'oJt. and ~L .1. lIagood, llliblished 
b)' rIll' (-.S, f)ppllrll1Wnt of _\gricnltlll'(\ in 1!l48. 
'flIP prillliu'y pUt·post' of {ltp Il).j.,'-; stlldy was to 
analyzl' thp operation or tlIP so-called (lgricnltnral 
jl'lllll'(' laddpl'. lltilizillg a 111('1 hod of (tnalysis sug­
!.fP:'Il'd by .John n. Hlllt'k and n. H. Al!;~11 in !in 
;m j('l(> PIIhlisl1Pd in tIl(' Quartl'dy .Jonl't1al of e('O­

l1(Jllli('s for .\fa \' In::,. and l'nt it leel, ;'Tlu' (;.!'o\\'rh of 
Farlll Tl'll<lJw,: iJl (Ill' rnilpd ,";Iates." III ('h(' stud \­
l'cpm'tp<l IlPI'P. dahl from IIll' U);"}() (\'llS11SP:; (if 
POp1l1aT ion :mcl _\gJ'i('ltl(Ul'P arp used to l'xtelHl til(' 
:;tal i:'lit'al :;(>rip:; Ol\ JaJ'Ill-lplllU'P tTl'Il!I;:; l)l'p:;entpd ill 
tl1l' ]!)~" ~t 11<1 L TIIl' c:t l1<h- al:;o bl'()~Hlpn:; the anah'­
:;il:' of f';l l1:--a I I:pla( ion,; IlI'hllld ollH'IT('!1 tPllUI'P 11'l'I1<Is 
to il\('lll<11' fl\f't()l'~ and clplai]s )lot co~-('r!'cl ill illP 
Plll'liP)' I'PPOI't. 

Tlip b:u'kgl'olllld :;PI'tioll was ]Jl'PI>:U'pd by Fl'allk 
} L ,\fa if' I' alld SIll'ridall T. ~lni t land, TIll' Jan PI' 

wac: abo pl'illlal'il,\' J'l'spoll:;iblP for tItp SP!'tiOll Oil 

t('I1111'(' (1'('1.1<1" si,1('(> J,'-\r;o. 'j'lH' >'pet iOllS on long-rull 
far'tol's ill til!' farm tplUll'l' :;il !lution. 1'P('('1I1 iJll­
jll·()\·PIlH'llt,.: ill t!l\' ftu'nl-!I'lIl1l'l' :;ilualioll. :l1lc1 fal'lll 

«'IUU'(' ill tIl(' flltw'p \\(,I'P Pl'illltll'ily till' work or 
Frallk If. ~rail'l'. U1:trl\-s K. How]!':; din't'ipd till' 
PI'l'IHll':tl ion or tIll' ('oltOI:t :tllrl othpr ~tali:'t it'al data. 
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THE TENURE STATUS OF 


F ARMWORKERS IN 


THE UNITED STATES 


By Frank H. Maier, Sheridan T. Maitland, and Gladys K. Bowles 1 

SUMMARY 
At lnid-century: the }Jeople of the United ::3tatcs are closer to their 

farm-tenure goal of owner-operated family farms thml ever before. 
During the last 75 years, however, the farm-tenure situation first 

worsened steadily for mally years and then began to improve (fig. 1). 
From 1880 to the 1930's, for the country as :1 whole, the tenure status of 
fncrm people slowly but continuously mo\Ced awtl.y from the ideal of 
farm-owner-operatorship. In 1880, about 55 percent of the adult 
male agricultural work force were o,yner-operators. By 1930, the 
comptlrable figure had chopped to ':1:0 percent. During the 1930's, a 
dramatic reversal occurred in the half-century trend away from 
owner-operatecl family farms. By 1950, o,yner-operators again made 
up about the same proportion of the adult male farm work force as 
in 1880. Between 1950 and InD5, apparently, the proportion of 
O\Yller-operators increased further. 

These data suggest several questions about the forces behind the 
fttrm-tenure conditions that existed during the period and the trends 
that developed. The study reported attempts to ans\yer these major 
questions: OYer the yen,rs why lULVe owuer-opernJors not made up a 
Inrger proportion of the adult male agriculturnl work force ~ After 
the 1930~s: what forces reversed the prm-ions half-century trend 
away from o,yner-operated family farms ~ ",Ylutt farm-tenure de­
velopments may be expected in the future '1 

Since 1880, the proportion of farm owner-operators among the 
adult male agricultul"nJ work force has averaged het\\'een 40 and 55 
percent. vVhy hns it not been highed Alternatin:ly, why have ten­
ants, sh~recroppers, alld farm laborers constituted so large a part of 
the agncultuml labor force( The study reported here concludes 
that certain long-run considerations have u-'"!en responsible for tht:!se 
phenomena: (1) For llluny years, the amount" of capitn.l required to 
own the land and equipment and to meet the operating expenses 
necessary for an efticient family farm hus he en large relative to the 
e(lming potential of a typical farm family. (2) At times, recurring 
business depressions have seriously reduc:pc1 brm incomes tlud forced 
farm famil il's to clip into their s[1yin):.,,,,. (:1) For more than half a 
('l'ntul"Y, ttgl"icll1t:Ul'e has had lHOl'e human I"l'sonrrps titan wet'l' needed 
to cart·y ()!1 prndllcrion. 

'Frank II. ~raier, ."~l"iCllltnral Economist. PI! 1"111 E("o)1llllli('~ n""Pttl"('h lliyisioll 
Agricultural Research Service: Shericlan 'L'. ~Iaitl:llHl. Labor E,·ollolilist. 1I1I(1 
Glady,; K. Bowles, Analytic:nl HtatiKtician, FarIll PopulatioJl anti Huntl JJifl· 
Branch, Agricultural ~[arketing !:::iel"yi("P. 
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Fit/nrc 1 

This imlmJull('e of agricultuml hdHJ\' resulted from certain lUlder­
lying developments tlull had been going on -ror sC\~e1'ld decndes, One 
of these long-term developments \\"as t lw slow downw[\,rd trend of •exports of :fimn pl'O(llld~. Another (\,He[ C'ven more important ]ong­
l'ltll change>. was the Rl>eulal' ill('l'casC'i n pro(lucti \'ity per person_ work­
ing in agrieuHn1'c, This illcrease ill produetivity per fn,l'IUworker 
outstripped the inerem-Ie i It dOlUestie cl(>mlLnc1 -for -Ea;I'm products that 
l'eslllt(ld jointly from (J) grO\rth ill 0111' popUlation (and tlwrefore 
in the 1111mlwr of donl(>sti(~ eonsnm.ers) n.n(l (2) incrcascs in per en.pita 
clonJestie (lellllUHl for f:mll produets as real incomes per person ac1­
n1-need, Thus, ttll' lllunl,cr 0 f TICl'SOllS lH'cd(ld in the agricultul'al 
labor "foree has cleelilled slOld.v but steadily, M(':Ll1I\'hile, the numbers 
of ehilc1ren I:(>:tl'pd by farlll people hltl'p lllore than replaced their 
panmts' 1l11lllbers, 

lIenee Jor 11ltLln' dpendes. farm ('omnHmitiC's luLI'c tlHLintninpcl a 
('onhnuolls HCt: mi'gl.'atioll of suhshtl1ti:tl Ilumllprs of their membeL's 
into other wOlk But llw !:()ll1l>illl~d l'f1\'d of tIre lon,g-term forec>s in 
agrir~llltlll'e> has bePIl 01' swh maglliludp t Iud the a('( lIftl net. migrILlion 
01' agrieultnl'nl workers ill(o nnwl' llllrsllit:; !las Ilot been mpic1 
onough, As t1, ('OIlS('qU(,Il('P, til(> 1('lllll'P sl:.It-us. ilH'OmeS, and 1i I"ing 
h>I'els of fa 1'111 people \I"(,I'e lOIl"l'I'l'd. :~Ild til(' clilIi(:uity of aecllllllll:Lting 

tlH' capita I 1)('Cl'SSitl',V for: {Pllllre jll'ogn'ss was inr'rcased, 
Aftel' thl' ]!):)()'s. wh:d 11'('1'(' tItp l'oJ'{'(>s that rcnH'scd tlw trond 

a way f 1'0 III OWllCl'-OpPI'at ,>d -[al1l i 1,\' i'al'll IS I hat had beC'n UlHllll'way 
I'llI' h:df a ('Pili llJ'y ~ . ('(,I'faill IIl'I\' d(,l·ploPIlI(~])ts tLpJle:u' to h:1,\'(> pro­
c111('l><l this ('hallg(> in OUI' ·r:LI'lll-tPllIU'P "illlation; (1) .lmprol'(\l1Icntr:; • 
wen' Illn<i(' in pllbli(~ null pril'alP ftu'lll-cl.'pdit institutions, (2) Bettcl' 
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t.ransportation and communication 111:\cl(' yocational mobility easier 
for farm people. (:l) After their experiences dming ,Yodd ,Val' II 
and the, Korean war, thol:;(> who rPlllnint'cl ill ag"l"i("nlt l1l'P adoplpci 
improved flLrming' methods morp mpidly, and tlH)SP who left Jann­

• 
ing were better able to lind ot'lll'l" work [md to Ht into eily life. (4:) 
Perhaps most important, the long- ppriod oJ bu"il1l'sS prosperity n,nc1 
full employment after the cttl'ly f(nties no[; onlypro',-idec1 nonfarm 
job opportunities for t'hosp brm people who chosp to seek other 
work; it also meant gl"eat1~" impron~d incomes and li ,'lug len~1s :ror 
those who remained in a~l'i('ultul'e. At the I:;,Ln1l' timp, indiyidl1al 
:flLrm bmilies :round it easier to aecumu1::t!e the lIPI worth necessary 
:rOl' tenure progress. 

,Vhat about farm (PHUrl' in the fui'ul"P.? 1'''"0 C'onsiclPl'ations tLl"C 
likely to be critic:L1 :tOl' futltl"P 'fttl'm-telltu'c clen'lopmeuts. 0) In 
the coming yen's, ,,-i 11 a suhstantial lllol'enwnj' of flLl"In ppople into 
othel' pnrsuits be re(tl1ir('cl! This will clcpend on whether techno­
10gicn1 improYe1l1cnts in :farm pl'odnetioll continue to outrun the 
gro\yth in the total population and "hetlwl" 'ftll'll) families continue 
to 1ULVe numbers or children that mOl'e HUlll l"l'p\a('e their pll.rents. 

• 

(2) ,Yill OUl' conntry Hyoid S(,\'N'C and protL'a('('ed clept'pssions thn.t 
would close off nonrarm job oppol"! unities -for ofl'- fal'l1l mignUlts and 
depress the ilWOll\eS, li ,-i1lg len' Is, alld capihtl-tH'nmmlat ion OppOl"­
tnnitie.s of those 'who remn.in in farming? The study l'Pportpd he1'c 
also points out l'1wt s(,YE't":l1 wielely held fLrtilllc1es about fann tenure 
need to he reexamim'd. The popuhr i<I('a of tlll' ;;agl'i('ultnral lad­
der" needs to bc dULll~('(l to t'('cognizp 1'lHtJ in agl"iculture the1"(, is no 
longer economic opp()rtllnity [oi· (177 thc ('hil(11:(,11 of Jnl"m fmnilips. 
Fl1l'thetTnol'e~ \l"e emmot a~;SllIllP 1'00 close tl relationship Iwtwpen 
:farm-tennl'(' status and thp lllalPi·ial \\,('11'<1,1'(' of I'al'm I':tmilil's, 

THE BACKGROUND 

The cliseussioll in this Imllptill is di"idpd into fi\'(' pal'is. It rp­
views the Imckgl"ounc1 or J',tl'lll-tPllIlt"P illstitutiolls ill Ill(' (-nitcd 
States; clpsel'ilJ~s (rlllll't' t I'PIHls--llational awl l"l'giOlltll-t't'/Jlll lKK() 
to the 1950~s ; explains ",11 '" '[(u'm o"'JlCr-0!l(' I'ill 0 I'~b j i) has l\()t lJPl'1l IIIOI'l' 
~eneml tlu'ourrh the ve,ll:s; ~Ll1aln;es tIll' dl":lIl1ill ic rrC'O,'PlT :-,illl'P tlll' 
] 03()"s from tIll' IH'P\-iollS hal f-c(:ntlu'Y t[,(,lld a way from O'I\"l\Pl"-oppr­
airel family J'iLl:llIS: allc] 1iSis rill' farm-It'lllll'p (lp\'plopnH'1l ts 11m! lllay 
bl:' ('xpeetrcl in tb(' fulure. 

LAND TENURE DEFINED 

Land iPlllU'p is Lil!' l'(·!al iOl1ship Iwl WP('n porsons ill I'PS[lPef to tlll'i r 
rights in tbe use of' l:ltHl. _\lt1Joll,!.!"h till' Slat!' I"P:-:PI'I"(,S 10 i(spa fo[' 
ttll t'ime sc\'pml of till' nll"ious l"i~hts l"('ln.till~ to till' USP of li.lId, most 
of' the rights to hmcl al'c Ilt'ld iJ.\" indi,'irltln.ls lllHl.,'j" I"lu'ious t(,!lure 
tllTilllgements. 

• 
Thl~ olYnPt" of a p:tt'('pl or litlH1 (:olltl"olsils nmnagPIlH'llt and lise 

until he sells Ol' h'ns('s it to HIlOIII('r. Bllt IIll' OWllPI"S l'11\'et i\"l' lati­
tude of dccisioll-nmkill1-! IlIHY 1)(' limitl'cl ('ollsid(,l'ahl,'"' i r th!' hllcl is 
hea\"ily mOI"t~:tn"pcl or if II!' is ot \:vl"\\"is(' IIP:l\"ih' ill dpbL 

A tenfUlt ('x('i~'is('s mallY of tit\' managel".ial l'lilH't ions l"c'garcling the 
operation of the farlll c1urillg the limited period of the lease. Usu­

3 

http:indi,'irltln.ls


Ill1y, It(' 8npplip8 somp of tllp main cn,pihtl ifp1118 wHh -"hi.ch the fn,rm 
is operaled, buL the landlord L'etains thp right to ll1ttke or pn,rticipate 
in certai.n managerial decisions. Depending on the terms of the lease, 
the uncertai.nty resulting from .-t\'riations in prices or yields mny be 
shlLred jointly by hmdlord and tel1n,ut or borne largely by the teUltut. 2 

A slml'ee)'opper hns f-he right to make only the more routine dcci­
fJions. FSlHllly, he snpplies none of the capitn.1 goods used ill farm­
iug. His only important contribution to production is his own and 
11 is family:s labor. Typically, the slmrecropper benTs part of the un­
(,Pl'hlinty ttS to prlees and yields that is incidental to farm production . 

•\. hired fn,r111 JttiJol'pr lIslmlly -works under the di.ection of the fl\'rm 
(JjWmtol·. His ppriod of eml)loyment is only as long ns his sen'ices 
ttre dc>sired by the operator. His rate of pay is t-hat jointly agreed 
npon by himself ttllcl his pmployer. An increasing number of hired 
Inboret·s, particularly the migrants, work for a creW' lettder or labor 
contractor ',:,ho httrgttins with the grower on rntes of pay, housing 
ttccommoclatlOns, working conditions, and so on. Family laborers 
are members of an ownel'-operator:s or tenant's family who work on 
the farm, often as n, part of the routine of fttll1ily liying ttnd without 
spreifie mone~~ wttges as such. 

T('n llrc of land is important in agl'icul tnre becrLllse Jand is limited 
in supply so far ttS one 01' more productin' ttttributes are eoneerned­
location, fertility, or topography. for example. ThE' ways in "'hieh 
land, labor, and eapiUtl are combined uneler Ylu-ying tpllU1'e lLl'l'angp­
ments n ffpct all mpmbpl's of society bv inflnenr.inQ' fhe pffiriencv of 
produdion ttnd the cost of fttrm ·products. But fllI'm peoplE'" lwe 
n [pctpd eyen morc directly. Tenure arrangemcnts affect not only 
(hpi1' incomes and socilLl status but also til(' whole chn.ractE'r of farm 
life and ruml institutions. 

THE TRADITION OF OWNER-OPERATED FAMILY FARMS 

As the ic1en,] of a!!'riculture in the United States. the family-sized 
ownE'r-opertltec1 :farIl1 has its roots in our past. Colonial land" policy 
in geneml allowed the settler as much bncl as his f1l1n.nr.ial position 
Of' business ttbility would permit. It teuelcet therefore, to place hnd 
in the hands of farmers of moc1emte means who were dependent upon 
family Jabol' (29, pp. 1.94, 1.97).3 Thus the colonial paHpl'l1s of dis­
tTibntin.!!' hlnc1 resulted mainly, though ,,-it11 110table exceptions, in 
!andholcling spttlers ,,·ho. were in sympathy with tl;e flu~1ily--frtrm 
](1e:1. After the Rp\'oluttonarv ""Yar ttllc1 tllp foundl11Q' of the He­
public, Olll' FE'dern1 lanel polic§ songht ronsistpntly to 11plp sqlmttrrs 
:l11el h0111psteaclel's estahlish family farms hom public lands. 

In thr Fllitrel At Id'es. most of t:l1(' neh'omtrs of ffunilv-sizecl o\\'nel'­
operated fal'ms 1u1\'C' plnpbasized that f'11('sp flu'ms shottlc1 11p :l n1('ftl1S 
of achiedng a better soeiet}T mther tl1n,n an end in themseh'es. Al­
though l'C'\'Cl'cn(!p for agricnlturC' as the most noble of htlman occu­
pations gops bnek to antiqnit~-, Thomas .Tp[E'rson gave it a uniquely 

o In popular mmge, the meanings of the terms "tenant" and "tenancy" -vary 
lietween geographiC' regions. In the South, the word "tenant" is commonly used 
to inducle both shar(>(~roppers and what peoille in other parts of the country 
refer to as tenants. In this report, the term "tenants" excludes sharecroppers
unles;; 	otherwise in<1icated. 

"Italic nUl1lbers in parentlleses refer to Literature Cited, page 70. 

• 


• 


• 
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..A,meriCtLil inh'1'J.)l'etntion, He saw (-]ll' Fnit'cd States as [1, nn.tion ot' 
small In,nclholding f,u'mers, In .Jelferson's vicw, enlightened self­
go,Tel'nment ,ms based on the inde.pendence and self-relia,nec of thc 
iudi ,-idun.!, "'hieh in tUl'll rested on socittl ('(Flali!-y tmel (,Gonomic se­

• 
curity, On])' 011l' who tille.d his 0"'11 bnd could hn.,'c (he prick 0:£ 
possession n.nc1 the SOllSC of cconomic security of all indcpcllcknf' 
~t1.rmcr" Hence, agrari,n.nism and priytLte pl.'opeL'ty in fttrmlanc1 wet'c 
tOt' ,Tctl('rson not cuds tn thcl1lsl'lYes but the n1(l[tns to democraey and 
jlldi"iclllnJ freedom (1.4, 7)1>, 18-1,.0), " 

All hongh lhe clHLl'llctl'l'istie "iew of hmdo'Ylll'l'HIti p as the opti mum 
Iplllll'e r('l:tliol1ship ,ras l'X~)l'cssl'cl in terms of the inHu('11('e n,e the 
socia,1 el1\'i l'Olllllpllt on the lllcliyiclua.l, unckrlying this yiew was Ull 
implicit U::;SUlllptioll eonceL'lllng thc imp:t('t of: the i.ndi"icltml's actions 
on sociely, ,\'itll land at lirst in n.ppal'C'ut abundancc, it wus easy to 
assume tltn.t in pursuing their hest l'1tcrcsts, land-owning family 
fa l'lllPrS would tlutol1latictLl.ly fulfill t Ill'it' ohlign,tions to society, It 
\l'HS thought HULt UlItll'l' 'l'C'e sill1pit' O"'IWl'::-i1lip \\'ith freedom to make 
('conomic~dccisions. the hmd WOldt 1 bl' ttt ilized. impl'o"C'd, ancl con­
Sl'lTecl sn.tis:faetorily, farm units or optimum size ,,'ould be set up. 
production would bC' c[\iclenL llnd weHIt It tmel income would be clis­
tributed widdy P[J, p, ,el), 

• 

In th(\ eH:iC of tC'naney, however, (li n':',!.!:l'IH'(, hl'l "'(,l'1I I'l'l'Pc\OIl\ of I)l'i­
nd'l' cont-mct iLlHl personn.l rcspol1sibil it.r t n s()cil'ty has l(l1Ig bel'll l'Cl'­

ognized. According f'o the trn.clitionnJ COlli ]lltl'ison Iwt \\'PPll ()wlll'l':-;h i p 
:tnc1 (PnttllC\', !ell!Lltt' 'rn1'1\\('l's n.re more likpl\' to waste In,nd resources 
thall are o\~'n('l's, This distinetion behrcml 'O\\'llC'r-opernJol's and ten­
anls is C'Tcn rcflpdl'd ill COIll111on Ittw, in ",hic'h tl lttndlorcl mny bring 
('OUI'I (tctiou to stop wastage by his t('lInnt but in which society has 
only 1imitNl l'l'conrsl' aglllllst it wnstdul o\l'l\('r-opem!or (29,7),10), 

THE "AGRICULTURAL LADDER" 

Closely I'l'llttl'd to til(' itil'al of till' OIl'Ill'l'-opel'atl'd fainily-sized 
fllrm is tIll' eo\H'('jlt of all agl'i('ultul,ttl IntltlPl', According to tIll' iell'll 
of flip ngt'iC'ultlll'ttl latld('I'. a fnL'l1l youth dimbs to OWllCl'-Opemtor­
ship through a HlH'('p,.;siol1 or all 01' \\lost of t1ll'se steps: (l)"\Vorking 
on his pal'l'nts' Jal'lll to gl't hi,.; initial fal'lliing cxpCriell!'p: (~) ,,'ork­
ing ns n hired hand on It lll'igltllOt"H r:U'lll to get l~lor(' fttrllling ('XPC­
ril'lItl' atld to tl('('UIllUlatC ptlough (':\ 11IIai 10 scI' lumscH up as tL ten­
HlIt; (:n I'Pllt ing a farlll on !tis o\\'n 1'01' H(,\'pl':ll YCllrs, to gl't px:peri­
('I]['P as IL fa 1'111 olH'l'alol' alld I () !-'llYl' Pllollg'lt for rt dOi\'npaytlll'llt· on 
tL I:n I'll): (cl·) "lIYlII~ a 1\) () 1'1 !.!'n!.!"l'd ral'llI: alld (;,) p,'pnt uallv tLchic"in!.!: 
11Ill'IH'UII1IJPI'l'd 'rn 1:1ll O\\'lIl'l:s];ip, by paying off (Ill' lIlortgttge o\'cr [1 
HUlld)(,1' of \'pal'S, 

• 

,\'I!h()lto'h~ till' idl'H or :til u!.!:l'ieu1tul'tlJ lmldpr i!-' pari of ,\.l\wl'ietLll 
1I':I(lificl1I,rt1w tPl'lll i(spll' lirs!' ('anl(' illto llSP abou! till' (illlP oj' \\'odd 
iraI' I q/, -VJ. ,JO, l,l), TIH' (\'lIS11H of IS:iO had l'l'\'ptt!pcl fhM 1 ill ,I· 
1':lt'1ll opl'l'alol's \~'ns it tPlI,Hnt. !In,tl Ih(', ~PllHllSPS (lIat !:()lI()~n'd Hho\Y~'c1 
that thiS P I'O]lO 1'1 lOll \I'll"; Itll'l'l'aSIll,!.!:' Ill(> lI11spt I Ip([ It'un! 1(,1' was (1IH­
npPl'aring tUlll most good hOJl1l'slpatl land had 1>('('11 tn.kl'lI llP; lll'lIce, 
nHlng Pl'OplP "'('1'(' fiJ\(lillg it itH'l'l'nsingly rlillicttlf to ::;takp out It 

'1':1 I'lll' Oil thp I'PUlti i11 i tl!.!: ptth1 ielan!l", Thif; si f Ital i flll I'twollragl'd ('x­
ILillilWlioll or Ill!' dilli{,ttl!y or altailling 1'11.1'111 O\\'IIPI',.;hip HtHI a sl'tll'l'h 

1'01' SOIlIl' \l'tl.\' ilt II hidl I{) l'Olllltl'I'al'! tilt' fl'l'lId tll\\:lI'd fl'lltIlH'y (::18), 
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Impl'o\'ing (he np:riC'u1t lIl'nl ladder '\'as eoneei\'ed as a meallS of im­
plementing thp poli(',\' of ()\nll'l',oppl.'tLfpd :family-sized ftU'lllS, 

In the se('tioll (hatl'ollow:1, tlw g('neml trends in tcnure status, 
lmtional and l'cp:i onal. stm't' l~i:i() tU'l' described, and an attempt is 
macle to ext('uc1 t hp appl'aisnl of the funeHolling of the agricllltul'lLl 
lluldt'r contained in a, IIHi'i sl ndy d,1·) , 

TENURE tRENDS SINCE 1880 

THE COUNTRY AS A WHOLE 

Bylll.:JO, tltl' proportion of (l'tHUl(,,\' and Shlu'pcropping among brill 
opel'l1tors, which l'o::t' as high as '.1::2 pl'l'('('nt: in the 103(rs~ had declined 
to th(' Je\'PI in lAsO, lIlt' first war ill \\"1Iil'h information on telUlre 
,nts obtainNl In' tlll' {'PIl:1l1S (,5). ('ollsidl'l'illg the entire adult male 
H!!l'iclIltul'll1 w()rk '/'Ol'Cl' (whi('h ill('llIdps farm labor('l'!;; as ,Yell as 
o\nlcrs, tt'llallts twd :11uu·cC'l·oP[JPl'S). in 1!l;){) ilu' proportion of o\\"ner­
opel'n.tors was ap:ain at its ]-,),'1{) leYl'I-··;i·LT percent of all mn.le ftLl'm­
workers aged :20 lLllll on']'. During these TO years, the proportion 
of tl'nants and shal'eCl'OppPl':1 iJ)l'I'('a~;pd hy 1.0 pel·cN!.t of all :lclult male 
farnn\"()d~PI's, \\'hilP till' Pl'o]lOl't iOIl () I' farlll laborers decreased by It 

eOl'l'Pspontlinp: Hi lWl'c('nt of thE' adult mldr ~I:arm work force. The 
('ategol'Y of "j!ll1'11l laborers" i I1cluc1('s hi red laborers, unpaid i:unily 
'YOl'krI'S, :lnclEol'Pigll ll!ltiouals wOl'kinp: as srnsonal migl'l111ts:' The 
trE'nc1::; in tllr Pl'opIHtions of o\\·nrrs. 1'1'11:1 !lts, sluu'ccroppers, and 'farm 
labol'rl's in til{' adult malt' ll!!ri('llltm'ltl work foree :from 1kSO to 1050 
tu.·C s]u)\nt ill tablp 1 tLlld ligul'l' 1. 

T.\ ilL I'; 1. ··TExnu; '.I'HEX!>;;: -'falc (l!/l'iclIliura/ 11'(1I'/a1'8 ([flld JO (uul 
O/,U', {'niter! .."'{alrs, .1880.1D:jO 1 

.--.~---~ -----­
( hl'lH'rs 

I 
I '/'PlltlU t~ anel sltal'P('l'oPJlPfl' 

,
i 

---~! .._ ....___.1 .......... _._ T..- .. ~--·--~~l I~:h~;~ 
Total 	 I Full 1'1l!'1 Toltt! ,T('IltUlt" I tihan'- I ('rf; 3 

: I Icropp!'!'l'
I.-----1 PerCI'Il; I.~)rr('('nl l:C~:-'-:;1 

II 

;~:~,~I·l-'cr::tpC1'(.eIl1 j-;Jm (,lIt.' 
")(' ('JIRC>() _.... ..... V'C I• - ' .• I • .. .. • ...! Ic, -

I ... 
II . ~ , - J.,0 I , .. .. ... .. o. , I 

19lJ(L .. ~, .J 7.•J I' _ ~ . . . .. ~,). Ii ' . '27. () 
11)20 __ . . ~ . '1 .J ,J. J ;{S.'. )0., ! 0. ;~ '2s' :~, '2'2. 0 l 0. :~ 2G. (i 
IfJ!{(L . ~ 40.;l: :{:1. () I 7.:3 '20.;) I '2l. I So·1 :30. '2 
HWL 1'1L :l :l·l, ~ 7. I! '27. ·1 '21. I 0. a :11. :l 
19;;0_ . ;),l, 7 -1'2. ;) J'2. '2 '2(). :: I.i. (j .1. 7 ~.J. () 

----~ ..-.---.----~.,.+-
1 tip!, ;\[clhociol(Jgy, p. SO. 
2 Data for lS90 !tnd 1fJ I0 1I0t GOIHparal>ll'. 
3 fndutips Itil'l,d farll1workt'rs and unp:·id fnlllily \I·orkf'rs. 

FOI'pi;m natiollal;< \l'f)rkill~ Oll f:ll'lll~ ill Ill!' HIII'ing' (If HJ;)O II'CI'(, f'nntncrlltcd 
ill lilt' UJ:;O ('PlIsns of l'opnIat ion r Ii.} I and WPI't' f'llI111tCtl ill till' l!)fiO Census of 
,\g'l'ir'nlt llf'P r ;;.J). 'I'hpjr llllHlhpl's t 1ll'1'(,[ol'(' lUII'd dnta 011 til(' [ellnrp ('ollljJosi­
lion or t:IlP a,!:'l'it'llIlUf'IlI WIJI'k [OI'C'(' fflr 1\1:;0 ror lilt' ('onlltry as a whole and 
l·spPl'iall.l· 1'01' ('Pl't:lill l'p;,;iuIlS /l1l(1 Slnt!,f;. 
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• 

• 
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Loss of ownership sf nJus llnd 111(> eOl'l'('spondi ng risE.' in Ienancy 
were almost continllOllS from 1880 to 1nao, 'l'lI(' low poilti in OWl.1el' ­

ship status stn('(' 1880 'was l'l'l1ehecl in tlll' I!l!\(l's, ~\.1t houg-hi nl l'l'­
censal iuformn,tion cloes not pro\-id(' tlll' I'a.t io of ownerS 10 aJI :fa.I.'m­
wor1\:('1'S) "'C know frolll tltl' n!!TienltUI.'ltl. ('PI1SllS of'} n:1;) null till' I1UlU­

bel' of' t enan!' [mel shn I'('(']'op'p('I' fltl'l1H'I'S i11 ('1'l'IlSNI unt il 1!l:\;;, 'Yl' 
lmow also thnJ i.t has cl('clined I'Rpiclly StIlet' I hilt tillle, Till' upturn 
in fnrm oWlll'l'shi p pl'()bnbl~- ('[tiM iu the InidlU(, thi I't il'S, Be( weell 
1880 and :W;'IO, the propol'tion of O"'tH'l'S alllong llwl(' flU'1ll wol'lwrs 
20 yen I'S old ltnd O\'t'L' de('l i lH'd fronl 5-L7 f 0 -~(),:~ P<'I'('Pllt. TlI is HA 
percen t decline \\'as dist l'iLmt l'd as follows: 'j ,:1 1)(' n'ell! bpI Wl'Pll JHKO 
n,nel H)OO; 2,;) pel'(,l'llt bphn'('ll 1non nnd 1!l:2ll: :tllll -I·,S IW I.Tl'nI' 1\p(\\'('('1l 

1H20 and 1!l30, Expl.'essl'(l in similnJ' tel'll.lS, t liP rise in oWl\l'l'slti p 
status betW('l'll IH:IO and 1!l30 was 1-1·,·1 Pl'J'('l'IH, TIltH';, tIll' 1'l'ln.t'i\'l' 
d(>C'lille itt oW]1(>rs111p that OC('tIITed ill tIl(' Itn1l'-('PlltUI'y \JPiwl't'1l IHSO 
f),nd 1D!30 was 1'(>\'(>1'sec1 by lH50. 

From 1880 to 1930, the proportion of t PlUlllls n nel shtu'l't'I'OPPPI'S j 1.1 

the adult male n.!~:rteliHuml WOL'k fOt,(,p ill(,I'l':lsl'd i'I'OIlI IK'j to 2D,;; 
pcrc('nt', an inCrl'll::;p of 10,R pl'l'<~<'n(, Fl'olll l!l:W to 'In;ill, tlw dl'dill(' 
in the proportion of tptulUtS and Shlll'l'('l'OPPl'I'S amounted to P,2 ])<'1'­
cent of thp ad ult lllll.ll' 'farlll wo!'k ro!'('p, It'll vi ng tlll' PI'O]lOI'[ iOll 
slightly abo\-l' tlll' lHHn Il'n'l. TIll' Pl'o]lOl't iOll or I'lll'lll lahol'I't'S ill 
nIP- adult male, ll!!,'l'icnltul'tll wOl'k -I'OI'('P ('Olll illll(l(l to ilH'I'pa!"p il'l'P!.!'ll­
Jar]y ulltil1H-lO, ~\'hl'nil' l'('fll'ltec1 fl high or :H,:\ \l('I'('Pllt, ,\ l'Ipl.' l\J.!{), 
the l'E'lnJi n' import-alH'l' of :i'al'l1l labol'l'rs .i 1I tlw I'llI'm wOl'k fOl"c'l' tll'­
clinec1 lllOlll'mtl'ly to titl' lD3(} h'ypl oJ 25,0 jll'l'C'l'nt of adult mall' 
tt!!,'L'ieuliu nLl workel's, 
-'Estimates of (Plllll'P stat us of tlwl'lltil'C' adult malt' 'I'lll'lll wOl'k fo!'('p 

n:fter 1050 C[Wllot h<' dl'l'in'd from t1H' 1!li5·~ ('('lISUS of .\!!'l'int\tul'l', as 
l'stimtttl's oj' this kind I'P([uin' illfOl'lllalion :i't'Olll (,PIl511SPS of both 
populatioll nnd ag-ri(,ttl{ un'. .\('('oJ'(lillg to ill(' 1\);)-1 ('PIlStt;; oj' .\gri ­
('ultUI'l', 111(' upward tl'l'nd in farIlHl\\'lH'I'sltip s(alu;; is continuing 
(tRoll' ~), ('onsi(ll'l'in,!!' (,OIllIllPt'C'inl, part-tinH', HIH[ I'p;;idl'lltial flll'IllS 
togl'thl'I', hl'twppn lD;in and In;)·I·, 111(' nUlllb,'r of I'lll'lll;; tlp('lilH'd hy 
about GOO,nnn, ('olltiltuill'" tllPIO!w-!'un rlm\"ln\"HJ'([ Il'pml in nUlllbpl' 
of 'I'llI'm unitH, TIll' Pl'opol'tioll (j'r tPllH Itt fa I'llI:' d l'o]lpPlI t () a Ht tk 
l(>f;s tlHlll .till 5, that or ;;!tat'p{'I'OP\H'1' farms 10 ahout I in 1.'>, n.n<1 th(' 
nnlllbl'l' 01' flU'IllS OPl'I':I.(pd by Ipl1ltnts and SIUll'P{'I'oP]lI'I'S dpclined hy 
274.000, Pu.rt-O\\'lH'1' [a I'm", tIll' on 1\- [PlIurl' ('la,,;; t h;tt s\towpd all 
inr{'ensl' in 1n;'·I·, had ~'j,n()[) lllO!'(\ units in In;;·I· thall in HI;)!), :-;haL'p­
croppl'l' '[al'lllS ch'('lillPd by 'jl,!)[Hl, Ol':H pPt'('pnt 1Jl'lo\l' Ilu' lllllllhl'1' 
in 1050, Xon(:onlllH'ITinl flU'IlIS dl'('I'pasl'd In- 217JII)(), 01' ahout 1:\ 
percent:. Par[-timp fal'lll" dl'('lilll'd In' (i;),()()() llnc1 rpsi(\Plltial ral'lllS 
hy Illorp thn,ll l;)O,(){)(), ' . 
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TABLE 2,-COMIIIERCIAJJ AKD OTHER FARMS: Number and percentage 
distribution, b:y economic class oj jarm and tenure oj operator, United 
States, 1950 amd 1954 

1950 	 1954 

Economic class of farm Percen tage dis­ Percentage dis· 
and tenure of opllrator 	 Num­ tribution of- KUITl· tribution of­

ber of hel' of 
farIns farms 

All SppcifiNI All Rpccifieci 
farms group farms group 

Commercial farms: TholiS. Pen'ent Percent Tholl,~, Pc)'('ent Perreni 
Full owners.. ____ ._ 1,813 -------. 48. I) I. 59·! 1"______ ·17.9 
Part owners. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 729 _. ___ . _ _ J9, 7 7,in ____ , _ _ _ 22. 7 

Managers_. - - - - • - - - 0°0 I'---- 1 R . - - . - - -. . 5 82 --- .5TeHan ts ____ . _____ , • . _ _ _ __ __ 2~, .~ ~~~ : ' . __ _ _ 2!. ~ 
ShareuroppenL __ - - - 278. - - - - - - ' I. <> .,38 i' __ , __ . I •. 

TOtltL ____ . _..1-3-,-70-0-i--(j8. I) 1-1-00. ° . -:~. a2S--li!)~U---lOO~
I :=·=--·-~-=-·T==-~-= ~- =. =,=- ,0- ,.

Part-time flu'm;;: 
Full owners. __ _ ! ·1.G2 • 7'2, 2 ·120 ' 73.0 
l'!lrt owner8. ___ . OJ I 9, '2 07 I 1. 7 
Tenants ___ .. __ .. _ SO I:t ,i I OS .• I L R 
Shnrecroppt,r,, __ . _. :w t .. _ .,. .1. S I '20. _. .. . :1. fi 

·__·_·_-:---·1------.-_·_-·· ~-.,---
TotaL ___ . _ . 0:31)' 11.9 100.0 I ;;7,i 1'2.tl 100, () 

Residen tinl farms: 
Full ownerF_ •. R:l. a 
Part OWllc-r,L _ . '-'. I 
Tenants __ , .. 10, Ii 
ShnrecroppPI's l.() 

TolaL ___ . 19. I 	 IS,·I lOO, () 

Abnormal farms. ·1 . I 

All fv.rms IO!).O 	 100, [) 

I Less the.n 0.05 percell t. 
1'.s. C'el;sus of Agricuitlll'P (,jil, J{)iiO, /', 2, 7), 9ljO; 19ii.L '/'. 2, Pl', r/IJ8-mW; 

988-989), 

Tenure Status by Type of Farm 

A promising approach to analysis of t11(' fn,C'toJ's that underlie 
fn,rm-t'enul'e status is a elassifkatioll of t('nut'E' by t·~·p(' of ftU'ln. But 
trends in {E'nm'e status hy tnw o·r ftU'1l1 al'p clif1intlt to tract' j:l'om 
census (lata, beCtLUSe o:f chnnges ill ('la~si(i('ati()11 from ol1e agricI.11Lnml 
cenSllS to a.nother, 

In ~eneral, tenants and slHiI'p('L'OPPE'I'S al'p lllOJ'l' 1I111llE'I'OllS 011 :farms 
I'hat ([epE'nc1 hen;...ily on PI'OdlH'tiol1 (rr lipid CI'OPS (fig, ~ aTHl t:lblc !n, 
COIwel'sE'ly, tenancy is lowl'st on dnil',\', poultl':\', and 011)('1' li'-l'stoc:k 
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farms. Accorcling to the census of 1950, ownersopera,ted !)2 percent 
of aU commerd!d. poultry iRrms. This was the highest percentage 
of o\,ners for any type-of-:l'tmn group (53,1950: v. 0, pt. 5, p. 41). 

In 1950, however, tenant and sharecropper farms made up about 
G2 percent of aU cOlmnE'rcial farms proclucillg cotton, about 38 per­
emit. of those producing cash gmms, ancl47 percent of those proclucing 
other neld crops. The lowest percent!lge of tenancy and sharecrop­
ping among all types of cOlmnerciflJ fnTms was reported on frllit and 
llut farms. But in 1050, this group made up only 2.2 percent of all 
connnel'cilLl :farms. A more detailed di.scussion of tenure by type of 
i'arm appl'!l rs 111 the seC"lil)l1 on regional trends, 11l which area and 
State data [u·c presented. 

T.\ lIL8 :{.~CO~l;\a;t{(,IAL F.\ IL\lS: PerctnlarJe disli'ibllliv/!' by type vj 
farl/! (/ud tnt lire 4opcrator, r:-ililcd States, 1[)50 

, 
I Distl'ibutiOll by lellUrt' of Opcl'!ttor 

Pl'l'cl'llt-l 
ag(' of 11---'1----;----.-------

Trpl' of fal'lll 	 tllll'ol11- , I ?lJllll- Tenllnts: 
lI\(,l'cial Full I' Part. ag"- and' Total 1i 

f:U·lI1H ! O\l"lIprH I 0\\"11('1'1; l'rl; shlLrt'- II, I! I Cl'oppt'rs I 
--~~-- ... ------!~---;~,--- i-----,---i I~--

Ji'ield-crop farlln;; " f'el'eenl : f)r/,(~cllt i "N('enl I Percl'llt ~ Pe/'l'clll : P('IT('llt
Cash-grain_. __ ~_ II. (i! ;{1. (i ;~0.·1 I o.;~ i n II 100.0i 

Cotlo 11 - - - _ - -, - : I G.·I I 25. 0 i I a. 1 . 21 (i I. I \ 100. 0 
Other fielci-crOP ___1,1. 1~.~(J_\.~~8: '. ~I_ ~.I~~l! ,.-.~. 2_-.:~!i. I-L-~~ 

All field-crop I 	 ,;
farms 1______ j :m 1 :Hl. n f IS. (j . 211 50. :~ I 100. 0 

:""="..'='Ic_~'"c'-'C~ .. '~-.'==~~.="',==·c~ =c-_==c =--=== I 	 2:~. "IV('g('tabl(' farms ... - __ 
Fruit and nul farlll" ___ I 
Dairy f:lrms __ . _ ­ _ __: 

1.:3; 
2. 2 I 

1(;' 2 I 
5·1. I' 
RI.O 
01, U 

O. !l 
In. R ! 

I. 0 
:3. 0 I 

. (j II 

21. 5, 
(j. J 

15. 0 

100.0 
100, 0 
100. 0 

.Pollltryf!lrms· __ ,··~i .1.7\ 8:3.2 \1.0' .5 I.:! 100.0 
Lh'cstock farms, othc'l' : 

Lhan dairy and f 
poultr.\·_____ ., ---OJ 

Gel1('rnl farms; 
Primarih· crop ~ __ .1 

' 
jf 

21. -,I 

2. a 
5;j.·1 

·lIl. 1 

22. (j 

21. 8 

I 
.8 I 

! 
. fi I 

21. 1 

28. 5 

Ion. 0 

100.0 
]'rimaril); liws( ock.l, 
Cmp and livcstock.l 

:l. (i I 
I.·~ i 

50. I 
·17. :l 

20. !) 
2(j.1 

,. 2! 
. 2 

10. 8 
20. <1 

100.0 
JOO. () 

.• - ­ -,.. -.~---. - 1­ ---_. 

A1II;ell(~ralfarlll~ 1.1 

Miscl'llILIlCOUS [arlllH_ ­ ~ i.0 

1:1.:l 1 

1.Tt 
50. 8 

~ XO.I: I 

2:1. \) . :{ 25. 0 100. () 

-.~ ~::~j.~ ~_-=~:.I. _~~. ~_~_~I J~~:~!l()~O 
0­__~~'()l!1Jl---------~L~~~~~.:.~~__ ;.~_ .-~ "eo ____ 1______ ·_ 

1 Hpet111S(, of rounding-,ng-\l1·(·!; do nol add Lo totals shown. 
U.R. Census of Agricultur(' In50, (53, v. 2, ]I. ,950). 
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COMMERCIAL FARMS 
By Type of Farm and Tenure of Operator, 1950 

% 
• Full owners FRUIT POULTRYtm Part owners & NUT 


~ Tenants
75 
COTTON 

501---­

25 

SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

U. S. OEPARTMErlT OF ,\GR1CUl,TUR€ 

Ji'1gul'c :2 

Commercial and Noncommercial Farms 

About hro-thil'ds of the Jal'.Jlls eOllntec1 in !Ill' ID50 census were 
C'Olllll1Pl'cial fnl'llls. (See tahle 2.) ,A, eOllllnel'C'ial farm is dermed 
bl'oadly as it farm operat-pd as a business JOI' the pUl'pose of providincr 

the main soun:e of liwlihoocl JOl' thE' opct'nJ-or and his :J:amily.u .Aft 
othel' Jal'llls are mainly pan-time ancl l'Psiclentlal units.G Although 
the nUlllbPl" 0-1: llon(:ommcr('i:d 'farlllS was about· 11~ million in 1U50, 
thesE' :farms Pl'OChlCE'd only 2.;; pE'l'ccnt of the ,-aIne of all farm pl'od­
uds sold. More t hun SCI"en-t'Pllt hs 01' all part-timp :farms and nearly 
eight--ipllths of all residpntiul :i'al'ms \l"prp ownel'-opemted. Thus, 
elata. on :fnrl1l tel1ure that il1c'lucle both eonll1H.'l·cial anclnollcollunercial 
farms sholY higher proportions of (]I1"nel'S tban data based on com­
mel'cinl :farms ollly. 

Part Owners 

_\ signili("ant dl'l'clupnll'nt in fnl"lll-tplllll'P st[ttus has been the in­
creasing illciden('e oj' paJ'f-OWll('1" 'ral"lllS. The grcl'Yth of agricult.ural 
technology ancllllOl'P eflie-iellt LU·.I1l-mnlHl.gement Pl'[lCUCeS have giyen 

r. A('('OI·diu/.( to tllE' 19;)0 CemHls of Agrieull;nre, iu general, ('ommereial farms 
a l'E' tho!i(' wi th vallie of saies of farm J)l"oc1uel:s amounting to $1,200 or more. 
Fll)'J1Ii-l wilh vaLlIc 01' saLps 1'1'0111 $~:;O to $1,1!J!l \\'pr(' also c'LaHHilip(! HH ('OIlIlIlPI'" 

<'iaL if IhE' farll1 operator worked off the farm less than 100 (hl)'S llnd if the 
ilH'ollll' I\-hh-h t 11(' operntor and ol.he1' members of Ilis family reepivec1 from llOU­
fal'1II sour(:ps was Less than the total value of pr(ldurts sold. 

"".-\1\ 0111l'1' fal'lIIs'" iUf'll1(lt:- also ahnol'lIlal fal'lIls. Hu('l1 as puhliC' and private 
inst it lit iOlml farms. (;ollllllllnity !'ntpl'IJI'iHl'H, C'xpC'l'inlPllt stat ion ftU'IIIS, gl'uzing 
HHso("iatiollH. aml so on. 
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nUtilY ftl rmers tl, choice between outright ownership of land and 
buildings on a small unit, 01' greater investment. ]n machinery and 
equipment on a h1l'gel'. rented unit. The aereage o:f land farmed by 
part owners, that IS, farmers 'who own :L farm and rent additional 
land, has increased steacli1y since the Bm'eall of the Census began to 
collect information on pnrt o\yneri::l in 1000, This increase represents 
largely an increase in size of units opend:ed b,v part owners, as the 
nnmbet' of part ownersincreasec1 only moderately during the 40 years 
after 1900, or from about 450,000 to (l15,000. But in the decade tlHm' 
1940, the number of units operated by part owners rose by more than 
200,000. In 1950, these farms macle up 15 percent of all fnrms. The 
trend in proportion of part o\\"l1e1'S ill the adult male agricultural 
work force ]S shown in table 1. This proportion increas~d from G.3 
percent in 1920 to 12,2 percent in 1050. 

The spectncular increase in part-ownership status since the 19-~O 
census prO\'ides part of the explanation for the decline in totnl num­
ber of farms that began about 1035. For the country as a whole. the 
average part-O\YJ1er farm in 1950 (512 acres) ,vas + 'times the size of 
the n,verage fun-owner :farm and morc than ;1 times as large as the 
average tenant farl11. 7 .A recent study or size of iti.rl11s in the "(",niteel 
States by the U.S. Department of .A!!l'iclllturc showed that ]\1 19-:1-5 
the percenta!!e of part-owner fttrms \I'as lowest amon!! nominti.l and 
papt-time units and hi!!hest: amon!! htt'!!e-s('ftk fa rills : it ranged from 
less than 10 percent of the former to 1ll0l'P than RO percent of the 
latter (3. 1). 19). In 10;'5+, the modal eeonomic class fol' fnll-owner 
farms was class Y \lTitll ineome from fal'll1 proclneh, sold ritn!!ing 
ft'om $1,200 to $2,400: the modal elass of part-owner farms was 
dass III. ,'\hich includes farms with I':tlue of farlll products sold 
rangin!! rrom $5,000 to $0,000, 

The changes in fal'll1 maml!!ement [tnd tpelmology since 1000, so 
far as they are related to farm size, 11Hl,\' bp seen in the rise in impor­
tance 01' part-owner units (Iig, :}). In the fiO years arter 1000, the 
average size of full-owner farms remaineel the sa me (l:j;) acres) 
while thp tLVel'H!!e size of part-owner Jal'l11S incl'eased from 27G to 512 
acres. DUl'ing the same period, the :ll"el'il!!(' siz(' or tenant Jarms .in­
cl'ease(l from 0G to 1+0 ar:l'es (u:]; 19:jO, I'. ;2). 

REGIONAL TRENDS 

From 1HRO to 1030, tlH' ]let shift in SUIllP :ll'eas of the COlliLtl'Y was 
from farm ownership JIlai Illy to tpntllH'Y Ot' to tenancy alld share­
cropping. In other areas, it "'as main!,I' to a fttrl1l.-hbol'l'1' status. 
'rhe general trelld for the eOllnt1'j' as a \\"llOlp rel-eals only one signi­
ficant. conclusion: As it operated lip to the 1U:{(J"s, the traditionally 
conceived agricultural ladder did Hot rpsnH ill a rising or even a 
stable proportion of owners llJ1l01l!! adult Illalp agl'icnlflll'al workers. 
The trend was toward inercasing ["('nalley, slral'P!:l'opping, and ftn'm­
laborer statllS (table ·l). 

7 :i\Iunugers were included in all duta reporting full owner;;, Becau;;p or the 
relatively smull number of m:lllugers, tlw proportion Of ful! owners was not 
unduly affected, 
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AVERAGE SIZE OF FARM, BY TENURE OF OPERATOR, FOR 

THE UNITED STATES AND REGIONS: 1900-1954 
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TABLE 4.-TENURE COMPOSITION: ]tIale agricultu7'al u'orkers aged 20 
and o'vel', United States and l'egions, 1880-1950 1 

Region and tenure of operator 11880 1900 /1920 1930 11940 ! 1950 

UXITED STATES ; Per- Per- -, Per- Per-' Per- Pe,-
I cent renl cent cent cent cent 

Full owners and managers_ - -. -" -. \ - 4 - I .1-.1 {3S. S 33. 0 3·1. 2 42. 5 Part owners______________________ ,;;) - 1 ,I. 6.:3 7.3 7.1 12.2 

Tenan,ts-------------------------l}ls 7 25.6 {22.0 121. 1 21. 1 15.6Sharecroppers ____________________ 1 . 6.3 S.4 6.3 4.7 
Laborers_________________________ 26.6 27.0 26.6 30.2 31. 3 25.0 

REGIOXS I 
Xorthea.st: 	 ' 

-? ­-lB. S ·IS.4 ·17. 8 ;)-. {~~:~ ~\~:~~r~~n_~ ~~~~~~=~-_~~==!} (j]. 3 52.•! { :3.2 a.·1 4.0 S. 4
Tcnants _____________________ 11. 6 13. () 11. () 7. -I 7. fi 4.-1
Laborers_____________________ 27.1 33.7 35. -1 40. S I 10. 6 34.5 

Xorth 	Celltral: t 
F,'ull owners and managers_ - - - -'}6? 6 ' 53. 9 -! 1. 1 I35. 6 ' 36. 4 -1-1. {
Part owners_________________ _ -. { B. 2 , 11. 1 10. :3 16.5
Tenants _____________________ 16.2 21. 0 

I23. 5 24. 2 26. ·1 1().0
Lrborers_____________________ 21. 2 25.1 26. 2 29. 1 26. 0 18.0 

South: 
Full owners and managers _ - - - - }4:3. 2 !3(). 1 {::l3. S 27. S 30. 7 3!J. 8 
Part owners__________________ .1. 6 5.2 5.1 O. 5 
Tenants _____________________ !}?! - '31 - {25. 1 2~).·1 21. 4 10.0 
sharecroppcrs ________________ ,'.1 !1:3. 3 17.6 12. g 10. 1I- .;)

Laborers _____________________ 32.3 I 21).2 23.2 26,0, 20. \l 

West: I I'
24.6 

11Full owners and managcrs-----~}60 6 ;),-7.3 {-I3. -I ! :{5..! I a:3.7 40. 1 
Part owners__________________!· , 8.·l I S.;) I 8.3 It. (j 
Tcnants _____________________ , to.8 ,11. 2 " 11. ~ Ill. Q 11.:-; 7.7 
Labor('rs. _____________ ------1 22.6 i .H. I ! 36. ·14.;) i ·lO..3 ; 40.6I 

J See :\Iethoc!ology, p. SO. 

In light of the sharp reversal in tenure status indicated by the 
data from the censuses of 11')-:1:0 andlV50, can ,ve conclude that oppor­
hmities for achieying farm ownership are greater than formerly and 
that the agriculturalladcler is functioning? .A look at some of the 
shifts in tenure status within States and regions since 1880 and at 
other aspects of farm tellm't! Inay pro',ide some answers to this 
question. 

In 1880 in five of the major g(·ographic dh-isions, the proporti.on 
of O\\'ners among adult 111al(' f,lrmworkers was GO percent or more. 
Three di\'isions had fewer tll<m 50 percent (table 5). The hi!!'hest 
proportions of O\\,lerS W('L"(' ill the ~[ol\n(ain and Xew England 
States; the lowest were in the South ),.i'bntic and East South Central 
States. By 1050, the pattern of farm {elllll'e had changed. In only 
two dirisions, the East :North ('('nITal and )[iddle Atlantic, did 
O\\'11ers make up mon' than 60 percent of the adult male farm work 
foree. In the South ,Atlnntic, Pacific. and ,Yest South Central di\-i­
sions, owners made, up less than 50 percent. of the farm work force. 
The net on!rall effect of these trends during the 70 :renrs was to 
narrow re!!ionu,l differences in tenure stat-us. In 1880, thcrewas a 
differenC'e 'of :tboll! !j.J pel'C'('nl he/wren tl1(' <1i\'i8ion5 with (-he highest 
ancllo\\'csf proporfiol1l' of O\\'l1Cr5 in th(' adult male farm work force: 
by 1\)30, :'Hlh5(an(ial declines in the four highest divisions, coupled 
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TABLE 5.-TENURE COMPOSI'l'IOX: Ivlale aqricultural 'workers aged 20 

and over, major geographic divisions, 1880-1950 1 


, 
Geographic c~~~~~~~~lnd tellure of 1188~ 1000 1020 1030 10·10 1050 


IPer- Pcr- \ Pcr- Per- Per- Per-

Nc\,' England: celli cent ('cnl cenl cent cenl. 


Full owners and managerlL - - - -1}66 6 ~8 8 !{54. 4 47. 8 48. 5 51. 6.
Part owners__________________ , . a. ! 2.5 2.!l! 2.9 7. \ 

Tenants ____________________ I 6.:3 G. I I .1. 7 3.4 4.2 2.3 

Laborers____________________ -' 27.1 33. I I :)8.4 ;15.!) 4·1. 4 39.0 


:\fiddle Atlantic: ! I I 

Full owners and managers - - _ - . :}-9 1 -0 0 :{.~S. 2 4S. 6 47. 5 I 5:3. 1 

Part owners. ________________ 1 0.. a. I 3.5 3.6 .1..1' 8. 0 
Tenunts ___________________ .. ! \::I.!1 lG.!) I 1,1. 0 8.0 8.7 5.0 
Laborers___________ . _____ . i 27.0 3:3.1 I 3·1.:3 3S.!) 39.4 a:3.0 

East Xorth Central: ! i i 


~ull owners and managers_ - _ - -I'}60. 0 !I 5..!. 0 .{.I£.O ·U, 6 • 43.4 'j 50.·~

[art owners______ _ ____ _ ___ ! t.l 8.0 S.:3 \:3.:1 
Tenants ___________ ---------f 15. SI' UJ.:{ I 22·!J \!J.O 20. I 15.0 
Laborers_____ - _ - _ - _ _____ - - __ I 23. 3 26. 7 i 2/. 0 30. 5 2S. 2 I' 20.·l 


West Xorth Central: , 

Full owners and managers ____ -i}G- 1 i --3 () '.{37..1. 30.2 :m 5, 40. 1 

Part owners __________________ ! o. I 0 •. 'I 11. 4- 13.2 12.1: 10.1 

Tenants ____________________ .! IG.8 I 22.7,' 25.!J 28.7 31. 6 I 23.] 

Laborers ____________________ J 18. I I 2::1.4- 25.3 27. \) . 25.8 I 17.7 


South Atlantic: 31.0 I I
I,;
Full owners and managers. - - _ -I}+L 0 I al). ii :{35. :3 3::1. O! 30. 7 

~art o~\-ners----------.------- i} ! i{?~' 8 4-.8 -1. 2 I 7.8 


enan s _________________ .. __ ! ?'3 0 ' '31 - . --. 3 ,]7.4 16. G 13.0 

Sharecroppers ______________ ! -.. , .. 0 l 1::1. l 16.2 12.::1 i 11. 4 

Laborers ___________________ . aG.o 20.0! 25.5 aO.6 33. H 28. 1 


East South Central: I 

:30. 2 4a.0
F~lll OW!lerS and managers_ - - - l.}.J.I. 0 :l!J. 5 :{:3G.3 :33.5

P.lrt 0\\ ners. ________________ . • .1. 5 5. ] ,I. 5 
 S. !J 
Tenants _____________________ ;}?~ 8 3(' ­

• ). ;) i{2.1. 7 2:3. :3 21. ] lli. S 
Sllarecroppers ________ --- ____ I'. ~o. 15. ·1 20. 5 17.5 12. S
L!1borers ___________________ :30.2 2'1. 0 J!J. 1 20. !J 2:~. 4 IS. 5 


West South Central: i 

.{ag. Q 22. G 26.0 3G..J 
~~~~ ~~~~~r:s_a_I~~~~~~~~~~~~~_ ~ ::},IG. 2 37.!J 5.7 6.4 12. ;;, 0.0 

Tenants _____________________ I}?-.~ T 0 .{28.5 2!J. 3 j 26. a 18. 5 

Sharecroppers ________________ : -0.. . I. 1G. G ' 0.3 i 5.8, 11. 6

Laborers _____________________ 25.1: 28.;3 24. ·1 25. S j 32. 0 27.0 

:-'fountain: l 
Full owners and managers - -. - - - '}-.I I) i{4G.7 34. ;{ a·!. 5 39.3Part owners ________________ • I •• GG. \ ! 10.3 12. ·t 12. a 17.5
Tenan ts _______________ • _____ . G. 8 
 0.0 i 10.7 14. \) 15.5 10.5 
Laborers______________ .. -----i 18.;3 2·1. 0 , 32. a 38. 4 37.7 32. 7 


Pacific: ; 

Full owners and managers. ___ -1}6?:- -0 q {·IO. 5 :lG.2 a:3. \ -l0.7

Part owllcrs__________________ t -. iJ 0 •• l 6. (j f 5. G n.- ?_ t 7.2
Tenunts ____________________ 12.7 12.5 12.:~ 8. !l S. 7 5. 6

Laborers_____________________! 2·.1. 8 aG.6 i ·10. G ·10. a 5:3. 0 46.5 

1 Sec Methodology, p. 80. 

-with ll10demtr glLillS ttl1l011g the lowest, had l1:1tTowed the eliffereilce 
to around 1(; pcn:ent. Pari oWIll'rsltip has increased sine(' informa­
tion was lirst obtained for this elass of farm. During the 1\)30's, 
however, the llum\JCr uf plLrt-owllcr £:trIllS declined slightly in most 
areas. The 1) ighest propol'tio1H; or p:trt owners :lInong adult male 
farmworkC't's an' fOllnd ill till' (;n'ai Plaills iLnd the Corn Belt. The' 

• 


• 


• 

greatest galll ill proportioll or pari OWIIl'.rS was ll1i1de in the liJ.1()·s. 
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Detailed information on tm111rr status hy States for [l.ll censns years 
{rom 1880 (0 1%0 is contained in appendix tables 17 through 22. 
The regional shifts jn tr11lu:E' status that have occurrecl during the 
three-qnarters of a ('enlmy axe c1isellssed in greater detail in the 
pages that follow. 

• The Northeast 

Until 1030, the shiH. in the New EngltU1cl and ~Iid(lle At:lantic 
Stal'es was chidlr towiLl'd farm-laborer status. The gradual com­
mercialization of 'ngril'lllture during this period increas('c1 tlH' (l(,l1Itlll(l 
for hired fnrnlworkE'l's tllHl tpnelecl to increase the ratio of -farm la­
borers to opl'mtol's-l)oth o\\'ners and tenants. The propol't iOIl that 
tcnants '\\'ere of all 111al(' agrieultuntl workers rose sli!!hrh- hE'tWl'l'll 
1880 and 1\)00 but. in geul'ml, the trenel in tenancy "'as <lown\\,[u·el 
from that tim~ on. The shift trom suhsistrnce to n prpclominantly 
rommel'cinl a!!ricllltlU'p oecnrred rrlati\'(~lv eltdv in most arpHS of tlH' 
Northeast. Concentrations of populat-iOll and i"mproyemE'nt in trans­
portation pro\'idedmal'kets tor truck erops. most of whieh required 
much hired labor. 

• 

,'luttpYer shi.fts occllrred among the three tenlll'p classes during 
the H)!3{fs wpre erasecl by 10-tO. as the censuses of In~o and 1n·w reven.l 
almost no differences i;l proportions of OW11ers, tenants. and hl'lll 

laborers in tllE' Xorthenst. ..:\'fter In-La, rising farm prosperity ('n­
('ouraged 'ftu'J11 mnlel'ship. and incTeased producti\-it.,- (pnclc(l to 
10"-1'1' the demand fot' farm ltlborpl's. The renting of additional land 
as a means of inC'l'Nlsing Jarm operat ions has not, been as common fl 

praetiee among Jarmers in the Xorthenst as in other an-as. In 1920, 
this region rankpcl belo\\- I'he rest oJ the (:onntry in ]H'oportion of 
])In-t-owner operators. ..\ltholl,!!h part mmership morr. than donbled 
in the XC'w England und )[ic1c11(' Atlantic Statps durin!! ilL(' 10-IO·s. 
thpsp Stlltes wp:rp still belo\\" thp IlltfionnJ u\'pmge in Ini50. 

The North Central Region 

• 

Thp clpel iliP in o",I\Pt'shi p status in thp ~[ic1west frOIl1 1BSO 10 19:>'0 
was aCl'omp:.mi('<l 1>.,- ,!Tains in tenancy and farm-l:tborl'r status of 
lL1most ('qual nlflgnitudp. Incre:lsPs in proportions of tellants weeI' 
pnl'tienlal'ly laegl' in the ,Yesl' XOl'th Central :tl'('a ill tlw ~() yelLrs 
preeeding HlOO. This l)(,1'iocl was eharadprizNl by widp s\\-1n::.,rs in 
tfLl'lll p1'iep8 ancl land Yfllul's. rnlikc thl' ~ortilPtlsi. ·whpl.'(, the pro­
portion of tenants amon,!! fnrmwol'kprs reaehed It lwak in InOO, ten­
ancy (:ontinup(i 10 inerem;p in tll(' ~Ol'th Centrn.l Sintes until 1940. 
O",ilersl\i P s[ ;It·US in [hrs(' Sta Ips sl10wpcl a decline in paeh cpnSllS 
'fl'om lR80 to 1!l!~n. Betwepn l\')!)O and 10·Hi. a small decline in pro­
portion of fal'lll lahol'€'rs was oil's!'! by an iclenticltl rise in tIl(' pro­
port-ion of I·('nllnh;. but thrl'p was no elmngr in PI'OPOltiOll of owners. 
The proportions of hol'h fal'lll labot'prs and trnants cleelinp<l sharply 
between If),W nlld HliiO. This c1ec:lillr 'was accolllpnnipcl hy :1 rise in 
])1'O])o1'l'ion of o,,"npl's that nJrnost. erased thp <lpclil)(' in ownership 
status of the prN:pcling no years. Pad-owner flLl'ms fU'C morp preva­
lent in this reg'ion than in [tny other. In HJ:iO. they numbered more 
tllan 3GO,OOO, and parf-rnynpl' operators made 11p ]fl.!) IWl'epnt of the 
adult male agricultural work foree. 
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The South 

In 1950, more than 890,000, or more than half of all tenants and 
sharecroppers in the country (fig. 4) were in the South. Thirty­
eight percent of these wE're sharecroppers (fig. 5) who produced 
chiefly cotton or tobacco. Statistics were first collected on share­
croppers in the 1920 census. Shlln~("I'Oppers (or eroppHs) flre de­
fined by the Bureau of the Census as teriants who are paid a share 
of the crops but no share of the livest'oel\: or livestock products, and 
for "'hom all work power is furnished. The institution of share­
cropping developed after the close of I'he Ci \·il War. The former 
81::weow11ers needed to obUtin labor with whieh to operate their land; 
and the freedmen needed land fmd tools with which to ·work. Paying 
workers a share of the crop divided the entrepreneurial risk between 
landlord und cropper and mot'ivnted workers to stay on the farm 
until the crops were halTested. ~I::tnagement decisions, however, 
were made by the plantation owners. The cropper system was ex­
t£'nded gradually to ",hite farmers, ::md by 1930 more than 16 percent 
of nil white brm operators in the South were slmrecroppers. 

Sharecroppers were not classified separ::tte]y in the censuses before 
] fl20, hut were listed as tl'lllmts, Estimates were developed sepa­
rately for shar£'Cl'oppel's in th(' South for 1920 :lI1d 1ntN' ('£'1);';\1" YPiU'S 

(Inh1('s () and 7). 

T.\'DLE G.~-Sh(ll'fCl'OP1)(;1'8 ([8 po'ccnta!le oj male (l[ll'icultllral ll'ol'kC1's 
aged 20 CLnd m'p/" .':'/Ollt/Ul'll States and fleofll'aphic dil'isiIJIlS, lfi!2()-/jO I 

S tfitp (til d · I l!)?O' 10'l(), , 1!)1(), ' i ]!)-OgeograpIlie (1\'IS)OIl!I'" _ \' 0) 

Dch\\'fiI'P __________________ --J PrJ'C()r~t3 J'ert'C(~I'1 1'('1'Cr{~t51 I'('rcf'l~f. 2 

:\Ttl.I'.Ylt\JHL-------------------- ' 1. i 2.0 2. () I 1.!)
Virginitt ___________________ .. 5.2 6. ~ I Ii. 0 .1. () 
W('stVil'ginia _________________ 1 1.4 1.:) .S; .-1 
~orrh C:lroIillfi________________ i 11. 8 I ]8,:~ ! Iii. \1 I' 16.:l 
Routh Cal'olinn ________________ ' Ii. S I 22.·1 Iii. 0 l(i,2 
G . _______________________ I; .'..? I ? ?S_ . •I IS·I \[')._?fPorgul ,. 

,1' ___Flori!h ___________ • _________ 4.~ ___ .~ ___:.,!_,____ l~ 
SOlithAtlantic ____ •. ____ 13.1 IG.2 12.:~1 11.-1 

- :~'---~"I"' =0- lj'-- ~·""-=·~··R-·f'" ".= .=:.:=:
!\.cllluck.\"___ . ________ .. ___ . ' __ 1 8. (J •• I! h" I' ii. h 
Tennrsse<' .. _____________ ... _ 11,8 15.•1 12.;{ !I. j' 

Alabamfi., ___ .•. _______ . 15,D In.5r la,ll \).2 
:\[jSSiHllippL __ . ______ . _ .. _! 20.n aO.-I, 35.0 2ii.g 

;---..-------- .-----.--.---,---- ,.,",---- -~"-'~' ­
EfistRollLhC'pntml_. ___ J 15.,1 20.51 Ji,51 12.8 

iL\rkt;l.1~SfiS. - ------ .--- --.- -----I~~·ll~· '05 ""=. ;i" () ...... IIT8l~ 1~-c~"1f~ 
oluSlUllfi------------·- ... iJ. -" I t. ) I , ­----1 

OklnhomtL_. __ ______ ____ :t G i.6 I 2. (J I' I. I 
Tl'xns __ . _. __ .. _ "." __ _ _ _ .. __ I 11. 5 lii. () ! 0. 0 2. S 

l-~~.-----!~--.-_..-.. -
West South C!'lltrnL____ I L 6 )0,6 I 9.;{ 5.8 

801ltIL _________________ =-:='13::3\ 1/.61=-' 12.Q·==~0'-; 
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• 


•

I See Methodology, p. 80. 
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UNITED STATES TOTAL 

1.444.129 

I 
Figure 4 

• 

Figure 5 
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TABL '" 7.-·-·Shal'(cro ppers as perce1llaye oj white, nonwhite, and all j<mn operators, s01tthern geographic divisions, 1920-54 

IH20 1025 1030 1\)35 H)·.IO H145 1\)50 105·\(leogr:lphic didsion :lIld nlt'C' 
___. ..1-----.1----1------------1---

Tm: SOl"1'1I 
Percellt ])/'J'(·Cn/. Percelll Percellt Percent Percent Percent Percent 

"'hite OPl'!':ttor:3. _,_ 10. () .12. 1 IG.•.\ 1:1. a 10..,\ 8. () 7.1 5.8 
41. .\ ,,\.\.[; -,\5.2 H. 0 tlO. () :~5. ,1 34. (j-:\()lIwhill' opcl'nl:or::; :Ili. 2 

11. (i
;\ll openltors. 17. [) .lB. () 2.\' 1 20. n 18.0 15.5 13. 1 

(11!:IH1HA I'lllt' 1)1 \'I:;ItlXS 

150ulh "\II:llItit': 
White Opl'!':\tllr:-: n. sl I J.(i 15. !) Ia. I I J.(i n.. \ 8. 5 G. (i 
l\oHwhill' \lpt'nttllr~ :32. \l aG. 1 .\1. li :lS. I :~I. I :l\). I :35. a a·\. () 
All operntol's . 1I. il In. 0 2:1. I I!]. :~ II. ·1 17. 0 1.1. 8 12. 8 

Enst SllUt,]1 CPII!.I':!I: 
While OP('I':ltOI''; Ill. \l 12..\. IT. (i 15.1 12. (i (J.5 8.5 7.4 
.X,OIlWh,itl' 0pl'l'ntOI'i\. :10.:~ 45. °I .\(i. S 52.2 51.·1 40.1 40.1 38.7 
Alloperator:L, 10.2 21.1 20.5 25.·\ 22.1 IS.8 15.8 14.2 

'\\"(,,,t South C['IIITnl: 
Whilpl)lll'rnlol':\ ,._ n. I 12.a 15. 11.'\1' 7. I 4.8 4.n I' 3.1 
XOllwhill' 01)('1'11\1)1':; 37.·.1 ·12. !J i ·\5 .\.\. il .\1. S f :~.1. 8 27. \l 28. -I 
All npl'I'!\,\lH'S _._._.~____I__,~' 7 Ill. I I 22, 18. I I:\. 1 10.2 7. H (i. 8 

L'.H. ('PII:;II:-: of .\gril'ultlll'(·, 1\)50 :llid I!lil·1 (/i:11. 
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Thc 1111mber or tpnn.nt :tnd cropper T:u'mfl 1n the Sonth ine1'('[\s('(l 
HhlLrply betwt'PIl IHlJO 1LIld tHO!), Some of nil' jn('l'CI1Se in thp report-cd 
11111111)('1' 0 f H1H'lt i:n.I'IllH 111 a y hn I'P l'PHltl.t I'd f 1',)111 1'l'('ogn ition 0 I' 1ll0l'O 
Bhnl'ccl'oppl'l' units as iaJ'nls in ]!lO!) tlmn in parlil'l' (:!!IlSIIS years, Jt 
is c1011b{l:ttl whetl1P1' nle ('l\llSllSl'H illllllediatl'ly rullo-,I'ing t11(> ('.iyil 
"Ta.r fully ('Ollll Ieel SllHl'P(~I'OPP('l' 11 nits ns farlllS, 

The possibility 01' dassi:fyillg SillLL'Cl'I'OPPPl.'S eithcl.' as "in,L'ln ope1'n­
j'ors~' or ';hirt'd j'n1'l11 In.J.)ol'ers'' probably gavp 1'i5e to SOlI1P errors ill 

ennmeration, Beenllse Shtll'Cel'OPPpl'S ltl'P snp(.'lTis(.'(1 closply and 
rarely enter into ma,nngrnwnt deeisioJl5, I hl,i l' tenure status is lIsun.lly 
eloser to that oj' flu'lll 1a.borl'l.'s HUlIl of flLt'lll opemlot's, Mn,ny land­
lords shift t hei l' nlPt hod (d opemtioll ,hoJll wagt' labor to shlLreerop­
pi ng, depcnding npon which is mol'C profita.ble ill a gi \'en yelLt', Ob­
\-iousjy, it is dimenlt to n,l'l'ive ttl' esl'imates of thE.' number of bl'lU 
operators H: for l'xampk, It pltml'ftl'ioll ('[til Ill' elassi H(>d as 20 01' mor(' 
f:;rms '",hell Oppl'lltP(l with shan'C'roppel.'s, Ol' as only one :farm when 
h'l'pd 1aboret's :11'(' pmplo)'E'c1, 

The c1peline in IH'OPOI't ion 0 I: shnxeel'opPE.'n.; was mol'l' l'ftpic1 tlU1ll 

IllP decline in Pl'opol't.iollS of of'lwl' fpllan{s in the 1!l!10 deeade; it 
witS matclH'd In- ll,n in('rt'llse in l:tbol'l'l' st:ttus in all <l i \'isions of the 
South, '\Yi{'h 1-he supply 01' l:tl,oL' plpntifnl tht.'oughout the South 
tlul'ing the cll'Pl'pssioll 01' tlll' Hl!11l"s, Il'Llldlol'c1s could operatl? th.eir 
holtli ngs \llOl'e profitably ,,,i {h wagl' l:ti){)r(H'S Hmn ,,-ith SIHLl'eCrOppel's, 

as \\'a~(' mi:ps Jot' hil'l'cl ln1>ol'('l's \\'('!'(' Ipss l'i!!ic1 tlu'Ln the shnl'{, :fmc­
{ion i'I'('C'in'cl b,\' !'roPlwl's, :.\fOl'eOI'PI', Fe(ll'l':ll j)l'o(lu('tion-<'onll'ol 
PI'O,!!l'a11ls, which I'Pc1\l('C'cl ('ott on tU'l'('ngp and pl'Ol'att'cl IHtrt of thp 
lI('nettt l'nYl11Pllts to t('n:tllts :tnd Shltl'l'CL'Oppel's but HOlH,l {o hired 
,,"Ol.'l\:pI'S, similnr1y ('Iwolu'ngpd t!tp il'pnd fl'om I{'n:mt-O}){,l'a(('d nnd 
Hhal'p('l'OPPl'l'-Opel'ftt{'tl Jal'lllH to \\'n,!!p-l:dJOl'-O!lpl'ltINl [[WillS, 

By 1$);)0, til(' l)l'opor( iOll () r shal'l'('l'Op]lPl'S among sonthpl'n adult 
mall' ngl'iC'llltUl'nl wo,'h,'s ltnd clP('lill('(l to about 10 pl'L'!'ont: thl' toUr.! 
n11111111'1' o[ sital't'Cl'OPIH'I'S d('<,lillPd about :Hi jJPl'('Pllt bC't \\'e{'n HMO and 
WilO, _\J thl' H[tlllP tinll'~ il)(,I'('(lS('<1 llH'!'hallir.at iOll and im.proypcl ('('0­

llont.i(' l'onclitiollS bl'ought ahou!' a ('OITl'sponding (h'op in fal'm­
lrtb()L'l'l.' status, l'Llollg wit It a l'isp in ()\\'l1Pl'shi P sl at liS, thL'oughont tlll' 
South, Tilt' gl.'('(Lil'sl ckeliIll' in pl'opol'tioll of sluIl'l'tL'OPPPI'R in till' 
adult. malt' 'farm work J'Ol'('P (hll'lll!! 11U' last cl('('a<\p \\'a~ I'P!!ist('l'\'d ill 
tlIP ('o!'ton (\.l,'PrtS of till' Soulhl'as't, pal'li('ulttrly in tl\{' ~fiHSi;;sippi 
f)pI ttl. 

SOli\(, ndditional insi!!ltt illto ('IIUl'{' Hta!us in till' South lllH\' lH' 
gnin('([ by ('olllpru'ing illl' tPll\U'P IHt!'(Pl'IlH of whil(' Itllc1 n()II\~'hitl' 
fltrnlwOl'kl'l's (t'ablps I ant! !o;), J)ai:t 011 ()\\"lH'l'S :tnd tPllIllltS al'l' 

n \'n.il:tbll' 1'01' I!).(;; alld 1\);,1) rllld 1'01' [ami lahorPl's fol' l!l;;iJ Oll h', In 
(,(H'1t of tll(, tit 1'(,(. I'PglOlls of tIH' Sou I h. ! hpI'p WPI'P ll1:u'kpd <Ii l1't:n'lH'C's 
1n tellul'p p:Litl'I'nS l!p{\\'Pl'll whilp lind llollwitilp agri('ullnl'ai 11'0I'kp I''';, 

Mol'C' I'lmll lUll!' of' :dl ",ltilp ltlllip [nl'lll\l'OI'kl'I'H hut kss than n t hiI'd 
of fil(' llOllWbi{p fIU'I\I\\'OI'kl'I.'H WC'I'l' OW1H'I'S in IfJ5n, 

Sin)ilar l't'gional <Ii rrl'l'l'IH'l'S ill propor{ion oE whites ftncl JlollwhilpR 
W(,l'P l'\'i(]pnl lUIIOl1!! fO,l'l11 labol'!'l's, htli flw !!1'l'llIl'st. ntl'i[t(i{)ll l'xisf('d 
i I, HIP sh:ll'l'('I'OPIH'!' ['af ('gol'Y \\'l,l"'!' t'lit, PI'I'p;·u{a,!.!'p 0 r nOllwlt it P BhlLl'P­

('I'OPpPI'S tLlttong {ll,I'm ,,"ot'kerR mngpclft'om a.bout :3 to (j t i llH'S /lIP 

}H"'('l'nf·ngp () r "Ita l'Pf'I'OPPl'I'S HnlOll,!! wllitl' lilah· flu'mwoI'kt'l's, Tltp 
sllw.lI('s{ llL'OpOI'( ions 0 r 011'1)('1':-; IUllOllg non wllit(, ngl'i(~\llt\lI'al \\'or'/wl':> 
I\'PI'l' ill C;pol'gia :tnd F1()J'ida, [":t1'1ll 1:t\)OI'('·['s (It'C()ull{('(l fol' 1\ \0 l'l' 
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TAnL~: 	8.·-TE~l;ln: AX!) HACJAl> C'01ltPOS.l'l'lON: i\1ale ((.f)ricuIl1l1·al WO}'h:el'S nyul Q{) and Ol'el' in the South, by ,)'falts ando ~ 	

majo)' !I<'(l!!raphic di1'i8ion,~) WoO! 

I FilII Oil UPI''; amll Part O\\'I1('I':l T('nHIlI,; Hlln l'eCl'llppl'l':l L:\lJol'p!';; Tot.:tl work fl,('['p 
Il':lnn~(irs 

Statl' llm\ P:CO!!:!':lphie di\"iRioll _. .. ........--- -1-._---_.._-".

\\:'~i~I'I 	 )iO/l ­ Whitt' Xnn­ Whil (' XOIl­ \\'llilc I X 011- Whil(' I )ioil- "'hit e XOII­

whitl' whitt' whil(! white while whitt' 
"' .. -- ~~~ - ---- --...--- _ 	 -.".-~-~ .. -- --- ._ .. --" --~ - .._--.-, ---, ----r---.-. 

"/)/:1'('('1111 PerC(,llt 	 /'el'(,1'1l1 j'C1'Ct'llt /)erCI'/l1 Priwlll /)rrcclll j>c/'I'C/tl P('r(,fnl Percenl Perrcnl Percellt 
])c!:m:lre. __ _ ·1:1. 5 ('1 7. \J (') 10..\ (2) n.2 (2) as. 0 (2) 100. () (2) 

;\\:\r\'l:l1Hl . ,iO. Ii 10.2 H. :3 :\. 8 n.7 7.7 J. I 4. !l 82. :3 07, ;\ 100.0 100.0 
Virgiui;L __ _ 57~ a aI. 2 7. :~ 11. {) II..\ n. 1 2. S n. '1 20.2 4 \. 8 J00. U 100.0 
West \'irgiui:L .. ' ~}7. R 2-2.5 ,I. 7 a. 2 0. Ii ii. !l .5 (3) 30..J HS...\ 100. () lOO.O 
Xorth (':lrolill:l .. _ ·\0.2 Hi. () Ill. 5 S. 8 la.2 17. Ii Hl.O 2!l. 1 17. J 2!l.5 100.0 IOU. () 
Suu th ('nr(l\iU:l .• ,17.0 Iii. 1 10. () H. a 1·1. 5 22. :\ 8.(i 22.7 .\0. () :10. Ii tOO. 0 100.0 
(j('l)r~ia__ ·m. 2 12. n 8. n :1. Ii )5. U 20. !) 10. :\ 27. :3 Hi. U :~5. :~ 100.0 100. (j
Flo1'id:t _____ _ 51. I 10. \l 0.5 a. :l ..\. 0 :3. ,.\ 1.5 .\.2 :3G. a 81. 2 l()U.Cl 100. (\ 

~-. ,,~.-- - ---~ .~.~- .-	 - - -~.-.--- - -,,---~--- --_. ............... ---"'"---------- _. __._----

South :\ tlllntie•. 51. :3 J(j. ·1 8. a 0.8 I II.. 2 ] 0.5 0.7 21. 1 22.5 au. 2 100.0 100.0 

...... '_i cc-= ",,,,,·" .. i "', --."" __ i~=o-.==-.ic·=·"''''·''i 'c -"'·=.I=.:::c-'~~I="·'==""I===-:.I=c':-='7", 

J"l'utul'k" 55.0 20. :1 n. (i 	 .1. !l 5. 'J 14.2 18. ·1 5:t 7 lO(). 0 JOII. 0n. \l I I L 8.~ret\1\t'S$~C _ 52. R 1·1. u 10. n Ii. 0 12.0 2:3. (i H.8 
~ 

27. J 17.5 27.8 .100.0 100. () 
,\\a\)'UIl:l . ·17. :1 Ii. 2 10. n 7. \J 10. 8 a:t 2 U.S J.1. a 15.2 27.., lOti. 0 1flO. 0 
::'!isRi:<:<jppL f,;). [) 15.5 8. 4 :l. n 1·1. U 21. 8 0.0 a\l.5 12,2 lU. :3 100.0 100. () 

Enst South ('('ntl'lll 52. H 10. I I 1.0. I 5. :j I·\. 1 2·\. 5 Ii. (i 2U. 7 Iii. ,.1 2·1. 2 lOU. 0 100. 0 
- • :.._~ ~~ _-;; -;."~ -:;.;:-:;:. ..._.--.:.._-";:.;::-~ -.~ . ~.:;::~;"::",". "":'"'!'~-:'::;'''-"4 ~:-;:-';- .'--'';:.~-' 

Arlmnsns. __ ·18. •.1 10. ·1 !l.7 5.7 IH.:1 20.2 Ii. 0 :H.2 In. (j 20.5 100.0 100.0 
Louish\ll:L. 52. 2 Hi. :1 8. \l .1. I Hi. S 2·\. .\ :Ul 18. f) 18. :1 :Hi. 7 lOll. () lOO. () 
IlklahulIlll .. :17.7 :3.\. :{ 2(). I 1:3.2 2·\. 2 20.·1 I. I I. 2 10.!l :l:l. !l HlO.O I Ion. (J 
Tt'xnR ...•. _ . ;1;'). U 2·1. a 1:1. 7 lU. • .\ \7.1 \.\'.\ 2.1 7,7:31. ,'j ·.1:1.2 JOO.O 100. (J 

"'('Rt South C('utr:!1 -.I ·W. ,j 1\1. ,[l.I. \:t.{\ 

The SOllth •• _._ .18. t 17.0 10.7
_~.____~______~_____._____-_:TI:~~: I ::: ~ I : ': " ~E o~:;fl~~H :~~:F~:;;.~ 

•
1 Se(' ;\lr[l\odolo!!;y, p. 80. 2 J Ilcl\ldcd with whitt' . 3 1.">,<,, Lhan ),i 0 of 1 ]It'I'Ct'II t. 



than four-fifths of nJl nonwhit(' fa rlll workers in Florida, where the 
demand for hand ]abor in tlu' ('itTul::l and YeO"etable crops is heavy; 
a.lmost half of flU nOll whit(' farnmol'kers in Georgia -were tenants in 
1050 and more them a third \\'(,1'e ianll labol'ers, 

• 
The lal'gest proportions o'E sharPC'l'oppers among nOllwhite farm­

workers in 1D50 were found in Mississi l)pi and Arka,nsas, although 
between 1945 and 1950, t'hese byo ~tn,tes showed the most ra,pid c1e­
dine in numbers of sha,l'E'cl'oppcrs, In the same period, substantial 
increases in numbers of slHu'£'cl'OPP(,l'S \Y('l'e repol'i£'d in North Caro­
lina, the Coastal P1n.ins of South Ca1'olina, a,nd th£' cotton counties 
of southenstE'l'll :\Iissond, Th(' inrl'PHs(' in number of croppers in 
_\(issouri 'YllS accompaniecl h~' an expansion of about 200,000 acres in 
th(' aerE'agp of ('olton p1antl'd in tIl(' cl('rac1(' before 1£)50, 

• 

TIu.' decline since 1fl,W in P(,l'cpMagl' of l'ltrms operated by share­
CL'oppprs repl'esE:'llis a striking dmnge ill farm tenure in the United 
Stflt('s. The demand for industrial lahol' areompanyillg the ,Yodel 
,Val' II boom. the in t'oads of farm nwrhan ization 011 thp cl('mands for 
hanc11abor Ih:st fpH in th(, South during the last decacle, and increas­
ing fa1'tll prosp(,l'ity, ftll ('ont ribllt'l'tl to till' reduction in number of 
sharecroppers. Ho\\'e\'l'l', the c1eclillP has not been lUliform with re­
spect to race 01' operat ors, fhp 1>(,I'('('nt ng£' o:f all nonwhite fnTm 
opprators who l\'Pre shal'Pct'OPJlPt':; in U15,j, was still higher than in 
HEW in the South Atlantic ::Itatp:< (althOll!.!'h clown from the 19135 
peaksL whereas in l(l;),~ thp ])P1'('P11t agl' (rf' ,,:hite :farl11 operators who 
\\'('rp CI'OPPP1'S was clown snbstaut ia1l,r from the HEW 1('\'1.'1 in ttll parts 
of th(' South, In thp East ~()llth ('pntml Statps, the 1)(,<1k i.n percent­
nge of nonwhite farm op(,1'ato!'s \l'ho wprp shan'cropp('l'S occllrred 
in 1fl35. fin' YPfll.'S latpl' than till' [lpak ill Pt't'(,Plltag(' of whitl' fn,I'm 
operators who \\"Pt'(, :;hu I'P(' l'O]l pt' t's, 

In fl recent study by -\mlel'sot1 and Bowman U). it was :fonnd tha,t 
dilff'l'(,llces in mtE: () [' lllO\'('J)]('nt lip !llt' tPltUl'P laddl'r bet ween States 
are not as gl'l'at as might be' nssllIllPcl, '.l'Pllll1'C progrpss among 
soutll('l'n whites i;; almost C'olllpamh/(' to Hull HIllOllP: lIol'lllpl'l1 whit('", 
Th(' si,Q'nificant clill'p!'rlH'l':< ill tPlltU'(' jll'OgTPsS app('al' wllPn tenure 
stnhlS is shown hy racl'. 

The West 

BPi WPl'll I ",,{) al1d 1!)-~(J, flIP ,\'PSI pXjll'I'il'u{'ptl tItt' gt'pall'st loss of 
I'lltl'Pjll'PIH'III'sllip of :Ill,\' IJaI'! col' tIl{' ('Olllltl','" lTnlikl' ilw ('xpC'l'i(,llec 
ill tllP Midwl'sl durin!! this pp1'iod, Iltr drop in o\\'nPI'sltip status in 
th" far I\Tpst \l'as :l('('OllljJ:1I1ipd Ii.\' n SllI11 II d('C'lillP ill Pl'opol'lion of 
tl'llHutS Hnd a Inl'gl' ill!'J'('lN' ill pJ'()pol'!iol1 {)l'lallOl'l~I's [\lllong the 
ndu1tlllall' farlll work /'o)'('p, .\( tlIP hl'gillllillg'ol' 11IP pp!'iocl. S(1t I1('­
lllPllt or tll(' land was still lIIHlpl'\\'l!\': labol' \l'llS S('II),('p !,plati"p to 
land: ll10st fanllin,!! ojl('I'ntiolls \\'PI'P ;lr tlll' f'I'ol1liPI'-subsistf'Jl('f' typ£'; 
:t11(l a hi!!'h ]lI'OP()l'lioll of tlu' 11 III h' fal'lll wol'1;: fol'('!' hHd OWllf'l'ship 
status. III thr Pl[('ifi(' Stall'S. :<l'ttj"I1Wllt \\':t,'; 11101'(' a(lI'an('Nl and 

• 
al)ol1t-:2 ill :3 fn 1'l11W'Ol'kpl's 11'('1'(, Oll'lI(,I'S, 

Sil1rl' 1!l1O. th(' !'f'gioll with flu' lnl'gpst pm]lOl,tiol1 of Inbot'l'rs in 
1111' adult' fnl'llI wOl'k roJ'('p has hpPll t 1](' ,Yrsl. This pailpl'Il was ill­
IhH'I1('Prl hy tl.lP IIlO\'PIIlPIll" or poplllation illto tIll' P:tf'i(j(, Slate'S: by 
!.!'I'owth ill tlIP illljJ()l'!lu]{'(' ()r {,it I'll:' l'l'lIi(:-;. \,{',!!plablp:-i. and otlH't'SI)('-
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('lldt.Y C1'ops in 'Yest· Coast ag:t'iculture; and by the de\-elopmeHt of 
lnl'ge-seale GOl'ponl,tioll-tn1e :[~lrms, In the nlolmbtin States between 
] 8HO amI 1$)-W, increases m the propo!'t iOllS of tenants and flU'1Il la­
borers resulted in l1, 38-1)ercent decline in o,,-nership status_ The ten­
ul'e shiH in the :Mountain States was encollraged by the mpid exten­
sion of the mnge-li\-estock system and the exptHlsiol1 of such speein.lt,Y 
(,1'OP8 as suga,r beets and others that l'equire large llmOlUlts of 1I1bo1', 

Only in the ,y·e:.-;t· ditl Ill(' clOWlI\\'IL1'cl t rend in ownel'shi p status 
continue until 1D-I:O , TIlE' GSlates ill which til£' pl'oportion of ownerH 
dee1ll1ed by as llllH'h aR ;W pp\"('ent of (he adu 1t mnJe :farm work :for('e 
bet.ween 1880 lHId H),ht) \yen' ~ebraslm, ()olol':ldo, Idaho, ..,\ r[zona, 
,Vyoming, and MonlttlHl. ~\'11 t'xeept 011(', arc ill Ihe ~Jollnfllin ['pgion_ 
Betwpen 1880 anrl l\l·W, 11H' g1'Plltest· deelil\c 0 l' owners O('(,lUTl't1 ill 
Kebraslm~ ,,-hidl is ac1ja('cnt to the~Jollnlltin rpgioll, rnlike the ck­
cline in other SUltes. howl'\'PI', Jot' Kt~braska lIlost of thE' loss was 
l.mlanced b,- an i[H'l'easp ill IptUUlts, In pllC'h of Ihe .MOtlntlLin Stales 
lllentiol1l'd: Ihe largH part oj' thp shin· was from ownership (0 farm­
bbol'l'l' stat\l~, B \' l.ll30, IllP t l't'ud had hel'll I'c\'crsed in Itl I States 
pX('ppt Al'izona.,· . 

J)pSpitl' thp l'p\-pl'sal of Ill(' dowllward tl'(,IHI ill rlll'lll OWIH'l'ship ill 
the "~eHt wt'tel' Jf)-Hl. onl)- it little 1lI0l'p thall half. ClI' ;)1.7 \lpl'('en!", of 
the aclult mall' H!!l'i('ultund wOl'kpl's \\"PI'P O,,"Ill'l's ill I !l:i(): f,f pen:Pllt 
wprp tenallt:::: aHcl ,W,o pel'('elltwPI'e Jal'l1I lalHH'Pl's, 

Tenure Status by Type-of-Farming Areas 

~\.. br(,tlkdoWll of lIational tot aIs ill to hOlllo!!l'neou:; areas offpt's Hi­
clentp of tIll' Yttri'Ltioll ill tl'lIUI'P :;lllt.lIs by typP of farlll, TahIp D 
shows the t l'l\ UI'P status () r Ja I'Ill opemtors ill Ill(' \'a I'iolls typp-of­
·ftU'lll ('atpgol'ip:-; withill eaeh g-eogmph ie d i \'i"ioll, . \ I though IllO:-;1 

types of :farms Jo1l0,," a dist·j n(,(j \'e pattel'll () f tl'nll rp SUtt us, with in 
the Sltl11e type of j~nl'I1l, \'itriations ])n(-\\-PPI1 .!!l'o.!!mphiC' c1idsions orp 
sometime:; eonsidpmbk, For exnmple, tIll' pel'cPllia,!!p of tash-grain 
:ElLrll1S that WHP O\\"lW[' opel'lltNl ill 1UGO rangeel Jrom about ;)f \1PI'­
eellt in the East ~onth Central SULtes to n() PPl'('Pllt in Xl'W England, 
Li\-cst(wk :fal'llls rallgeel {l'OJ1\7-~ 10 !)(i IH'I'('pnt ()Wlll't' OPl'I'[Ltl'd. 
Eighty PPl'('Put oJ all cotton g-l'owprs in till' J>a('i fie Stales \Y('n' 

OWlIP1'S ('ompan'd with le~',: than!lO Ill'L'l'Pllt in Ill(' 'Yl'!:;t XOl'lh Cpntnll 
Sttttes," 

.\lthollgh tYJw of ·ral'lll illflul'lH'PS thp tPfltll'P stl'll('lUI'l' to a COll­
siclcrH,bl(' 'clpgt'ce, local so(:i()L'conomie ·fac'tors aL'(' equally il1l]l()l'bl~lt 
in shaping thp re,!!ional t('nul'e pil,(te['ll, Of l'onl'sP, sOI1.w,":u'ialions 1lI 

tP!lUI'P :;bLtUS 0 I' :fa l'lll opPI'n.t 01':; lllllOllg gPOg:l'H pI Ill' til nSlOllS ('an Ill' 
t1ltl'ibulPCl to difl'pl'l'I1<:l'S ill kincls of (,I'Op" 01' lin~st()ck willlin Ill\' 
Ildillitteclh- gellC'I'al t\"jw-of-ftlnll {'lassificlLiion and 10 the ·fad thlll 
Ihpsc Cblll (I'o not il1{']'udl' infol'mat ion 011 JarJll lahol'l'I'H, .As till' I'Pla­
ti\'e fI'P</Ul'IH'il'S of hil'('d WOI'];:(,I'" \\-ithin a ,!!iYPH Iype t)f Jill'lllin,!! 
"aI',' lJetwl'l'1l 1'l'!!iOIlS, "tiLli:;ti('s Oil thl' tPllUl'l' of fal'lll o]lPl'ltlol's 
whldt l'xclu<ll' lln'la Oil I'nl'lll lailol'l'I's do Ilot illtlir'atl' Illl' ll'nl1l'l' ('0111­

position of (hl' O\'PI';I11 fUl'lli wo!'k rOI'('l', 

"All I'OtlOll f:U'lllK in lhe ·Wp,;( );,ol'lh C('lllml (\i\'j,;ioll \\1'1'(' ill "oIlIIH'Usll'1'1i 

:\.lisIlOlll'i. 

• 


• 

• 
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'1'A Bl,l') 9.-Percentag(' (Hstrib1ltion offarms in each type-of1arm fJJ'OUP, by tenlll'e of opel'alol', major {jeograZJhic divisions, 

1.9150 

Type of fann 

Genl·rtll, prilllltrily­
(\eo!-(raphie dh'ision and Il'nure 

of 0lwntlor I (!nRh- OLhl'1' Vt'l-!;l'- I Fruit I I I Livc­ 1'. liscel­
grain CoLtOI1 fh'ld laille lLIle! Jlut Dniry Poultry stock Crop Innl'OllS 

crops Crop Liyc- al1d 
stock JiyC­

stock 

--------.-..- ----I, --~·1---!--!--!--!---!---!---1 1--

XCII" Engl:l11d: Perce'll/. ['cl'l'pnt Pl' r,l'C 11 I Percent Percellt Percellt Paccni Percent Percellt IPerI.enll Pe, rcenll Percent 
1o'u II O\\,IH'I'~ 1 _ .. ________ _ SO. 0 7S. .J 00.0 88.0 70. () 01. 1 85.2 80.4- 70.7 82. 1 01. 0
Pttl't O\\'I1PI'1>. ____________ _ 10.0 17.0 2S.0 10.0 25.L 5.n 10.0 i).·1 IS. 3 lil.8 0.21'pl1l1l1t,,________________ _ 10. () ,I. (i 5. 5 1. L '1. II 3. 3 3. !l 5. 3 2. 0 2. 0 2. 3 

:'liddlp AUnl1lie: 
Full 0\\'11('1'1> 1 _ _ _ _ ______ .. 70. 4 57. 5 63. I 8,1. n 08.3 87.4 80. 8 73.1 7-1.l 05. 8 88.5 
I'art OWIH'I'" . ___ .. ______ ., _ JO.6 27.8 20. 2 11. 4 21. 8 8. 0 11. 7 18.2 14. 9 18.9 0. !l
Tl'l1flllt$ ______ . __________ _ 13.0 1·.1. 7 10.7 3. 7 !).8 "1. 7 7. 5 8. 7 J 1. 1 15.2 4. (i 

Ensl X ol'lh C('ntrnl:
Full 0\\'1ll'1'1' 1__ .. , _____ , __ , 32.8 30. ii (\ I. 3 G·1. 8 8·1. () 65.2 8·1. 2 57..j 62. 4 00.5 M. 3 85.5 
1':l1'! O\\'Il('I',, __ ....... .. __ _ 20. L 2ti.5 ID. (; 20. !l 11. 3 17.5 10. 0 J8. 5 21. 2 20. n 28. !l n. 3 
'I'1·llllnlR__ •.. __________ • ·.11. I '13.0 10.0 H. 3 4.0 17.2 5. 7 24.2 10. ,j 18. 0 20.8 5.1 

Wp:;t Sor!h C!'lltl'al: 
Full 011"1)('1'5 I, . " ____ .. _ __ 27. S ID.•J 35.7 02.0 78. 0 OL 1 78.0 48. n ·HJ.7 51. 0 33.1 83.8 
I'til't o\\'neI'S_ • ______ .. __ _ aI. .\ 'r 22. I JO. !1 2·1. 3 22.4 22.7 20. 0 8. 310.0 -I. -I 20. 8 10.0 
Tl'nl1Ills.__ ___ _. __ , ___ ... -.10.8 70. () 3(i. 0 10. G I I. n IG.8 1 I. I 26.7 27. 0 20.3 37.3 7. 8 

SOllth Atlnntie: 
Full 0;\'1\('1'8 1 _ _ _' _ _., ·17.8 25.0 32.8 54. (j 87.3 OS. \) 80. ii 76. (i ,\7. 2 81. 3 (i5.8 81. 1 
PHl't OIl'IH'r:4 .• ____ • ___ ', 23. i5 10. (j 12. " 22.3 8.2 17. !l 10. 1 13. (i 20.5 12. ii Ill. 1 JO..J 
1'PIHiIIls line! .~hnl·(,('I'OPI)('I'S __ 28. 8 0·1. 5 5·1. S 23. 1 .1. .\ 13.2 O.•J 0.8 32..J 0.2 15. 1 8. 0 

~cc footllote at etltl of tnllie. 

~ 
Co) 



---

__________________ 
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hi TABLE D.-Percentage distl'ib1ltion ojjal'tn8 in each iype-oj1artn gI'01/.1), by tenure oj operator, major geographic divisions, ... lfJ50--Continllcd 

Type of flu'lll 

General, primarily-
Geographic division lind tcnul'e 

of opcrator Cll~h- OLher \\~gc- Frllit Live- Miscel­
gl':lin Cotton tield tablc and nut Dairy l'ollllr,Y stuck Crop htlH)oUS 

crops Crop Live- und 
stock live­

stock 
.~ ----------- .---------

East SOllth Central: Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Pe/'cent
FilII owners 1_____________ 2,1. 'j 40.0 47.1 77. !) 65. 7 7n. 6 70. 0 .In. 4 6n. !J 62.6 81.8'10. n
Part owners ______________ Hi. 5 n. 7 l'L 5 17. n S. 9 Hi. 4 9. 3 15. 5 IS. 5 17. 1 II). a !l.7 
TCilllIlts and sharecroppers_ 4')~. -I 6,5. \) 36.5 35.0 13.2 17. () 11. 0 14. 5 32. 2 13. 1 18.3 8. 6 

West SOllth Central:
Full OW11ers 1_____________ 61. 2 47. 4 79. 7 30. Ii 25. 7 28. 5 45.3 78.9 57. '1 77.3 58.5 36.1 
Purt owner_______________ 34.4 17. 1 27.1 U. 6 10. 2 24. 9 10.5 25.7 27.1 23.7 28.1 13. 5 
Tenants and sharecroppers_ 35. a 57.1 44.3 30.. 0 10. 9 17.6 12.2 15.8 36.8 15.1 24.4 6. 7 

:\[oun bin:
Full OWIH'rs 1_____________ ,j8.5 84.1 66.7 83.2 5].8 49.1 65.1 51. 7 82.236. 5 40. 4 44. 5 
Pnrt Owll('['S. _____________ 3S. !) 28. 2 20. 0 21. 5 \).0 21. 2 11. 3 38. 3 20. 5 2,t () 28. a lO.1 
Trnan~ 2,t 6 31. ,l 3·!. 6 30.1 6. \) 12.1 5. 4 9.8 30.3 10.2 20.4 7.8 

Pacific:
FilII OWI1('rs 1_____________ 65.2 54. !l 77.0 64.1 76.836.5 51. 6 52. 1 46. 1 84. a 6G.l SO. 5 
Part owners ______________ 11. 4 38.3 28. 2 28. 2 25. 5 ll. !l 17. !J 6.2 25. 5 28. 2 16.2 24. 5Tenallts__________________ ') .. oJ_0. ~ 20.2 Ill. 7 28. 5 6. a 16.0 4.4 n. 3 16.9 6.8 11. 4 11.8 

-

1 Includes mnllllgl'rs. 

U.S. Census of Agl'il!ultul'l': ] 050 (53, v.2, p. 1286) . 



A further refinement of the analysis by type of farm was made by 
grouping States into roughly similar type-of-farming areas without 
rega,rd to the. usual regIOnal and divisional classifications. Most 
States do not fall readily into a single type-of-farm classification. 

• 
However, two groups of States appear to be reasonably homogeneous. 
Tenure data were combined for the 13 States in which, in general, 
dairying is the major farm enterprise and for the 7 States in which 
cotton is the chief crop. By using State data, it was possible to 
regroup the available census information and obtain tenure ratios 
of owners, tenants, and farm laborers by type of farm from 1880 
to 1D50. 

A striking contrast in tenure trends by type of farm is shown be­
tween the dairy States in figure 6 and the cotton States in figure 1. 
In 1880, ownership status in the dairy States was higher than the 
national average. From 1880 to 1950, it remained above 50 percent 
of the adult male agricultural work force. But ownership status 
among the cot~on States was below the national average in 1880 and 
also from 1880 to 1950. The reversal of the downward trend in 
mynership status was first noted for the cotton States in 1930, while 
the decline in the dairy States continued lmtil 1940. 

Differences in tenancy and sharecropper status between the two 
groups of States are even more striking: The proportion of tenants 
in the adult male agricultural work force in the dairy States was 
relatively low and varied little during the 80-year period. Tenancy 
and sharecropping in the cotton States was at a high level in 1880 
and rose rapidly lmtil 1930. In these States, the decline of tenancy 
und sharecropper status since 1030 has been swift. In general, trends 

• DAIRY STATES: FARM WORK FORCE 
Tenure of Adult Males* 

% 

50 

1900 1920 1940 1960 
I-IAIHE. N.H., VT., />lASS., R. I. CONN•• nd., p~" .y.JCH•• i¥Jr•• MINH., OREG., AtID WASH, 

• * ACE 20 A.ND OVER 60ATA FOP. la90 AUD 1910 nOT COMPARABLE 

1;, S. DfPA,'1:TMt.'H V;:. ACRICUlTtH!£ 

Figure 6 
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COTTON STATES: FARM WORK FORCE 
Tenure of Adult Males* 

% • 


1940 1960 
!. c" CA •.- AL.A., /IoIISS •• LA., ARK., ""'0 OKLA. * ACE 20 A/'IO OVER 

u. s. OEPARTl,\e~1T OF AGRICULTURE' 

Fi{/lire 'I 

in proportions of laborers il\ the adult male farm work forc~ in the 
cotton and dairv States di\·el'!!ecL until HHO. Between 1\)40 anel 1\)50. 
declines 1n pl'o])ortions of fttl'm laborers of about the same magni~ • 
tude "ere noted in each gronp of States. 

CHANGES IN AGE AND TENURE OF FARM OPERATORS 

The changing age strllcture of farm operators in relation to tenure 
status has held the attention of researchers for some time. In 191u, 
Spillman and Golc1en\wiser noted tlInt in recent censuses the per­
centages of tenants among farm operators grouped by age hnd been 
highest for ~hose uncleI.' ~i), diminishing with successively older nge 
groups. They conclucledthat ;'... by far the greater proportion of 
young men who stnrt out as tenants succ('ed in becoming owners" 
(41, 1). 3;2.'3). Golc1enweiser and Truesc1ell found the same pattern 
from their study of 1920 census data. Although they pointed out 
that tenalley percentages for [~ll age groups of brm operators had 
tended to incrense from cellsus to census, they concluded that the 
great majoriLy of farmers still spenel the latter part of their lives as 
lIlclependent. owners (f2B: 7). .174). On the basis oe census data to 
19+0, Dr. Black and his assoei:ltes concluded that because the pro­
portion of tenall("Y has incrcased in thl' 'yOlUl~Cl' ages (2;) to +l yefLrs): 
"our tenants on tIl(' \\'ho](· an' therefore getting younger rnJher than 
older .. :' (10, p. 17.]). 

Cox, writing in In·1:+, criticized the us(' of census ag~' data in • 
analysis 01' tenlln' ('hallg~";:; and cOlltendcd that the figllrN; show only 
t1mt the oldcl" nll'1l IeI'I 011 the' farm were predominantly owners. 
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"They do not- take into a('COlm! tlu' possihility that many [01'111('1" 

fenants may have failNl to pslablish th(>1lls{'ln';; as OW1H'rs~ slipppd 
down tile la<ldl'l' to til(> stalU;; of fanl1 labor!'!";;. sOI1,!.!ht· a brighter 
[111111"(' in tlw ('ilie:;. or \)1.'('11 ('liminated oth('rwisp" (,.J. p. lo.n. 

In If)+~, Taylor. Dneolr. and Hn!!ood 8ho\\'(,<1 thai from li-i!)() until 
i!),W. till' 1l1C'di'an 11,!.!C's for all tellUl"t. ('1;15S('S l"OSl' n101"P or 1(>;;;; s{(>nc1ily 
(tabl(> 10). Despite the ,!!(>neral agin,l! of the population, howen!r. 
till' H)50 C(>IlSI1S sho\yed that the median :l!!e of farlll operators and 
farm lnuor(>l"S had dt'clin(>(l <lurin!! till' prpl'ediJl!! dl'l"ade. La!Jon']"s 
partieula1'lr W(>I:(' substantially ):ol1n,!.!(,1" as a irol1]l than ill IH40. 
Bnl tile 1"e('enl d('eiin(> in th(' lt1(>dian a,!.!('" of tenants. ShlH·l'<"l"Oppers. 
alld ffU'm In1>or('1"5 does not pro,'p rhat' ,!.!reai:H lll111lbers of penmns in 
these groups are now aclntlH"iu,!.! to own('rship status thall formerl.\". 
FurtlIPr. th(> fad that O\'el' the veal'S ll'IHlllt", ha\"(' had a median a!!(' 
a.pproximately In to 1:2 :y£!ill'S belo\\" that. of OWJ1(>l'-operntol"S does n'ot 
doculUent the lad(le!" theon-. Cross-sE'rtion staristies of this kind fail 
to p\"()\'ide information n~ to the ("!lief ways in which indiYiclunl", 
:l('jli('\'l' o\\'nel'-opE'l':ltorslli]l. 

'J'_\BLI~ 10.- J[I,dian lI{H (!f mall afll'icultural w()l'kel'g (fwd ;20 (ll/r/ll ra, 
by iellUI'!' I!f lCOrh:n', Clli{('c/ Si(lte,~, lS[JO-l/}50 

Farm opera tors 
: F"ar111 \\·n{rt~ 

t and "alH~~ 
'rotal l Tellullts alld I work!'r< 

;~har(-,(,l"OPIH'r"r 
'~--- ,._-) "~~"~--~"I'--~----: 

,'ears }'('(/rs .} 'f(tl".~ } 'UJr:i' 
1Hi'i(J ••• -.IS. :~ i) I. :{ :l!J. 7 :!(j. li
19·1ii. ·19,0 iiI. H ·t'J I ' 

[9,10 ·18. 4 t):!.7 .10: ~ ; 

lH:~O ·I(i. I ;'i I. I as. H

IH20 •.1.1. 2 
 ·IS. ·1 :~7. 7 
1910 ,Ia. ;j -17. 7 ao..~ 
1900 3·1,1. (j 13,1f'.2 3 aK ()
ISHO. _ ~ ,1·1. 2 13_17.7 1 :)7. II 

I Jncludp,; IllHnager". 
2 The IH20 C('lI"lI,; Wit" tnkpn in ,Tanlltlry, \\'h£>r(':\.'; tit" Ig;m to I!J.ilJ ('('U"IlSP::; 

Wl'rl" tak('11 in ApriL Th" III PrI i:ut agp of wag!' anrI "'Idary work!'r,; "hOII'll for 
)920 if; probably ",olllewlwt higlH'r thall wOllle! 111(\'(' h('('11 tlte ('(lSI' hnd till' cell~ml 
hC(,1l tak('1! il! ApriL ~(·w.;onal :l('('!';;!'iOIlH to farlll W:t!!;l' w{)rk('r~ illcilldl' largf'r 
proportiOIll' of younger work!'r:; [han is tllP (,:l"!' for tho,;!' Plllploy"d ill lIIidwintpr, 

3 ('ollsists of h('ad~ of honspholds of o\\'II('d :tnd rell t I'd inrlll h()I)lt'H; lIot pn'c:i~!'ly 
('olllpamhll' wit h ot ht'r JIlI'ClianH. 

~l('diam; for farm opprn\or;; ('olllput,·d [mll1 c1nla ill till' IH.iO (\'IlSIl~ of Agri­
culture (:)8, t'. !. p. S.n; lIl('dinns fer \Iagr' :u,d ;;nlnry workr·!"s ('ollljmt"d from 
censuses of populatioll datH Oil o('!'ujl:ttiolls for fllW("ifi('d YI'arfl (fi!/). 
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Age-cohort Analysis 

A more revealing but still indirect approach involves tracing a 
group of farm operators from one census to the next. This is done 
inferentially by comparin n· a 10-year age group in one census with 
the age group 10 years 01c[o1' in the next census. It is assnmecl that 
each lO-year age group in one census is composed mainly of the sur- • 
,-ivors 9 of the next younger lO-year age group from the preceding 
census. A 10-year age group of rn,rm operators is identified by the 
period cluring which its members were born. The tenure experience 
of each homogeneous age cohort of farm operators is traced from the 
time of entry into the farm work force to the eml of the cohortls 
working life. Thus, indirectly, the changing tenure pattern 1S de­

• "Sm"\'iYors" here inC'lude those who (1) do not die and (2) do nol retire or 
move into either f'lrm-Iaborer status or nonagricultural pUl·suits. 

rr.\BLI'; II. X1(IIlI){l'.~ (!f OWllfl'.'! ((1111 (!! t('l/a1/t.~ and s/tw'(icl'oppel'.'! ill aye 
1880-1 il/iU, 

I i 
, _\1-('" nttnillPd }.\' cohort,.; at "11('('(',,~i\'(' ('(,II~lI" v('ars I

1-------'-----------=-----',I (-I1(I!'I' Zii .\·P:I ..": 2;)-3·1 ypar;; 

-----------,--------- ­
P(·dod in wirip/1 

('()irOl't Wll:-; 1urll 


(t(\Il:-:n=-, 1\'n­ TPll­
y"(~.il· :tll(l' :tnt,,; 

O\\'n­ alld ('('nSHS \' 0\\,11- and 
er;; shnre­ y<'ar t (~I~ ! ~hnr('­ •

(,I'Op­ , l'l'OP­

PC'I''': JlPn; 

ThoM, Tho 118, 'rlwU8. 

1856-65____ 18S0 (2) (2) I UWO ;jan

18G6-75_____ . __ IIS.90 71 I·" WOO 5-11 

1876-85__ .• _. 1.9(J() 70 1!Hl I 1fJ J(J' OZI 

188G-95 ___ • __ -- 191O 08 317 j, If)]O iiG 1 

1896-1905 __ U},!(} ~.­

"I ~!ll J.900 :3:~5 I
1006-15____ .:-- -- ll.9fJO ,J7 :~22· W.W -1 33311'116-25____ ... __ 4!1 1.9;10 ·141I9.l0 1!l3 

-..___ ____ l~_1926-35•• - - WfW ·18 I:!O . 
~ ~ 

1 8xcludes manager;;, 

2 Not available. 


U.S, C('nslIs of Ag-riCl11turc, 1880-1950 (58). 

• 
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picted during the working life of successive "wRves" or "generations" 
of IRrm operators. This method was used most extensi\'ely by TtLy­
lor, Ducoff, and Hagood in their 10-:1:8 study (44, pp. 17'-21) in which 
they used data throu!!h the 104:0 census. Data from the 1950 census 

• 
were include(l in the study reported here. '1'11(' ltpproach was first 
used by Black and Allen in 1037 (9), Rlthough it 'was described 
briefly by Goldenweiser nnd Truesdell in 1924: (:32, I)' 89). 

In table 11, for example, the group of farm operators under 25 
years of age in 1890 is the age cohort born during ti1e period 186G­
75. The numbers in the cohorts may be traced through successive 
decades by mO\'illg across the line to the next o1c1er age group. Thus 
in the line labeled "cohort born dming the period 1866-75" the en­
tries for "under 25 years" were taken from the 1890 census, and the 
entries for "25 to 3·l: years" from the, 1900 census. Table 12, ''ihich 
was derived from data in table 11, indicates the net tenure changes 
that occurred in each cohort during each decenniRl period. 

cohorts of male farm ol)erators, by a{fes attaineel at sllcce8sire cenSll,~ years, 
C:niled Stales 1 

Age:; attained by cohort.,; at succe;:;:;ive census years-Continued 

-----------------------------------------------------------_.-----­
35-44 years -15-5·l years il5-(H Yl'ars U5 .\·(·ars and over 

Tenure Tt'llure T('uUre Tl'lIllre 
I---------- 1 f j ----~ -~--~,i 

CenSllS I i 
j 

Tpn- : Cen- ' j Ten- ' Cell- ' Tell- CPll- Ten­
year i ants' SllS ; , :lilts i SllS ant" ants 

1Own-, and ,year; 0\\,11-, alld 'Yl"al' OWI1- and year OWlI-, and• 
i 

! ers share- cr:l shan~- : ers sharp- Pf:, sharp­
i ' crop- , crop- I ; erop- : , crup­

pel's I pcrs i pers persI' 


: i
-------------- --------,-------- - .~- "--.........--,­
, 

, 'l'hOll.~. : Tholls, ' , Thou .•. ThouI'. ' 'l'hmm. Tholl.~. Tho/IS, Th(JlI,~. 

t lUOO !JOS 502 WID :1, O:3!i :~S·! 1!I20 iHI 2()(i W.11J :iG:3 111 , WIO !liD 585 , I !J20 .I, 021 ·!·!i lIMII i\)·1 2G:) 1!I-iO lin:, 1:1:J
I 

111;20 \Jas Gal : lfldO !J.l:) 505 lfIF) SOO 282 : 1.'1,111 (itil [:H 
I U.:30 i(Hj Ui2 , l.'1·iO !)ii [ ·IG\) l.'JiiO ,)- [.Il)S-') 
1lJ40 60S iii·1 l!JiiU \lW 2-1:1I

I 
I 1lJ50 81S ;lua ... - .. 

~ ~ ~!------- . . -~. '" - . - - . 
! __ - - - ~ - 1 __ .. ~ ~ ,. 

:..-----.:-- .•.•__._-----_.... 

• 
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The pattern of ownership by age groups revealed by the 1950 cen­
sus suggests a tenure situation more nearly in line w'ith the ladder 
hypothesis than those suggested by data from earlier censuses. From 
1910 to 1950, a substantIal increase in number of owners and a de­
crease in lUunber of tenants and shiLrecroppers were experienced by 
the two age cohorts that were in their most productive years. These 
were (1) the [I,ge cohort born during the period 1896-1905, and pass­
ing from "age 35 to 4:4 years" to "age 45 to 51 years," and (2) the 
age cohort born during the period IHO()-l:i, and passing from 
"age 25 to 34 yea,rs" to ';age 35 to 4:4 real'S" clming the decade. Ac­
cording to table 12, these frLVorable tenure changes were greater than 
in comparable staues of the working life of any earlier age cohorts 
about 'which data~are ayailable. However, the overall picture, as 
presented by cohort analysis, is not conclusive. This type of analysis 
does not reveal the SOlU"Ces of yarious tenure shifts up the agricul­
tural ladder. Increases in number of owners in a cohort mn,y come 
from farm laborers. tenants. or nonfn,rlll workers. Some indidduals 
may make the shift from farm laborer to tenant to owner in less 
than a decade, in which case the mo\'ements may have been obscured. 

TABLE l'2.-C/tanges in lIumbers of owners and of tenanis and s/tare­
1880-1950, 

I 
Cohort pm/!;res:ws from Cohort progrl'sses from I 

"uIlder 25" to "25-34" years "25-3!" to "35-4-1" ycars 

Chang;t's during Changes during 
Period in decade in lIum- decade in num­

which cohort ber llf- ber of­
was born 

Censlls Census 
ye:,rs Tenants years ITenants 

and I and 
Owners share- Owners share­

crop- crop­
pers pers 

ThollS. j ThollS. [ Tholls. Tholl.~. 
18.'i6-65 _______ (2) 1890-1900 -411880-.90 (~) +369
1866-75 _______ 1890-1900 I +-l70 I -!..50G 1900-10 +429 -68 
1876-85_______ -l- ij.l;5 i1.900-10 f ..1..578 U1I0-20 +~H7 -1-113 
1886-95 _______ 10IO-flO +4Ga l ..!..4:l7 }fJ20-S0 +205 -82 
18!)6-1905_____ 1,cJ;!0-30 +2·18 I ++12 19;30-40 +:~3:~ -12!)
Ul06-15 _______ lOdO-40 , W,jO-50 +·185 -2·l{j-!-28G I +287
H1l6-25 _______ 19.jO-50 -:- 392 +208 1----------·1 ------- --------1 

! 

1 E;{clud('R mllll[l).Wrs. 

~ Not !wail:Lble. 
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The changes in percentage of O'lYners in each cohort during the 
decades give additioI1nJ insight into the shifting patterns of farm 
tenure. In table 13, only the group aged 65 and over show a constant 
percentage of owners during the 60-y£>ar period. Trends for the 

• 


• 


• 


two YOlll1gest groups reyeal the c1eeline in ownership status from 
1890 to 1930. Substantial losses also were felt among the 35 to 4:4 
and 45 to 54 year a!!e gronps. The 55 to 6·.1: year age group increased 
its percentage of o\Yllers between 1900 and 1920. All age groups 
showed an increase in ownership status in 19+0 and except for the 
oldest group a substantial increase in 1950. In 1950, for the first 
time, the group 0 f f:trm operators aged 55 to 6,1 had :t higher per­
centage of owners than the group aged 65 and over. This reflected 
the influence of continuedfn,rm prosperity on the ability of farm 
owners to retire. Although ttpparently the prosperous 1940's came 
too late to influence markedly th(' tel1tu·(' status of those who neared 
the end of their 'working lin;s during that decade, the proportion of 
owners in the youngest group has more than doubled since 1930. 

crop],ers in age cohorts oj 'male jarm operators during lO-year periods, 
Cnited States I 

I Cohort progr('sses from Cohort. progresses from 1 Cohort progresses from 
"35-·1-1" to '··15-54" years "45-54" to "55-0·1" years I "55,-6·1" to "65 years 

nnd over" 
I 

1 ;-'-------,-----;----

Changes dUring,' ! Chllnges during Changes dur­
dec:!de in ! decade in I' ing decade in 

number of- I llumb!}r of- , number of-

Census C('nsus l' , I CensllS 
yenrs Ten­,~~~~ years Ii ~~~ yeurs 

I I 
ants 

Owners I' und ,Owllers 11lld , Own- und 
, share- shnre- ers 

I 
share­

crop- . crop- crop­
pers . : ! pers I pers1--,--,

I 

I i '-,--'-1-
Thous. Tholls·l ITholls.l Tholl.I'. , TholiS., 'l'holls. 

1900-10 +128! -118 ',1910-20 -255 -178j1.920-30 -218 -U5 
1910-20 +51 -138, 1920-S0. -227 -18.111980-40 -101 -130 
1920-S0 +5 I -120 : 1980-40 I -83 -223 1940-50,-Hl9 -151 
1980--W +185 i -20:l 11940-60 -!J9 -323 !_________.___________ _ 

I~~~~~~~l~~~~=:: ~~~~=:=========j======~l=====:~,=========1====== ======
• I _________._______' ____~______~____~___ 
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TABLE 13.~PcrNnl(ly(' fl.! OU'Il('1'S 1'/1 age cohorl8 oj male jarm operators, by (/!JI'S atildned at s1Lccessive census yeal'S, 

1880-liJ50, l/lliteci Stales 1 

Ages attained hy cohorbl at; ;;\I('l'cssh'o t'ell~l1R YOMS 

:~5 ~·t'.1 y('nr:; .\ 5-5·\ j'l'/trs 55-G·l yean, G5 yOMS and 0\'1'1'_~:d:r :?5.)·~:~r~, 1 2'i_~a:I,~'Pllr" .,1I'l'riod ill with-it 
('ohorl WIIS horn ' I 

(}I\'IH'rti II 011'1)('1'::; o\\,11 (' r:; Ownprs OWlicrs Owners1
('I'IlS11S \ a;l p('r- ('('m'l1~ , a" )H'r­ ('('n~\IS II:; pl'r­ (~('n::;l1s I as PCI'- Census Its per- CcnsuR liS per­

YN.l: !(,l'lltll),(l' Yl'ar Il'('nt:\~e y!'nr ('el\l:\),([' ye/lr cen tag(' ye/lr l'enlltgc year rentage 
of 0Pl'I·' t of opl'r­ i of opl'r ­ of OIH'r- of O]let'- of 01)('1'­

:tlor" ilIon; ntors :ltOI'f; :tlors .. ,." ._... I n\or,.; I ! 
·-l·~-""··---"-·--·""-·-.-.. -~.,--- .. ,-

PaCt 111 I l'crCfIlI P(,l'ecllt Percent Pcrcent Pacent 
18:{\\-·1<) 181W (~l 1870 (2) lSS() (2) 1890 75.5 1000 70.7 1010 S·l, 9 
IS·H)-ii5. J870 (2) 1880 (2) 18.'JO G·J. 0 1900 (j.\. >\ 1910 78. 7 llJ.eO S:3, '1 
lSiiu-tl,) 188() (2) 18.90 •.I\l. 8 ltJOO (j,I.·1 1010 7:3. 0 lOBO 70. J 10':10 S:~. 5 
lSllU-7iL lS[JO ;{:2. (l t' WOO ·15. :~ HlllJ G:2..J U)20 GO. G 1080 75. I 10.~O 83. n 
.IS7uR5 . ,WOO :27. (j 1OJ() .\.\' .\ 1!120 5\), R 1980 G5. J 1940 75. a 1060 8:3. oj 

18!-Ui n;l I J[}J 0 :?a. (j if! 10 .\:? 7 1II.Hi 5:? n 1940 fi7.0 191iO Sfi..J 
I 8\)(i .. l no,) I 1.'J.HJ :?;{. 0 1.'180 I ;{:? ;{ [.<1:0 5:1. R I .f(JiiO 78. \J ,,__ _ _.. .' j' 

I\J(}()15 . 1[/dO 1:2.7 I JiIW I a5.·1 /!I;j(} G!l. :2 I.. -- ........ ,,- --.. -.. -, ." -.. -.... ........ .. .. ---_... .. 

1\11 ri·:?;) .\ 1!i.)(J :20.5\ Jf/ill I 5:2.7 . 1''''''--- '. _.. - ,,_.----- ....-.. ·1------­Ill:lG-·a5 . JIJ;j(} :2R. () j' 'j _ .. -, ... --- .. -~- .. -.,.-- ....- -- .. ~~ _. ~ ... ~--- .. 

I ..... ,..•._._._.___..! ..._____._•. 

~ 

-- ~~..-------~------- ~.-. -~.-- .. 
J E'(dl1(h'~ III:magl'r'. 
z :\01 :w:tilailip . 
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In 1890, WlWll liInd WlIS rl'latiyC'ly chellp an.d some public land of 
£;trill qun.lity wa:, anLi\:tble, about a thir(l of all farm operators under 
25 years of a~e wert' owners. X 0 similnT age group has had so hrge 
It propoLtion of owners sim'e thllt time. But in 1930, the ('ohor~ bo1'll 
dtlring th~' pt'I'io<1 1!)O()-15 lmd Ollly about Ifnl'm 0\\"111:-1' in 8 opera­
rors. In Ifl;jO (whell its agp spread was 35 io 4-1), it hnd reached a 
le"d of O\"Il(~r"'hip hi,!!ht-t' lit that stag(' than any l}rexiotls cohort for 
I"hieh data aw anlihLlJlp. ",YhlLte,'er consiciernJions influence the pro­
portion of lwginningffU'l\WrS who a1'(' OWIW1'S, one may conclude that 
suell factoL's fll'e lrLl',t!ely out wpigh('d by the clmnging social and eco­
nomic ('l\"iL'onmel1t dming the working li·fe of these farmers. In 
ng('s OJ yelLrs and on'!". ,dl('n most flU'lll operators slow down or re­
tin'. the perC'pntages () f \"lH' tPmaining -j'al'm operators who own their 
[al'IlIS hay(', been ltbout tll(' ;,;lUll(' for lLU ('ohOl'ts (lu!"in!!' the veHI'S 1'01' 
which drrta, axe nntilahle. It has \'aL'ie.d by no mor~ than' 21h 1)et'­
(,pntage poims 1)l't\"PPll any 2 (,PUSH::; )'P1U'S clming that time, 

Se"('l'(1.1 qupstion:-; an' $Ilgges{pd by the preceding desC'l'iption of 
('hn.ng(:>8 in tIll' {('\lure status of '[ilr111wol'kers during the last three­
({Hartet'S of a ('Plltmy. First. what long-run forces' opel'lltecl in the 
IflrJ11-iellUl'l' sitnation so thnt cluring the yenrs~ owner-operators con­
stituted only alJ(Hlt half of tIl(' adult 11.ulle agriclllt1ll'll1 work force? 
~e('on(l. wlui t has beel1 l'Psponsi ble '1'01' thei nipro,'ement in the fn.rm­
tenure situarion SilH'(, llip mid-l!l:lCJ's? Thil'd. what Jarm-tenure c1('­
\'p]o[)nwnts may 11(' l'Xppctp<1 in the future? Answers to these ques­
t ions al'p exploJ'Nl ill the pag('s that Joilow, 

LONG-RUN F.ACTORS IN THE F.ARM":TENURE 
SITUATION 

Tht, fal'Jtl-tf'IllU'P si IIW (iOll ill i Ill' I-n ilNI :-;t ales f'om])n I'PS fn ,'ombly 
with Ilutl ill ll1all~' 0111('1' c'Olm! rips, Dill' g(,IH'I'ally ll('cpptecl ideal for 
farIll ppoplp i,.: thaI of o\\"]H'I'.o]H'I'aipd famil,'" farms, ",'11r huw so 
muny oj' Olll' fal'lll pl'opl!' nol IH'(,11 nh1p I () IH'hip\'p thi~ gon.l? To 
lInc1PI'stall(l IIII' fnl'lll-!"pllUI'l' sit ua! ion in thp liJ.!ht of this question, 
(JJlt' l1lu,.:t PXHllIi])p thp intpl'nl'i iOIl or I'Hl'iOll'" tl'C'hIlOlo!!lC aBd ;,ocio­
('('ol1omic' [:wtOI'S within til(' I'llI'm H'PIH' ()\'Pt' tl!p lOll,'! pull. In doing 
this. \\"p ponsi(lp!" IIP!"(' t11 I'P!' pllPIlOJllellil t11at 1>Pf11' on the qllestion as 
((] why fal'lll ()\\'l1PI'-o]lPl'atol',.:hi pitas not hpell en'11 1ll0l'l' ,gplleru]ly 
nttaillPcl: 11) TIlt' anlilahilit ,. to Ollr [nt'l11el's of laud nnc1 rapital: 
(~) Ill(> c'olltinlliu!! sllppl," or' I'ul'al manpO\\"eJ' in !'xcess of Iflhol' re­
/l'li I'PH1ents in H!!!'jc'Hlt 1I1'P. t\p"pit P C'ollst:mt migrnJ ion into ot hpJ' pur­
::\1 its: and (:~) fluctuation:; in 1 )Ilsioe"::; Hct i I'ity, 

AVAILABILITY OF LAND AND CAPITAL 

The Disappearance of the Frontier 

OWllPJ''; han' 1\1'\'1'1' pOIl,;1 itlltpcl 1Il1l!'h IllOJ'!' than hulf of the ngri­
('Ilitur:ll lailol' forc'!' "iJl<'P tpllnrp statisti('s IV!'!'I' first pollPf'jed. il.llcl 
{bpI' clP(·lilll'<lill I'l'latin' illlpnt'talll'p fOl' a llllmI,PI' of dpC'lHles aftpr 
},,\";0, ('n\lW \llP;-;{' pJn'}101111'llll hI' atll'ilnlt1'd io 1111' f'lo;;ing or Illf' 
fJ'outiPl' HI'ouml j'>!ltl Hurl till' slll>:-'PCflll'llt SI'tlt't'ily or fJ'(,(, OJ.' ('hpttp 
farm lrtnd ! 
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One might e~-pect that in 1880 or 1890, the Western States would 
have had a re.latiyely hif!h percentage of owner-operators among 
their adult male agricllltnrnl workers, because thl'se Stn.tes still had 
tUlsettled areas or had only recl'ut]y passed out of tbe frontier period. 
Also, as these original settlers died off 01' retired during the next few 
decades, the percentage o{ oWlH'r-opprlLtorshi p in these St'utes might 
have been expected to'decrease. In [l genera,l ,my, Stn.te data rm'eal • 
some. evidence of such c1eyelopments. 

It would be incorrect, howen'l" to condude that the disltppearnnce 
of the frontier influenced stronp:Jy the In,ter tenure composition of 
the male agricultuml work force either in the countT}' as a whole or 
in particular areas. TIH' idea of an earlie,r abundance of good and 
easily accessible agricult ural land beyoncl the frontier should be 
neitller oyersimpli6ed nor oreremphnsized. To understancl the in­
fluence of the frontier, one must consider the sequence of e\'ents in 
settlement. the pattern of population movement, the economic costs 
and the physical cliflicnlties of making forest or prairie land into 
farms, and the larp:e nnmbers of European immigrants who were at­
tracted to rural America by reports 0:[ cheftp land. 

The so-cn,lled "frontiel' of sett'lement" ,\'ftS an imap:inary line only. 
For a time. subsbtntial arl'ns behind the ~rl'ontipr wpre still largely 
unsettled. The cenSllS dpfinec1 the "frontipr of sP{-tlemenr~ as the 
populatioll-densit.'-limit o-f: 2 settll'l's ppr square mile. Fmthermore, 
a frontipr family conlc1 farm only n, small aCl'ea~l'; thp homestead 
preemption limit was commonly 1GO acres (a quurtpr-spction, or one­
fourth squarp mile): and the households of most settlprs probably 
contained at least 2 pl'l'sons. Thus, if only 1 quarter-section in ,~ 
were farmpd in an area. t-!lC population densit.'- of t1ULt al'pa would be 
mol'P thun 2 persons l)('r sqllarp mile. ..:\s murh as three-fourths of an 
area behind the frontier might- hp lI11clainwcl 01' llllo('('upiecl. Hence •• 
for some timp. land settlenwnt and c1e\'l'lopment nrtivitil's were prob­
ahly more aeti\"(' behind tlll' frontier than beyond it. For example, 
from the time of the nominal rlosing 0'[ the frnn!ipr in l~mo. until 
J930, four times as m\lrh land was 110mest'padecl as in fhp thrpe prp­
ceclinp: decades (:Jij. Jrrj(j. p. 18,n. 

The fronJiC'l' wuS not an orderly line flULt monel stendilY from the 
East to thl' ,\l'st. Rallwl'. it \~'ns a raggpd 'frill!!p of ·spttlement. 
Only in gel1Pral diredioll wns its expnnsio;l westwl{l·cl. In 1880, for 
example, "inmll parts of 5ur11 ::old" States as M(Linp. XC'\, Hampshirl', 
K ew lork. ~Iiehip:an. \\"isronsin. and ~ri nnesotn. \\'('I'P still "beyond" 
the frontipr, along with lar!!e parts of all the :-;tn.tC'5 on 01' beyond 
the 100th 111l'ric1ian (JD. 7'71. En. 28.9). 

Farmmn.king on ni' nl'IU' tlll' 'frontiC'l' was not as pasy or as illE'xpcn­
si,-e as might be supposed. ~rlleh o'f fhe potentirtlly more desirabk 
fnrmln,nd was qni('kl.\' ta\;:P!1 11p by neighhorinp: farmers and by spC'c­
nlutors who, :mtici pating :l fulu re ri5(' in land yallll' as the urea of 
settlenwut be('nnw more denst', gold it to ]n.ll' comprs for ns mtwh ns 
they could get (121). 

The cost of impr(n'ing l'lt\\- farmland-il1c1ndin,g out-of-pocket, ex­
penses for both fann c1pvplopnwnt and family subsistence--was con­
siderable, "'hen relatpd to eompru'able Wftge rates on farms Ot' in. 
towns. The pioneer had to obtain transporbltion to the ,Vest fot' 
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himself and his fn,mily and proyide subsistence lmtil the first crops 
were in. If forestecl, his land had to be clea,red; if prairie, the sod 
had to be broken and rDUed. If the pioneer did the work: himself, 
the period of waiting for his first hiLLTcst was lengthened and during 

• 
this period the family had to buy its subsistence. If he had the 
work done on contract, the cash cost was substantittl. A shelter had 
to be built and fences raised, both of which were difIicult and expen­
sive in prairie country. As in older agricultural regions, pioneer 
farmers needed capital for implements, seed, draft animals, and 
other livestock. 

Frontier farmmnking was thus not an ensy process nvai1nble to all 
(16, 38). In the 1850's, for exnmple, the mi.nimum capital required 
to establish a farm was in the neighborhood of $1,000, and during 
this period 11. man would hnye done ",voll to save $50 a :yeaT, working 
for prevailing wnges either in town or on a farm (16r 

Even before the so-calleel disappearance of the frontier, the scram­
ble for 1}eW laml wns intensified by the stencIil)' rising tide of immi­
grants from the Old Wodd. "\Vord of free or cheap lnnd induced 
substantial numbers of European immigrants to setHe in rural 
America. Both before and after 1890, thei r coming tended to in­
crease the cliiliculty of access to farmland (39). 

• 

Land nen.r the frontier wns 11m-er "free" and easily accessible to 
all, and the closing of the frontier did not mark a cIrastic turning 
l)oint in our land-tenure situati.on. During the early 20th century, 
the rapid decline in the proportion of owncr-operators in the agri­
cultural work force of some of the more recently settled Western 
States was doubtless caused p!trtly by the closing of the frontier. 
But other nationwide and local developments that tended to reduce 
the relative frequency 0:£ oWller-operators among the agricultural 
work force were probttbly more important. 

Land Less Scarce Than in Other Countries 

Even since the :£rontier was closed, a,·ailable agricllltnral land has 
not been as scarce relative to the population as it has been in most 
other countries. Ignoring variations in productivity of Jand, the 
3.1 acres of arable land per capita of tob)'l popUlation in the United 
Stat'es at mid-twentieth century contrasts with 1.28 for the ,,'orId as 
a whole, 0.64: for the continent of Asill, and 0.29 and 0.20 for China 
amI Japan, respectively (19~ 7). 416). 

These figures, 11owO-1'or, do not take into consideration the level of 
a people's agricultnraJ technology. vYhcn techniques of agricultural 
produetion anclmarketing tHe wen n.dvaneecl, one fru·m family can 
produce the food and fiber needed for a lUlmber of families, thereby 
releasing the other familics for production of other consumer goods 
and sen-Ices and reducing the pressure of population on the land.C1O 

• 
10 The level of industrial technology is also relevant to the question of popu­

lation pressure on agricultural lanel. A. nation lllay specialize in nonagricul­
turnl cOllllllo(lities and trade sOllie of these .fot' its needed food alld fiber, How­
ever, few countries with "backwurd" agricIlltural tcchnifjues posscss ad,'unced 
industrial tcchniques. 
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Besides possessing 11 rp.lI1tl,·ely hrge acreage of amble lanel per cap­
ita, the United StaLes is also fOl'huu1te in huving aclmuceel agricul­
tural terlmiqu('s fhn.t reduce the ('trccti,-e llressnre of its population 
on the bnd. Thlls in this country. there n,re 16.5 acres of lLntble land 
per cI1pita of agricultural population, contrnsted with such compara­
ble figures as 2.2 for the ,Yol'lc1 as a whole. 0.9:1, for HlP continent of 
A.sia, and 0.7 :for Chinn ('i'D. 1). .!,.'I(J). '~,hen agricultlll'n.lland is reIa- • 
ti,'('ly abundant, lancl-(('nure prohlems tenel to be less pressing tlutn 
when Jand is r('latin,ly scarce. ~onetheless. in the United States, 
lanel has always IJeell s~d1iC'i(,lltly sca.rce to mal~e competition for flll'tn­
land keen. 

High Capital Investment Per Farm 

TIll:' amount of rapitnl ne('ded for ownership of land, buildings, 
li,'esioek. llnd ~'qllipnlt'll{ [mel to meet operating expenses for nl1 em­
("ient :tamil)- :farm has always bN'll large compareel with the earning 
potential of a typiC'al :fa.rm :family. 

In 1057. for exampl(', inn'stuwnJ p('r :fal'll1 a.Yernged ahout $27.000 
fOl' the COlUltl'." as n. \\-hol(', considering C'ommercial :farms together 
,,-illl residential and parrot ime bnns (fig. 8). For commercial 
:famiIy-opPl'fttC'd fal'm~, inYC'stnWIlI pel' :fnrm '''us somewhat hirrher; 
it nniC'cl ('ollsiclern.hly among different types of f:trrns and fal~ning 
arens (fig. f)). 

INVESTMENT PER FARM 
$ THOUS, 
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INVESIM1ENT PER FARM 
Se/eded Commercial Family-Operated Forms 

TYPE ot URM 

CASH GRAIN 
(CORN BELT) 

SHEEP RANCHES ....... .' 

(N. PLAINS) 

WINTER WH EA T ......... 'llii~illb1mITITIill~[]~
( S. PLAINS) '1 

DAIRY 
(CENTRAL NORTHEAST) 1940m 

_in 1940 dollars 

)958 { § in 1958 dolla,rsCOTTON ..................~~ 


( 5, PIEDMONT) 

,&VER.t.Cf VALUE OF LAIID SFRVICE BUILD/Nt;!. LIveSTOCK. ~ACtWIERY AlIO F~ED JAl~. ) 

Figltre 9 

Effect of Increasing Capital Requirements on Farm Ownership 

The view is widespread that cluring the years increases in capital 
requirements per farm h[L\-e made it more diflicnlt for farm families 
to accnlllluate the equity needed for o"nership of an ellicient ftlrm 
unit. Increases in prices of farmland and in :f'ttl'lll size ('auspd the 
Cllrrent donal' value of bnd and Imildings per in.l'm to quadruple 
bet\veen 1870 and 1950 (4,5, 7)l). s;e, dO). 'Use of ftU'lll machinery 
and equipment. has increased tmc1 the prices of such items lULYe risen. 
Thus in 1950, the ayerage .-altle of implements, machinery, a.nd work 
stock per farm ,vas 7 times the 1870 figure, each exprE'ssec1 in dollars 
with the vurchasing power current in the rcspectiyc years. Consid­
eling all Items of physical farm capital together, .in In50 the CUlTent 
value of physical capital per farm ,,-as mOTe than +1h times that of 
1870 in current dollars (45, l)JJ. 32, 36). Such seclLlar increases in 
capital per farm appeal' to be Jess prollolUlced, howm-er, when com­
parisons are made in terms o:f cl011ars o:r constant purchasing power. 

'1'0 tInow light on the question as to whether it has become increas­
ingly difficult for [l farm ftlmily to accumulate the capitnl for a 
fnrm unit of efficient size, capital requirements per fltrm should be 
related to family. income from fan.ning and other SOl.u·ces. Fipure 
10 shows the milO of the nlllie 0-[ all physical farm assets ~real 
estaJe, machinery and equipment, a,ncl livestock) to farm operators' 
a.nn1.ltLl l1et farm income for each yeitl', and :tlsothe I'atio 0'1' 1'lll'lIl 

real estate va.lues to opemtors' net :I'[ll'l11 incomes for the period 
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FARM CAPITAL TURNOVER 
Ratio Between Assets and Net Farm Income 
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Figure 10 

1910-57 (49, p. 924). Off-farm ea,rnillgs of the operator or other family., 
members, however, wem not included in these comparisons. A low 
ratio during a period indicates that the opportunities for acquiring 
farm capital were favorable. A high ratio means that during this 
period asset values 'were high relative to farm income. Although 
wide fluctuations in this capital-earnings ratio were conspicuous dur­
ing the four decades, a long-term increase is harcUy apparent. Since 
the late forties, the ratio has risen, but the current rela.tionship is 
still well below the previous peaks and is only moderately above 
that prevailing in 1925-29 and 1935-30. 

It is not suggested that these data are defhlitive evidence that it 
has become easier for a young person starting with only a minimum 
downpayment to accumulate the capil-aJ l1eeded for ownership of a 
commercial farm emit. But these data do cast doubt on the widely 
held view that during the last half century, it became increasingly 
difficult for a ymmg farm operator to accumulate with no appreciable 
family help the capital for farm owner-operatorship. Further re­
search is needed to determine which of these alternative views is 
valid. 

Whether or not the real amount of capital required to own and 
operate an efficient family farm has increased during the years, the 
amounts needed relative to the earning potelltial of a typical farm 
family have been large enough to prevent wider attainment of the • 
goal of owner-operated family farms. 
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HUMAN RESOURCES IN AGRlCULTURE 

A second phenomenon that has worked against the more wide­
spread attainment of the goal of farm owner-operatorship is the per­

• 
sistence of a situation in which more persons are trying to earn a 
living in agriculture than can find remunerative employment there, 
a situation of long standing which has resulted in a continuous mi­
gration of large numbers of farm people from agricultural employ­
ments into other work. Interacting to bring about the trek from 
farm to city are the revolution in agricultural technology, the limited 
domestic and export demand for farm products, and the relatively 
high rural birthrates. Each of these factors is discussed in turn. 

Revolution in Agricultural Technology 

• 

For more than a century, our agriculture has been undergoing a 
technological revolution. During the present century, the pace of this 
technological revolution has been accelerated, stimulated partly by 
the policy of Federal-State cooperative sponsorship of agricultural 
research, educa60n, and extension. Improved technology, both on 
and off the farm, has enabled each farmworker to produce more 
than ever before. In the early 1800's, a farmworker produced only 
enough food and fiber to supply himself and 3 other persons. Neces­
sarily, therefore, most of the population lived on farms. In 1820, 
for example, 93 pereent of the population was classified as rural. 
By 1900, one farmworker produced enough :01' himself and almost 
6 additional consumers, and by 1957 one worker produced enough 
farm products for himself and almost 23 other persons (fig. 11). 
Furthermore, as output. per man-hour increased (fig. 12), the number 
of man-hours worked on farms declined (50, pp. 137, 313-33, 4-3). 

The steady increase in efficiency of farm production and in total 
farm output (fig. 13) has many facets. Machine power has largely 
replaced animal po·wer. The acreage formerly required to produce 
feed for these animaJs has been released for production of output for 
human use. Between In5 and 1955, more than 80 million acres, or 
almost a fourth of our harvested acreage, was released in this way 

• 

(50, p. 14). The increased use of mechanical power also made pos­
sible increased use of labor-saving machines. Use of fertilizer has 
increased fivefold since ID20; it will probably continue to increase. 
Other improved production practices increase output with little or 
no increase in inputs-improvements in breeds and varieties of plants 
and animals; better ti1lage practices; improved rations; and new 
and better control of weeds, insect pests, and diseases. :Management 
of farms has been improved because of technical research by public 
and private agencies, improved general and technical education that 
reaches more people, and better public and private channels of com­
munication. The impact of these developments on the efficiency of 
agricultural procluction is suggested by figures 11, 12, and 13. 
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Domestic Demand for Farm Products Limited 

The impl'O'·PJlH.'llts in production techniquE's in agriculture, com­
merce, and industry-the basis Jor our l'isinu material levels of 1i,-­
in!!-lHwe not affected all industl'i('s in thp same way, \'hel'eas. for 
Ill{)st indnstries~ the sPC'uhLr increasp ill pel' capita ren,1 income has re­
sulted in proportiol1nJ or gl'entel' increases in pel' capita consllmption 
of thp output of thl'se industries, increases in pel' capita consumption 
(J f farm products ha \"l' been moderate_ 

Consllmers hnyp spent rE'1:ttin~ly little or their inf'reased real pur­
C'llilsing powC'l' on -farm prodllcts. In recent Y('fl.l'S, increases in the 
lwr capita physical conslllllption of farm produf'ts appea.r to have 
been sli!!ht or nonexistrllt. TIU' incoll1Ps of most ('onsumers have 
bern cO!)sic1cmbly abon~ thr sllbsistencr- len~1. and a healthy person 
tan eat only so much, .As n rrsponsr to highrr per capita rea.l incomes 
nnc11wtter knowh'(1!!e of nutritional needs. howe\·er. ron:;nmer shifts 
from snch tmditi0l1al :;tapl('s as potatoes and cereal products to the 
"peoteetin" foods (ml'at;.;. eggs. clairy prodncts, and fr('sh and pl'OC­
pss('(l :fruits and vep:(ltaJ>lps), whi('h rrquirp morl' farm input per lIni.t 
of out·PIlt. have t(~I1(lpd to in('rl'HsP till' 'Talue of per (,fLl)iUt consllmp­
tion of farm produC'ts (:;1,- .rl. I'll, .p. !p?). But the tenc1enc.y of eon­
Sllmpl'S to huy 11lOl'P IlHl.l'k('tin!! and pl'O('('ssinp: 5('l'\'i('('s along with 
t h(,11' foocllws ('ilusNl little or no lw'L"C'llse in per capita consumption 
of ,,-hat flLrmCl's produce, 
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Population Growth Means More Consumers of Farm Products 

The increase in aggregate demand for farm products caused by 
growth in the total population of the United States (fig. 14) has 
been more important than the increase in demand resulting from 
small per capita increases in the quantity and quality of consumption • 
as consumers' real per capita incomes increased. The population of 
the United States about doubled during the last half century. 

U. S. POPULATION AND FARM OUTPUT 
% OF 1910-14--,----......,.-----..,.-----,------, 

175 

150 1---­

125 1-----+--­

75 

1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 
 • 

Pigure 14 

Export Demand Uncertain 

The export market has been a fluctuating and tmcertain component 
of aggregate demand for United States farm products. The per­
centage of harvested acreage used in producing exported crops indi­
cates roughly the relative importance of exports to United States 
agriculture as a, whole (fig. 15). From (I,n average of 12 ~ercent in 
the years preceding World 'War I, harvested acreage for export 
products rose t.o 19 percent in 1921 as a result of war devastation in 
Europe. During the rest of the 1920=s, however, exports were only 
slightly above prewar levels, and during the worldwide depression 
of the 1930's, the percentage of harvested acreage 11sed for exports 
dropped below fl percent. The disruptions of World War nand 
the Korean conflict boosted onr exports temporarily to a high of 
16 percent hl 11)51. Thereafter. exports again turned down during • 
the early fifties, rose to a high of 18.-1 percent in 1956 under the stim­
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U. S. AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS: HARVESTED ACREAGE AND 
RELATION OF VALUE OF EXPORTS TO FARM INCOME 
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Figure 15 

ulus of the "PL 480 Program," 11 and declined again during the two 
following years. In 1958, production of exported crops re<,l,uired 
only about 1:t.5 percent of the harvested acreage in the United States 

• 
(50: table 3). For some specific commodities, however, exports were 
relatively more important and their v[triations much greater. Ap­
parently, during the last 50 years, agricultural exports have tended 
to absorb a declining share of U.S. farm production . 

Thus oyer the long l'lll, the trend of agricultural exports has not 
bolstered aggregate demand for our farm products. Furthermore, 
the volatile nature of export demand for farm products doubtless 
meant less stable prices for these products. Unstable farm-product 
prices tend to affect the farm-tenure situation by making it more 
difficult for farm people to identify and adjust to long-term changes 
in agriculture and by making capital accumulation more difficult for 
individual farm operators. 

Employment Opportunities in Agriculture 

The increase in productivity per farmworker has been so rapid 
that during the last 40 years our farm labor force has deCt'eased in 
size, while our total agriculttlral production l1as kept pace with the 
grnwing popUlation and has contmued to supply annually substan­
tial quantities of food and fiber for export (figs. 14, 16). .Almost 
continuously since about 1916, each succeeding year's larger output 
of farm products have been produced "with fewer farmworkers. Al­
though the number of job opportunities in agriculture has been de­
clini£ig for four decades, rural birthrat"es ha.ve remained far above 
rural denth rates. 

• II Public Law 480, enacted in 1954, is an Act "to increase the consumption of 
U.S. agricultural commodities in foreign countries * * *" It provides "for the 
sale of snrplus agricultnral commodities for foreign currencies" and for fur­
nishing "emergency assistance • • • to friendly peoples in meeting famine or 
other urgent or extraordinary relief refluirements * .. *" (73). 
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Annual Averages 

FARM EMPLOYMENT 
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Fiuure 16 

Farm Families Have· High Birthrates 

Throughout the history of the United States, birthrates pre\'lliling e: 
[HUong farm women have !!reatly exceeded rural death rates, result­
ing in a high mte of natural increase .in the brn1 population (table 
1'.1:). 

1Vhile the 11\ullbcr of ffLrmswns expanding, agriculturl' was able fo 
absorb tL considerable number of farm young people who werc in 
excess of rcplacement' needs. 

The "replacement mtio" of rum.I-farm males-the ratio of the 
number of entmuts into the 20- to (H-year age group perIOD de-

T.\'DLE 14.-~X('t reproduction /'(lies, r 'niter! 8101e8, selected years 

Net rp]>roduclioll rntt" PCI' 1,000 1 


Population 


____c_I._nS_$_ifi_c_fl_ti_o_n__.I~_L!)_O_;-)-_;~ ~ !~1:3~~~~1~:3'~:~1 _"12-17 _ 

{"rbtHL ____ .--------- !).~( I (·11 I (2(i I l,OSil 
J{,lIru1 nonfarm •... _ -.1 J, ·IO!) ! 1.150 . I. 150 I, ·1(i5 
RlIrnlfarl11 ___ . ' 2.022 ~ I,U;32: I.(itil· l,S;;!) . : i 

1,\ net reproductioll rat!' of 1,000 meltll!' thnt cach gClwralion would just replace 
itself, if birth Hnd dl'atlt rat!'s of the sllI'<!ified period were to cQntinue indefinitely, • 
in the absen('(' of net immigration. .\ .rate above 1,000 implies It potentially . 
gaining poplllation, and 11 rille below 1,000, (l. potentially dcclining popuJaUon. 

Statistical Abstract of the l~nitcd Slntes (.j.5, UJ(4). 
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partures through death or retirement, assuming no migration during 
the decade-indicates how much vocational off-fitl'm migration has 
been required because of the high rate of natural increase of farm 
families (1£). During the decade of the 1950~s, the replacement 

• 
ratio of rural-farm men for the Unitecl Sttttes as a whole is 168 
entrants in the 20 to 61 year age group per 100 clepnrtmes from the 
group through death or retirement. This means that 68 in 1(i8 
(about 40 percent) of the male children of farm families who reach 
the age of 20 during the decacle must find employment outside agri­
culture, even if the lllunber of job opportlUuties in farming remains 
constant. For the South, the rep1acementratio for rural-farm males 
is aboye 200 and in sonw Southern States, it is even higher (fig. 17). 

REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM 
M.ALES AGED 20-64 

State Economic Areas, 1950 - 60 
G~~~~ 

• 
o Under 100 
0100.124 
D 125 . 149 
m1l150 . 199 

,.".u:. OF (JOlot.... " ,.fO AGE 'RO~ .lO.'-' f{.PS "lilt 

JOO OU""IIRU 'lffiOUCII 0(..,.. 0., ItHlliIlJ&lHf. 0 .. 
 m 200 & over 
101J.l.lM''tJO.. OF!"O ..11:.... r~ gu.I'" DfC£DF. 

Pif/urc 17 

Thus both the secular c1eeline in Plllployment opportunities ·within 
ll!!riculture and Ill(' high rnte of natul.'fllincrease ftlnong £::trm fami­
li'es hnY(' operated to rp(luire (L continllolls net mo\'(~ment l2 of fru'm 
residents into ot-hel' ]Hu'snits) thus ]!f'l'mitting brm people to expe­
rience rising J1Hlterial h~\-('b of: li\-ing. 

• 
)0 ~lnny indiyic1l1nls chnn~p jobs for reasons other thnn J:H'k of employment 

opportunity (Il' desire to in<:tl'fll'l' (hpir carnin~s. From th(' Yic,,"point of long­
run ndjustments in th(' llSP of hUJJlan and other reSOUI'('PS in a~ricultun'. the 
relm'nnt fnct is I'll(' Iwl chan~(' in tIl(' si\(t' 01' the agripu1tu ral lahor fOf('('---tlie 
number of iTHlil'itilluls who leavc tllr u~ricIIUlU'al work forc(' for other Plllploy­
ment minus tIl(' Illlmbcr who shift to agrit'llltlll'cfrom other cmployment. 
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Migration Out of Agriculture 

For at least a century, large numbers of persons reared on farms 
have continued to change to nonfarm employment. By the time of 
the Civil 1Var, when land was less dear and agricultural expansion 
still rapid, substrmtial numbers of our farm-reared yotmg people 
sought a livelihood elsewhere (39). 

Accurate data on mobility are available only for net off-farm mi­
gration since H)~O. These data are measures of residential mobility; 
they do not reveal the occupational shifts of farm residents who take 
nonfarm jobs but continue to reside on f::Lrms. During the decade 
of the 19:20's, net off-farm migl'ation a;vemged about G!)O~OOO persons 
per year; during the 1930's, the annual number dropped to around 
380,000; and in the 1940's, annual net off-ftlrm migration rose to about 
950,000 persons, From April 1, 1950, through April 1, 1957. net 011­
far111 migration apparently continued at rm anntUll avernge of a.round 
875,000 persons per year (¥], p. 9/48,7).6). Figure 18 lOhows migra­
tion patterns by decades (lla) , Figure 19 shows the South to be 
the region in which high rates of net off-farm migration were most 
pl'eYalent during the U)40's. Considerable oif-fn.l'm migration oc­
curred also in the Great Plains, the. ~Iountain States, and the cutover 
region of Wisconsin and :Minnesota. 

Rural Industrialization and Improved Transportation 

The traditional trek from farm to eity has been modified in recent 
decades as a result of c1P\-elopments in'industry and transportation. 
Industrial emplo~'ment became mol'l' accessible to farm residents as 
plants were established in towns and yillagcs in predominantly rurn] 
conummities. At the same time, .!rood roads n.nd dependable n.uto­
mobiles extended tIl(' bouncln.ries of the -fn.rm l'esidenfs labor market. 
Hencc, it is not Ull('onunon for l'mal residents daily to commute as 
far as ·10 or 50 miles to nonJarm emploYIl1Pnt. An increasing number 
of :fn.rm people have taken nonfarm jobs but remn.in on the farm. In 
1030, only H percent of thE' rmploYNl persons liying on fn.rms were 
\\'orking at nonfarm jobs. By ID58, thi.s proportion had gmwn to 
10 perccnt (50). Easier access to nonbrm jobs has reduced the pres­
Slll'e of populn.tion on the land by making it possible for fu,1'm people 
to ::migrate occtlpationn.l1y·' without having to migrate geogmphi,. 
Cllny.

X related denlopment is the growing number of farmers who 
work at industrial or of'l1Pr nonfarm jobs but continue to farm. Ac­
cording to the CeJl~lIs of Agriculturc, he tween lfJ2fl and 11')5-1 the pro­
portion of fn.rnwl's 'who worked ofl:' thrffLl'm 100 days or more in­
creasrd from 11 to 28 p(,l'cel1l". while OJ(' proportion who worked 200 
dn.ys or more off illr farm increasl'cl from G to 21 percent (5.'9. 1964, 
1'. 2. 7). 8]), (Howen'r, the::;r (igm'es inelnde some farm OPCl'u,tOl'S 
who worked for ,,-ages on other fat'lns,) Besides reclucing the pres­
Slll'e of popultttion on 'farmland. part.f'ime fnrming n.ppeal'S to be 
associatl'cl fLlso wit'h farlll owner·ship. The availability oJ Jarm tcn­
ants for ofY-farm ,\,ork is lil11il(>(l llC'c:llIse landlorcls nrc likely to dis­
COUl'fl,ge off-f[U'lll wOl'k nUll' mi.ght interfere ,yith efficient operation 
of the ftum. 

• 


• 


• 
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United States 

NET 	MIGRATION OF RURAL-FARM 
POPULATION, 3 DECADES 
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Off-Farm Movement of People Continues 

The mo\'e1l1ent of fn:l'I11 people into other elnployment has per­
sistecl fmcl wil1 probably continue, Impro,-ements in ftu'm procluc­
tion that recluce the lulmber of workers needecl ill tLgriculfure are 
pn:rt of a continuous stTeam of scientific clenlopments, Similarly, .• 
fal'll1 fn.milies continne Lo h[n-e numbers or chilclren GUlt more than 
replace the pn:rl'nts, 

For :f~Ll'm people. the clilliculty is that eyen "'hill' they are ncljust­
ing to past technologicnl in110ratiolls ancl rural reprocluctiye rates, 
TU rthe1' innoyations ancl continuing high 1'epl'oclnch \'e rates mean 
ac1clitiOlULl ac1justu1E.'uts in the :futu!'e, Farm ~-oIlJhs who come. of 
working age more than rpplacp th(' olc1pr persons who lenye the fn.1'm 
work :fol're because of rctiremE'llt or death, flnd ne,,- impro,-cments in 
'fnrm production cnuse n furthE'r shrinknge in numbpl' or job oppor­
tunities in ngl'icultnrE', 

For s("'E'r:1,1 c1pcflc1es. tl1('re fol'P. a[!l'icnltl1l'p has had morp \\-OrkC1'5 
than woulcl hnw been npcpssu.l.'\' ii" farm work had bpPll about ns 1'0­
nUlI1critti n? as otl1E.'r PJllplo},I1lPilt. 

Number of Farmworkers in Relation to Their Tenure Status 

The persistenee in flgl'ir'ultul'e of 11101'(' buor (han upedec1 aifpcts 
the farm-tenure situation in seYemll'esppcts, compared with what it 
,,'ould bE' othendse, ,\rhC'll £!,TPfttE'r llluubprs 0 I' hir('(l farm laborers 
ancl sharpcroppel.'s sppk jobs in fl pnrficnlnr bl'llling eornmunity, 
nlflny .tarm laborers and cropper" must accept less (lpsirahlE' 18uure 
opportunities than would othenri"c he nccC'ssary, 

Simi.larly, when more lWl'sons-tenflnts, CI'OPPPl's. nnll :farm lahor- • 
PI'S 'who want to berol1w (pnants-hT 1'0 l'pnt fal'ms in a ]ol'n1itT, 
pl'obflbly many 111USt be sa(is(ipd wUh 'thp les~ atfl'adi,'(' {enlll'£' situn­
t ions, Somp beeom(' shftr('('l'oPPPI'S Ol'I'Pll1llin fa 1'111 lahol'er:;: olilf'l.'s 
I'ent the smaller Or POOI'(,1' of'al'l1ls: and still olllPl'H 0lwmrp nnclPl' 1he 
Ipss appl'Opl'inJp iypC's of I'pntal (U'!'tlngPlllPnls, Finnlly, SOlll(, of th(' 
p.xecss nUl1lber of persons ill thp :fnrlll W(lI'i;: fol'('p al'p {(,lInnr" nnel 
o\Yner-oppl'ntol's lookin.g rOt, land ,,'i t11 ,,'hich f () pulnl'gp theil' fiLL'lll­
ing opPnlt ions into mol'!? pfIi(,jput fllmil,\---fttl'll1 uni1s, The pric('s 
and rental rail'S :for ngl'ir"ultul'nl lanel m'p !'I10l'pfOl'p hi!.dlPl' than they 
,,-ou1cl he' ot-1wl'\\'ise. 'and 1h(' pI'or(,S8 01' fal'll1 ('nlai'gPl1Ipnt is l'P­
tn 1'(1pc1, TII fh('sp ,,'aY8. too many workc'l's in ngrir"llHul'(' c1ired-Iv fLnd 
il1ll11ediatply \\'01'5('11 'fnl'lll-1Plllll'P al'l'(lHgellH'nt~ at all Ip\'('l::;,13 ' 

Number of Farmworkers in Relation to Their Levels of Living 
.and Accumulation of Capital 

This Pl'PSSlll'(> of populalion on lanel an~(>d,.; 1he :1\ll'ln-tplltll'P sil un­
(ion in o11w1' ways also, cl(>PI'I'"sill).! n>l urns 10 human ('ll'ol,t in farlll­
ing, It Irnds (0 10\\'1'1' Ipn>ls of lido)! or farlll fnmijips, It (pl1(1s 

also to lilah, if 1ll0l'P clini('111 I I () lH'('lln;Ulat (' lit£> lwl \l'OJ'1 h IlI'''!'SSH l',Y 

l' 'l'h!' PI'()('!'Il~ f:hron~h whidl ffll'lll-(Pllll1'P fll'rallg'f'IllPtl(" :I.I'f' nlTf'dc'd is It 

lo('al OIH', 'I'll(' SIlJlIlI,'- of lahor i-< .~rl'(ltf'I' ill l'OIllP agl'i('uUnrfll ill'Pill' than .ill.
()~h.t'l'~: lind thp dlHl'nf'tpl'i~ti('s of (hI' n.~ri('nll IIral labor fol'l'f' nf OI1P loC'ali(y 
(llffl'l' fl'om thollP of anotl1pl', Hl'IlCC, the l'f'sul(s (liITpl' ;;OIt1PWhllt in (litrprput
Iocaliti(>s, 

48 



to own and opel'ute un adequately sized, stocked, and equipped £u1'111, 
In our society) the necessary rcnJlociLtions of lubo1'. lund, rLnd cupi­

tnl lwhn'en agriculture and other Plllploynwnt" nee brought ubout 
11~l'geJy by market forces, So long as ngl'il'ultul'e has mOt'!.' InJlOl' than 

• 
npedecl. the relum attributable to bhor in a!!riculture tends to be 
depressed-wltetltel' tll(' ectul'll is l'('cei\'pd as' the ,,"age oJ It hired 
laborer or .he labor plwt 01' u tenant's or o\\'ner-opemtor's net fttrm 
income, Ihis results It'om two cOllsideratioll~: First. a ,,'eakenecl 
cOll1pet'itin~ posit ion of 'x:U'll1 \\'orkpl's whose 1'N LU'n'-:'mensured j 11 

ph~-sica,l units of 1'lU'll1 products-is decI'eased; and second, a lowering 
0'1' tIlE' prices 0 f farm products as H!!!!l'egate output is increased by 
the larger labor snpplyY ConditiOlls'in the ntl'iolls region" lmdlo­
(,ltlities of the rnited~tlltes difrer as to ('scess of labor in a!!ricn1turc, 

• 

The ,-iew that monetary I'cwnrc1s to JltuOr in agt'icu1tllre'llnTe ueen 
10\\"P1' than tlwy ,\-ould haye IJeell if there had been no stll'plns of 
agricultnntl ltdJ()L' is SUppol'lPd by the empirical eyidence [lYn.ilrLule, 
Fil'st. t llt' lOll rr histol'r of otT-iarlll mi!!l'ation ]11 the rnitl'cl States 
i~ in if til'lf st~)Ug pr(:"lllllpt iYe e\'idpIH~e, Second, sen'ral compari­
son" of the l'"iillllltt'd real Plll'nill!!;:; of farm workers and of industrial 
and oillet' w()d~pr~ ill thp l-llitpll Stutes show thut retul'IlS to luunan 
('11'01'1 in agrienliUl'l' han IJPpn bl'lo\\" returns in other indu:ltl'ies at 
nil t tll\P~ fm' whieh Ihetit' dat n are anti lahle (J ,~, P1', ;1,:0-2;2;3; Ii'. 7), 
[I.;; 0, I'JI, !8rJ-/!J] IY' Third. an intl'rna(iotULl comparisoll of the 
I'atto:, lw[ \\'l'l'll ll!!l'ieultllntl and indutitl'i!tl ,,'ages for nU'ious ac1­
\'imel'd ('OUlI[ I'ie,;; ~n sph,C'tl'll war" bl' fol't' ,Yodd ',,""ur II l'P\'eals that 
l'ural Wtl!!PS WPrt' sllllstautinih' h(,low industrial wages for almost all 
t I1£' ius( allcP" sl urlipd ({/: l.f, '11p, ,!.!f;-J,3.fJ) , Appal~i.'lltly, the l-:-nitec1 
~tates--"on1P of its l'Pgioll" l'spp(,iitlly·-has not been alone in expe­
l'i(,llcin.!! lowpl' l'Pim'll:' to llltlllltlI l'll'ol't i.n agriculture comparell with 
1l00IHgri('uliltl'P, Cau:,!':, in all instalj('l':> 11(I\-p 1>P('11 the l'elatin- snpply 
of labor in agri('nltul'p \\"hil'h l'l'sults frolll high birthmtl's among 
farm ppopll'. arl \'lillI'\," ill 1lI1't hod,; (J I' agl'i('ult nml prodnction which 
hil\'P outTUll population .!!t'o\Yth, HtHl tlU' illlli\'iclual and sOI'ilLl costs 
and (Ii lIiI'lll ! ips a';,,(Wiatf'll with Iht' l'PltlloC'atioll or boor, 

Outmigration Takes Capital from Agricultural Community 

'rIll' \'Il11lillllill,U: 1ll0\'Pllwnt o{' huml'tn rl'sotll'l'es out of ttgrienltun' 
hn,; a f'lll'tl!PI' ilHlit'PI'\ rl'"ult, Thp llli.!!t'atiol\ il:,pjf withdraw" ettpitfLl 
from tlH' lI![l'il'l1ltltl'al ('OUlllllllliiy, ,rilhtll'HWal of capital (j1'C'lll'S in 
t \YO WHy:' it:' 1'1U'l\l lll'oph' lpn n' 't lll' agl'il'ult HI'ttl eonununit y,16 

II I::xprps:<pd ill til(' forlllal f prll1ill(Jlo~y of ('['olloI1lil'l'l, wilen an il1<1l1,;try. HUY 
11.!!I'i!''1lt urI', is O\'pnHl[lll!ipd with n fador, Hns laooI', tllp 1II(>l'hanisllI "r IIHlTket 
[lI'j(opS \P1Hl,- to (klll'P,"," tllp Y!llm' l'f'lnrll 10 InlHII' f'lllploy('(l ill ngri('u!tnrp: 11) 
B~' {]PI'rl':Lsing til!' 1lllll'dual Ilhy"i('al proc!tH't £If agril'ultuml lahor whi1r in­
1'('I'H,;jllg tit£' nHl!·.!~illal ph,\'"il·al rplnru 10 Inn<l, eliI'll I'I'S!lt'('!i,'ply ('()IIlPIll'P([ with 
whnt it wonld ha\'(' hl'l'lI at llll "P(luiliill'itun" lwt\\"'t'll m~ri{'llllttl·(, aud WIlIil.grt, 
('u1t m'p; :wel (!! J IrS ([pp1'l"",.;illg rh(' prit'!' )J{'l' pll~'sit'al unit of I11P ngri('ult ural 
PfllIIlIIoditr Pl'o(llwl'd, tlellIil.u(l IH'ill~ \lril'f'-iIwln:<1 if' fllr most fjU'1II Ill'o<1uet,;. 
Tilt' jlliut 1'I',-ult i" 0111" to 1'1'(111('(' rill' \'allll' ot: tllp IlJUl'g-illfll lIr<J(lul'{ !If lahor 
ill. agl'i,'ull \H'P l'P\ntin' In that ill otlli'l' \1~I''', 

• 
)c, 'l'htlllljlSnU, Pt'()('lol', TII~: 1'1IOl)['CTIYlTY (W TlIf'; J[['~r.\); .\m::-'T 1-.. .\I;!ll<'l'L­

TI HL: ,\X r:YIL1C, ,Hro:\ .\1 ,t>\lJ'.\IW'IJ.'\. TIH',.;i~, j'lI, [I .. t 'llin'l'sHy Hr I'hi"!\l!u. 
r ClIpnhli,,jIPll.l 

'" TlIi;.; j,.. 1101 to imply lhlU the im'!Hlll' am! ('llpitai ptl,;itioll"; of !l~ri('u[tnr(' 
\\,0\11(1 lip illJlll'O\'cd if >lIW!t (llIllllj~I'tuioll of labot' frolll agrit'UUut'f' wl'r(' to tie­
(OrLlthHl< or (."ease. 
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.DEPENDENTSIN FARM AND 
NONFARM AREAS, 1950 

For every 100 persons aged2D.64 there ore also: J .•: 
Under 15 years 70 years or over 

./} {7 

LOW INCOME 
FARM AREAS 

MEDIUM AND 
HIGH INCOME 
FARM AREAS 

NONFARM 
AREAS 

DATA FROA! THE: !UREAII OF THE CEUS"S 

u. So DEPARTIrolEN r OF ACRICULTURE UfoG. 1815- S~ {"II AC.RlCULTlJ~Al. MAR Hlltli.. \ERVICE 

Figure 20 

First, lhe expenditures for food, clothinO', housing, medical care, 
recreation, education, ancl spending money for the farm children and 
yOlmg people who bteT migrate to nonfarm employment are a con-.· 
siderable financial dmin on their families and on the farm commu­
nity (fig. 20). A relevant study of Telmessee conditions estimated 
conservatively that in 19~W the farm family's cost of rearing each 
child to the age of 15 was between $3,000 and $5,000, depending upon 
the amolUlt of the family's income.17 If public expenditures for 
education and other selTices to children are added to family expendi­
tures on chilclren. the local comlmmity's total real net social cost of 
rearing !t farm youth is seen to be relatively great. In a real sense, 
these expenditures constitute capital investments in young people. 
If a fn,rm family must spend money to bring up children who soon 

leave the flu:m community to live and work elsewhere, however, these 
expenditures represent money that could not be used either to in­
crease the capital with which the fami ly operates the farm business 
or to afford a higher material level of Ii\ring. vVhen a yOlUlg person 
leayes agriculture, the farm commlUlity may be said to have depleted 
its capital by transferring to the nonfarm sector capital in the 
amount of its share of the net social cost of rearing the individual. 
This is why the stream of ofr-farm migrants has been referred to as 

17 Calculations made by Erven .r. Long and Peter Dorner (SS) include among 
the famil~"S costs an interest churge at 2 percent of expenditures. They do 
not include therein the community's costs of such public seryices as bealth, 
recreation, and education provided at taxpayers' expense; nor do they deduct • 
therefrom the yalue of the youth's labor on the home farm or elsewhere. These . , 
('alculations may be compared with those made by O. E. Baker (.~) ; and James 
X>. Tarver (4S, 42). 
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agriculture's "great e~-port" (fJ5). From the viewpoint of the farm 
community, farm families carry the costs of rearing more than their 
share of the Nation's children. 

Outmigration results in capital being withdra,Dl from the farm 

• 
comlluUlity in a second way. Usually when faTm-rearec1 yotmg peo­
ple who have left agriculture inherit their share of tlle parents' ac­
cumulation of farm capital, they withdraw it from the farm econ­
omy.iS When an off-farm migrant leaves his inheritance invested in 
agriculture, the return to his share of the land and capital usually 
goes to the nonfarm community. Therefore, it is not an1.iln,ble for 
current living expenses or for accumulation of capital in agriculture. 

• 

The nonfarm sector of the economy, howeyer, must provide the 
new jobs for those 'who shift from fannincr to other employment. 
This requires capital. But the formation and maintenance of capital 
is probably more clifficult in the farm sector of the economy than 
elsewhere. In agriculture, the individual family is at the same time 
the consuming and saving tUlit and the producing mut. For the 
farm family as a producing tmit~ the clifllculty is that the labor of 
its own members uses other productive resources provided at least 
partly by the family itself. To be able to operate an efficient farm, 
a farm family must haye a relatiYely large net worth. If the family 
works a small, unproducti,-e and poorly equipped farm, the returns 
to the labor of its members will be meager. But in the nonfarm sec­
tors of the economy, incliyidual families usually do not own the par­
ticular capital goods their membel's use at thClr jobs. For the most 
part, these capital goods are owned ltnd provided by persons outside 
the worke.rs' families. Compared with farm families, the produc­
tivity of members of iucliyiduaJ nonfarm families depends less on 
each pt1.rticuhu: family~s iinancialllet worth. 

Long Duration of Agricultural Adjustments 

For many years 110W farmers haye made the econOlnic adjustments 
to lugh rural birthrates and to reductiOllS III the agricultnra,l labor 
force that result from impl'o,-emenls in methods of agricultural 1Jro­
c1uction. The long duration of this adjustment process makes it espe­
cially important for the tenure situn,tioll of f[1rm people. Even dur­
ing the latter half of the 10th century when the agricultural labor 
force \\'US still growing, nrt off-farm migration vms necessary. The 
lugh rural birthrates l:lroyided more than the additions to the agri­
cultural labor force needed to support the hlt'ger total l)oI,JulatlOn. 
..;\.fter Hno or 1915, ,yhen impro\ccmeuts in methods of agrICultural 
production beg-n.n to ontrun the growing tot[1l population, the mte of 
off-farm migl:t1.tion was further increilsed. HE'nce, the pressure to 
maintain a continuous migration of labor out of agriculture. has been 
continuous for at least a century. 

The supply of labor in agriculture has tE'llded to: (1) Increase 
competition for tenure rights ill land n,nd therefore to affect farm 

• 
18 Some of the nonland pro<lucth-e resources used in a~ricnlture are not spe­

cializedfor farInin~. In the short run. they are truI1sfernble to nonfarm uses. 
Other !lonlauc1 proclllctive resour('es. although specialized for agri('ulture. wear 
out and must be replacecl; o\'er time, these rc'lJources are transferable to non­
farm uses. ~\herefore. reduetiou in the total of farm families' claims to produc­
tive resources is likely to result in a net rec1uctiou in the stock of no.uland capi­
tal used in agriculture. 
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tenure n,rrangements; (2) lower the return to human effort in a,gri­
eu1ture n,nd therefore the living leyels of owner-opern.tors, tenants, 
sharecroppers, ~md laborers; and (3) increase the difficulty of ac­
clllulhtting the net 'worth essential to tenure progress. Off-farm mi­
gmtioll tendecl also ('h) to withdraw eapitnJ from agriculture and 
reduce the Het worth of farm families. 

1'his continuing process of adjustment lltl'gely explains 'why farm­
tenUl'e problems in gellern.1 became more acute after the hU'n of the 
century and why they beemne especially acute ill certain arens. "That 
is remarkable is tha'!: in the COlUltl'y as a whole the fa,rm-tenure situa­
tion has not become e\'en more diflicult. Moreover, a speedy end to 
the need for continuing yocational outmigl'ation of labor from agri­
culture cannot be expected. 

UPS AND DOWNS IN BUSINESS CONDITIONS 

Unpredictn,ble cyclE'S of ups and downs in general business coneli­
tions ha\'e also intensified farm-tenure difficulties through the years. 
Dnring business depressions, (1) off-farm, migration of population 
is retarded and (2) :farm-procluct prices and farm incomes are low­
ereel. DUl'ing periods of infinJion, (3) farmland prices may advance 
to lewIs dn.ngerolls for those who bOlTo,,' heayj]y to buy farms. Also, 
(40) fluctuations in business tend to obscure long-term ngriculturn.l 
trenaa. Each of theseil1 fluences is discussed in turn in tIle pages 
that follow. 

Depressions Reta.rd Off-Farm Migration 

During periods of industrial tend commel'ci(tl expansion, nonfarm 
jobs are available to those who wish to leave agriculture. In such 
periods, farm people have continued to clutnge to nonfarm jobs in 
lnrge nmnbel's i ::md the pressure of population on the land has noL 
increased. Periods of unemployment (md depressed business concli­
tions result in a backing up of population on the land, because few 
nonfn,rm jobs are available for the fa,rm people who would like to 
lelwe n.gl'icultnr:e for other employment. 

The influence of general bu:;iness conditions on the rate of off-farm 
migration, for example, is conspicuous in data of recent decades. 
During the fairly pl'o:;pel'ons twenties, net off-farm migration con­
tinued at an annual (werage of about G:JO,OOO persons pel' year. Durin,!! 
several years of the depressed thirties, llO'wever, the How of net off­
farm migrn,tion was reversed. For the decade as a 'whole, the annun.l 
average was only aronnc1380,OOO persons pel' year. Forthe prosperous 
decade of the IDJO's (md the favorable period from April 1, ID50, 
tlu'ol1gh Aprjll, IDG7, t.he ~L1mllal It\'cmges of net olf-Janl1 migl'tltion 
were ltbout D50,000 and 875,000 persons pel' yea,r, respectiyely (¥i, 
7)· 9; 48, 7J. 6). 

Periodic increases in flU' pt'('ssme of population on the land result­
ing from business unemployment and depression mean immediate in­
creases in competition between farm people for tenure rights in land 
and in the l1lunbers of persons in the lower fn,rm-tenure categories. 

• 


• 


• 
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Depressions Lower Farm Incomes 

Several considerations combine to cause farm incomes to fall dur­
ing periods of business depression. Demand for farm products tends 
to weaken, because city people with reduced incomes cannot afford 

• 
to buy as much food or food of as high quality as in prosperous 
times. The supply of farm products tends tobe maintai.ned, or may 
even be increased, because mdividunl farm families try to bolster 
their incomes by sustaining output and because more labor is avail­
able as a result of the slo"\ving down of off-farm migration. In the 
absence of govermnent intervention, f::t.rm-product prices therefore 
tend to drop greatly during business depressions. At the sa,me time, 
tIle reduced £arm income must be dividecl among the larger number 
of persons in agriculture. 

OPERATORS' INCOME PER FARM* 

$ THO US . 

• 

1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 

* INCLUDING GO"ERN~ENT PAYMENTS AND NET CHAtlCES IN FA{').( INVENTORIES 

6CURREtlT DOLLARS OF VARYIHC ANNUAL PURCHASING POWER 

U. 5. DEPA~rMEUT OF AGRICULTURE 

Figure 2.1 

Declines in It\'erage net income ~)er farm during depressions may 
be seen in figuro 21. 'rho sensiti-nty of farm-wage rates to geneml 
business conditions is reflected in figure 22. 

Business depressions thus lower tll(~ levels of living of owner-oper­
ators, tenants, family ,\'orkers, sharecroppers, ::md hired laborers 
alike. Also, dnring these periods, !'ann fmnilies find it difficult and 
sometimes impossible either to aCellJ"Imlate capital for the eventual 
purchase of enough 1and, livestock, and equipment for ::m efficient 
farm or to payoff loans on mortgaged farllls.tO 

• 10 A recent Virginia study (:21) shows how fr:om 1923 to 19::;1, the opportunity 
for a farm operator to accumulatc capital varied with changes in business con­
ditions. 
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Prosperity May Inflate Farmland' Prices 

Fluctuations in business conditions also affect the farm-tenure 
situation because of their effects on the price of farmland. During 
periods of general prosperity ancl especiu11y during periods of infla­
tion, the price of farmland tends to. rise; in periods o~ g~neral. de­
pression, it tends to fall. Debts for the purchase of lllgh-prlced 
land contracted while prices for farm products were favorable be­
come burdensome or impossible to carry during periods of depression 
when prices of farm products and ftU'm incomes are hw. 

The general distress and the farm-tenure difIiculties in agriculture 
during the 1930's resulted partly from a situation of this kind. Many 
operators had bought farms at the inflated real-estate mines that 
prevailed around 1920. After farm-prodnct prices declined, these 
operators found it difTicult to payoff real-estate loans contracted 
when farm1and values and tann-product prices ",·ere at record levels; 
and many ,yere unable m-en to meet the interest charges on these 
louns. The accompanying decline in fann1n.nd values caused opera­
tors' equities to drop shurply or yanish entirely. The decade of the 
1930's ther"lfore ,,-itnessed un nnpr('cedented wave of farm foreclos­
ures (fig. 23). During this period of distress, many owner-operators 
had no ulternativ£' but to become tenants or hired laborers. 

Business Fluctuations Obscure Long-Term Agricultural Trends 

The recurrence of fluctuation!" ":n business tends also to obscure 
the long-run trends to which ap .;l1ltnre is subject und the individual 
adjustments farmers need to make. Farm inr.omes are temporarily 
improved durin)! periods of hnsilwss prosperity and reduced during 
periods of genera'! depression. 'flli,; \Tariation makes it more difIicult 
for farm people to r('cognize that the a\-£'rage leyel of farm incomes 
over both good und had times results from the long-term trends to 
which agriculture is subject. These trends have caused u)!ricultural 
incomes (averaged over the business r.\"c1e) to have been unfa\Torable 
compared with' other employment an(l lmn:!r than they would other­
wise have been. 

RECENT IMPROVEMENTS IN THE FARM-TENURE 
SITUATION 

The c1(';o('ription of dmll,!!£''; in th£' j£'l1nre stains of faL'mworkerf' 
during the l:lst thr£'e-fl'mrters of a ('£'ninry suggest,; a s('('ond question. 
,1'11at forces caused the c1r:unat ie j J1ITlL'on~ment in f he fann-tenure 
situation that b£'gan aft-pI' HJ:30, pl'O("('Pc1ec1 more mpitlly aft£'r 10-:1:0, 
:mc1 returned tIw t(,11111'£' statu:; of farJ1l\\-orhrs to its IBSO 1£'n:l? To 
explujn this change in till' farm-!Pllnre situation. four phenomena 
must be cOllside r£'c1 : (1) 'I'll(' ('VOllltioll of a ,",ysll'lil of public· farJ1l­
credit institllt ions: (2) tIl(' ('liangps in transportal ion and r.nmmllni­
cation avail:lble to 'farm peop](>: (:3) the wartime pxpcrlence of farm 
people i and (,h) tIl(> long periocl of general pros]lprity and fun em­
ployment that began in the early forties. 
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EMERGENCY MEASURES DURING THE 1930's 

In 111(' eritil'ally (lPpr('~~p<l ppriod of' th(' ('ar1~~ thirties, fn.rm Ill'oplE'. 
like ol11('I'S. a~kp(l 'I'or and r('{'Pl\"p<lnlriolls kinds of (,n1el'[!:('IlCY assist­
[111('(' 'rl'Olll t'lll' Fp([pml 00\'('1'1111\(>11(. Th('sl' W(,I'l' s(op-iap ileti\"itiE's 
(]E'sign('cl to dl'al with (Nl1l)(Il'11l',\" hardships, Although tl1(')" opE'ra(E'd 
for only ;t fl',Y Years. the b(,IWJki:tl l' f1'('rt~ () f I1Il's(' (,Ill('I'[!:('IH'\' meas- • 
lIrl'S (Ionhtl('s:-l (:onrinuecl to h(' fplt thrOIl!!ltollt· tit(' li\"p;; of oil' hmi- . 
lips w\to wpre he\p('d to retain oWl1l'rship 'of' {'h('ir f'arm laml mId capi­
tal during til(' (,ritical lwriod of till' l'ady thirties, 

rndpl' thc' EnH'L'gl'nc)" Fal'm ~rort.!!,ag(' Act of 10:10, farm 1l1ort­

,!!a,[!:('s WPI'P I'Pfinnnrp(1 thron,!!'h Fl'cll'l.'al land hank loam, snpplen1Pntec\ 

by ellll'l'!!"Ile\" Land Bank ('om1l1is;;ioll(,L' loans, Both wprl' usuallv 

ai' 10\\'PI" mtPR of intpre;;t fllH1 with longer l'epn~'Illl'nt pprio(ls, Somr­

times, tlpbt 1'l'ncljllstm(,1It was innlln'(l. rnc1('l' (hp art, the maximum 

allowablP sizE' or land hank loan mls c101lh1Nl: flnclloans w('l'e made 

hv (\1(' lanel hnnks clirpdlr to fal'l1lprs who tlid 110!' han' lH'('(''::5 to 

Ic)ral farlll-ioan nssociatiori;; (7, JIlJ..:::::0-.:83: .1:), Pl', "in-.JI), 


TIll' UPf;('tt-1Pll1('lli' "\dministraiion. whirh was es(ahlishpc1 h\' Ext'c­
nfin' Order in 10:):). nIHlprtook to ('()I']wt (,(,rUtin rln'oni(' p'l'ohlp1ll:: 
nUtt wprt' ns"ociatE'c1 mainlv "'itll mal'[!:inal H![rintlt ural areaS, It 
hou![ht ::sull111tl1'[!:innl" land: comhinpd i't into I1H1lla[!:pn1Pnt units lIn­
(IPI.' gonrnnwn( rontl'Ol, and I'Psptt-l('(l cli:lpifwecl fnmilic's on l)(>{fpl' 
land: it att('1l1piC'(1 tlH' l'l'lwbilitntion of low-inr'()11IP -faI'111PI'<; h,'- ex­
ten<iin!! the111 loan;; ami olltri[!:ilt [!:rn,nts. to!!ef'\H'r with p<ll1rutional 
('fl'ort ll11d !,pc'hnienl sllpPITisi0l1: alici to n, lilll'itpc1 exl!'n!'. it atfpmptp(\ 
In denlop ::fll1bsis(pJ1('p hOI11PstPl1(ls"-s1l1all homp" on liltlp plot::: of 
gl'Onncl (7, J1J>, .12.~-.Un, 

Till' Fnl'11l ~('('1I1'ity "\(1I1linislration, ,vhirh was esiahlislw(1 hr 
E:XW'l1ti\'{' 01'(11'1' in SrptPmlJ('r HI!}, to s1!('('('Pcl !'lw npspttjpnwnt .\cl· • 
n,lini:ltl'ation. P111plwsizpc\ rprtnin types of nssist:ulC'P; (1) Hl'lwhilitn-
I Ion loans nnci [!:I'nnts (0 farm ()WJ1prR, t('nan!s. ('I'OJlPl'I'S, and fnrm 
Itd)ol'P],;; who ('olll(l 1I0t otlwl'\\'is(' ohtain go\'prnll1Pllt-sponsol'pc\ 
('rNlit: (::!) tpllallt-plll'('hn~p loan;; to qwllifi('(1 tpllants. ('I'()]llwr~, :(1)(1 
farm InlJOl'!'1';'; at low in(l'l'PP!' ntt('~ ancl ",it'll Inn!! rp!l:lynlPnt' ppl'io<i;; 
tllH1 nu'inhip n1l111Hd l>a)'mpn!;.;: (:~) ('xllel'illH'l1tal wOt'k (() clr\'isp Ill'\\' 
Iypps of lUl1lsillg' IlllC111PW lJ11ilcling nwillocl;.; that' ,"OlIM illlpI'o\'P til!' 
qllnliiy HIl(l 10wl'I' 111(' cost of farm h()lIRing: alld (.~) tl'ITljlO1'Ht',V 
('am.pf' to 1)1'O\"i<1(' mini1l1u111 :trr01111lH)(1:ltio1]s for disp1it['!'cl :1nd !lpo.;ti­
t 11('P mi!!mlli farm fa1l1ili('s. In 10HL tllP Farm ;-4p('1l1'it,' .\d1l1ini;;­
tmiion 'was abolisilpcl \>\" lil£' Fttt'llwr>; TTOllH' .\(l111inist'mtiol1 A(,t, 
rnc\Pl' till' ]It'\\' ttgC'Ilf')" c)llly tll(' tpllant-pl1rl'luN' and l'p\tahiliwtioll­
loan pl'O,!!I.'nm;.; w(,l'r (,Ollt ill11C'(1. hilt OIP)' ('a11lP to \)(' tl('{'Ppl('c\ as l'('gll­
hI' ]ll'O!!1'ltnIS (7, liP, ,Jfl'!, ,~.IJ.?-Jf),n, 

TIll' Pll1Pl'gPJl(',v llWH~1U'P;'; () I' t lIP (ll'IH'P;';spc\ t'hil'tips d011b! Ipss lip I p('c1 
to In'in,!! nl)ont <';0I)l!' of til(' l1H)(I!'l.'atp i1llIH'O\'P1l1PI1!S ill tltp f:u'lll ­

tp1I11l'r sitnalio1l that ()('('l1l'l'!'d dlll'iu!! tIll' c1('('arl!'. Ill',.:!>i!!' tit!' (lchpl'sP 
eCOllOmi{' ('oIHIi! iOIl": or i It!' !,PI'iOI1. FIll't IH'1'lIlO1'P, ('xpl'I'il1H'nts macl!' 
durin,!! (his pl'l'i(J<l 11('1[>('(1 to c\pvp]op thp hasie fl':llIH'wot'k for 
pJ:('spnl-<lny 1<'(><1I'I:al !'l'!'dit a.!!Plwips, Hut flIP C'11l\,1'J.rl'1lr'~' HlPUSlll'PS 
('hftt did lIot !JP('()]!1(' TH'l'1llalH'nt fl'nll1l'Ps of our pllhlir J'arm·rl.'pdit • 
]lolie',\' pl'Ohahly had littlp IOl1,!!-l'Hll,!!P elrprt on til(' farm tPllure 
sit nation, 
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PUBLIC FAR I~-CREDIT INSTITUTIONS 

In 1916 ancl19:2:3, the fi.rst important steps were taken ill (.lE' evolu­
tion of a publicly sponsorpcl bl'lll-creclit system, Other Lnportant 
iann-credit (lpvelopmcnts came dlll'ing the 1\1:3\rs, uncll'r tlw stimulus 
of the acute fimmeial distress e:s:pprieneecl by farmers at that time, 
The Farmers Home .t\tlministrtltioll and the system snlw;Tisecl by 
the Farm CrNlit Administration beeame tIll' two ehief UO\'l~rnment­
sponsored fnl'm-ercdit agencies, TIU'ir acli\'ilies lllwe lll'lped to bd.l1" 
about impro\'ement in the tenure status of ftll'JlH\'orkers siu:e lU30,"' 

The Cooperative Farm-Cred it System 

During the closing decades oJ tIl<' 10th century, fanners became 
im:reasingly eonepl'lI.Nl about the mortgttge-cl'edit bcilities antilable 
to tht'nl. From the (ime of settlement, the fast-growing western 
farlll areas had been short of lOtUl funds, The pri\Tale farlll'mortgage 
corporations that developed for buying and sellil1O' l11or:gages were 
often ilUulequntply cn,pitalizpd and loosely supcl'\'is~l. Thcil'lnethocls 
of operation ll'ft llluch to IIp desired, Interest rates were high, loans 
werc limitl'll to short pl'rio<1::;, aud lending practices wprc sometimes 
questionable, '\Yith the rapid rise in land "alues toward thl' tUl'll of 
1he cpu! Hl'y and till' SCltl'l:it." of good laml for llOIlH~::;teltdh,g, more 
fiLl'mers became concerned O\'l'r the scttrcity and high cost tJ farm­
lllortgn,ge n-edit (" liP, 1,;;;-1.',0), 

The Fl'd(,l'al Fal'm l ..oau ,,\..ct of HUG was the first important Fed­
eral intelTl'ution ill the fanll crpdit situation, This act authorized 
both a eooperati \'e system of Federal lanel banks and nation:tl farm 
loan asso('ialiolls and a ti,\'stem of prinltely iinaneecl joint-stodc land 
banks, Both or the:::e systems m~l'e to Ill' snpl'1Tised by the newly 
created }'ederal Farlll Loall Board and both \\'Pl'l' l'e(lllil'ed to adopt 
the amortization plan of repaYlllent uf loans, During the lnt:' twen­
til's~ the ilUuh'qlla('ie~ of tItt' pl'inlte joinl stock land bank::; beetlme 
apparent, llnd l!l:~:~ legislation rpqllil'ed tl!('il' liquidation, In the 
long "iew. the si!!niIi(~aJle(' of the Fedpl'l\.l FarlU Loan ,Act of HJlG 
was its estahlishillelll of tltP farllwl'-o\\'!w(l eoopPl'lllive systelll of 
re!!ional Fedcml luud lmnks amI local farlll loan assoeilltiolls. whieh 
is \lOW n. l,wrnltuH'lIt {pa! ttl'e of farJll c'l'l'dit fac:ilit ips in tltl' United 
8tates ('r, NI, i,F;-i,;,; ,jij: (J,!) , 

The Illtcl'lll('(lia!e Cn'(li!:; .\(.( of' 1!l:.!:l I\'a'" till' :-p('()11!1 IllHjOl' Fl'd­
eral legi~lati()1l 011 f,lJ'J11 C'l'Pcilt. It spt lip a 1'ystem of 1:2 regional 
intprJllN\ia!e I'l'l'dit lJanks. I\'hidl WP1'P tlSSOei,ltpd with tll(' 1:1 F('(lel'ltl 
land banks, (,tLpitalizpd din'('lly by til(' F(,([Pl'td gOVl'rnmPllt, and su­
pel'dsl'cl hy tl1(1 FNlPml Farm Loan ,Ho:tI'd, UowP\'er, tllP;;e intel'­
mecliate cl'I'Clit, banks ('oulcl not lO:Ul <tiredly to hl'lllPJ'S, TIll'\' were 
empowpred only to make> lottns to ('O()ppriltin' associations :ll1d to 
(lis('ouM tItp COlnlllPrt~ial papPI' sulJlnit(pd 1)y a,!!riclll! ul'al crpdit ('Ol'­
1l0ratiolls~ lin'slock loan ('()]llllallip~, alld lo(':tl lmnks, 1Vlwil it (1('\,pl­
o[lpd that t1wsp lo('al a,!!pJl('ips llladp rp lat indy lilt Ie Wip () f t Itt' 1'nc~ili­
tit's of the Fl'lipntl iutpt'IllP(\iatp ('J'l'clit banks, tl1(' pprfOl'lll~lllep of the 
HOW SystPlll 1'0t' It t i llIP IJl'O\'pd to bp le:,;; lIP Iprnl t (J hm:ers than had 
bet'll :mticipatpd ('t', pp, 18,,--181), 

TIlP final stpps ill tit!' ('!"tahli~hIllPllt of a Imlltllcpd anel intpgrated 
(,()(lpPI'n(in' ('I'Pc1it ;';YS1PIll fol' ('OlJlllll'l'C'i:ll randly farms were taken 
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during :he acute financial distress experienced by farmers in the 
early thirties. ,An executive order of ~Iarch 27, lU33, created the 
Farm Credit Administration and the land bunks Iwd intermediate 
credit blinks ,vel"" brought uncleI' its supervision. The Furm Credit 
.Act of lQ3:3 established two 11e\\- credit groups to operate under the 
supet'\'ision of til(' FlU'1l1 Crpdit Administration: (1) A centro.l bunk 
and 12 rcgionul banks for loans to cooperatives; and (2) a system of • 
12 regiOl;a) production eredit corpomtions (merged with the Federal 
internwdiate credit banks ,Tilnuury 1, Hl57) to organize, SU}?elTise, 
and finance local pl'oduetion credit associations, thus p1'onding a 
broader outlet 1'01' funds from the Federn,l intermediute credit banks 
(7~ l}P' ;!30-28:J: 01. 1[}:j:j-50. pp. ·'35-88. 1956-57: pp. 86-89~ 44-47). 

8U1ce l0:~3, the eooperative Farm Credit System, supelTised by 
the Farm Credit Administration. has fUllctionecl effecth-ely, not only 
in meetiIlg emergl'ltcies ltnd pro\-iding agricultural credit in more 
no1'mn,1 times but' also in introducing clesinible procedures and stand­
n,rds latpl' ndopted by other lenders. Its comprehensive credi t pro­
grams for family farmers haye tended to benefit the farm-tenure 
situation. In recent V('flrs. the laws hfl\'C' ftllo\\"ec1 both land bank and 
production credit ass'ociation loam; to plLrt-time farmers. From 1917 
through .Tune :30, In;}8, more than 1.5 million Federal land bank loans 
were made. The total amount loaned exe('('(lecl $T billion. From 1U23 
through .June 30. 1958, tilt' Fecleml illtPl"l1lediate C'redit banks made 
loans to and cliscounts for the followillg types of illstitutions in the 
amounts shown: Production ereclit associations, $2·1.2 billion: other 
financing institutions, $.1:..1: billion: hanks for coopel'ati\'es, $:2.1 bil­
lion: tmel l:ooperati vt' nssor;iutiomi, S1.1 billion. From their estab­
lishment ill 1\):)3 through June :\0, 1051), the banks for cooperatives 
loaned moL'C than SS billion to yn,rious funnel' cooperatives (61, pp. • 
.W 01. tJ2) .20 

Although they were not treated to serve any particuln,r income 
group of farmers. for the most pttrt, the fadlities of the cooperative 
system snpel'dsed by tltr Farm Credit Administration Me used by 
commerciul furmers. Operators who might be clussed as "low­
income" farmers use them very little. Loan policies of the coopera­
tiYe banks and associations are C'onsen'fltive. both because of legal 
restrictions on their lending practices and becausC' of the necessi"ty 
to keep loan losses "'ithin the cn.pacity of the system's earnin6rs (81, 
7Jp. •p-,V,.,' 6B, 7JP·l0-16/ 03/ O,i). 

The Farmers Home Administration 

The Farmcrs Home Administt'llJion sel'n's a somewhat different 
income gl'Ot;.p of farmers than that spI'\'ed by thc Farm Credit Ad­
ministration. Thp idea of [1, federnJly sponsored farm-credit system 
especial1)- designed to sprYe the clisad\TtLnta,!red ·within agricnltl:re 
first gailled prominence during the lU;~O·s. This system has two dls­
tingnishing featureg: (1) Its credit progl'lLlliS SetTe those unable to 
obtain credit :from other publie or private agpnC'ies; and (2) its credit 
netidties are acc:ompanipd by programs of t'c1ucational and technicn,l 
assistance to inc1i,-i(]ual fanners. The prineiple of supervised public • 
credit for farmers who arc otherwise U1Hlble to obtain credit was 

"" Data for .fiscal 1958 from the files of the l!'arm Credit Administration. 
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first put into eITect on a small scale under the Resettlement Admin­
istration. It was enacted into la\y on a larger scale undCl' the Bank­
head-Jones Farm Tenant Act of 1\):3'i. Shortly thereafter, the name 
of the organizittion was chl1,nged to the Fnl'lll Security Administrn.­
tion. Since the JTarmers Home Administration Act of 11.).16 'was 
passed, the progrnm has been ac1minist('rec1 by the Farmers Home 
Administration (i. Zip. 8;2J,.-;3;!1. 368-,'JG.~, f,92-_}.9"~). 

The original pl'oyisions of the Bankhend-Jones Farm Tenant Act 
thnt are of long-ran!;e importance are the two direet lOHn progmms 
for fa,rm ownershiI) (lnd opera.ting credit. In 1\).1{i, the Fnrmers 
Home Administration was also empowered to immre certain fn1'm­
ownership Joans made by p.rh-ate lenders. 

Direct amI insured farm-ow1\(' rship lOllHs are made to enable per­
sons "to acquire, repair or impro\-e family-sized farms, or to re­
finance indebtedness ngainst unden5ized or underimproved units when 
lon.ns nre being milde or insured ... to enlnrge or imprOVe such urrits. 
Loans ]}1ay also be macle or insured for improvements needed to ad­
just farming operatiollH to changing eontlitlOn;o; (7!,.. Title 1. SCr'. J)." 
Low interest rates (not more thfl1\ 5 percent per yea,r) and long 
amortization peL'ioc1s (up to 40 yellrs) lu'e pl'o\·idpd foJ' (7'4. TiNe J, 
Sec. 3). 

Real-estate credit :mcl sttpel'yisory nssisln.nc:e may be extended to 
farm owners, farm tenants, farm h1borers, and sharecropper,,: if after 
the loan they "will be 0',\"'11er"oporators of family-type farms that will 
provide ade(lU[lte income to meet li,-ing [mel operating expe:tses and 
amounts due on their 10n.ns:' Persons in two special' categories are 
[1,lso eligible for Fl-L\' real-estate credit: disabled \'eterans and othel' 
owner-operators of "JC'~s than fH.mily-tYllP t'anll;-;:' if TanH itWOlllP, 
together 'with income J:rom other sources (including vetera:1s' pen­
sions), 'will prm-ide adequate ineornc to mC'et liying and operating 
expenses and amounts due on their JOo,11S (otl). To be eligible for an 
FHA fllrm-owl1l11'sltip Joan, an incu.\-idual must meet eertahl other 
requirements. He must: (1) "Possess the character. ability, i:J.dustry. 
and experience necessilry to carry out successfully the proposed fttrm­
Lng opemtions * * *;" (2) ';be unable to obtain credit sulI:cient in 
amount to finance his actual needs at ratps * * * and terllls prcwo,iling 
in or Hcar his community for loans or similar size and charactet' 
from responsible sources:" (3) "hll\'e or be aIJle to obtain the oper­
ating cflpita1. incllHling liwstoek. machinery. and equipme:1t, essell­
tiftl for the slleeessful operation of t11(' proposP<l system of Janning ;:~ 
(,1) "plan to live on and opemte the :br'm;" (;;) "he a citizen oJ: the 
United States;:) (G) ';POSS(,5S Ie,gal ('apaeity to confract for the loan;" 
and (7) be lln indi"iclual ;;",ho obl"nins, or recently obtail1l'd~ :L sub­
stantial portion of his ineome from farming operati()ns,~~ or be "a 
veteran with preyiOllS :farllling ('xperiell(,(, 01' tl'aillill,g (lit)).'· 

Operating loans are made by the Farnwrs Horne Adminisrr::rJion 
"for the pnrchm3C' of Ii ,-estop-le. se(l(1. -feed, fertilizer, farm equipment-. 
supplies, and oth(~r farm needs, the eost of reorganizing the farming 
enterprise Or Chlln,ging farming pmr.( ic(!s to ac'('omplish more diversi­
fied or more pro(j(abll' flu'lIIing operaflons, the refinandng of exist­
ing indebtedness. and :1'01' family snhsis(elH'P (i,~., TiNt J. Se(,. 21)." 

Such prochmtion erec1it and SIlPl'lTisol'Y assistance may be ex­
tended (1) ';to :fn,rmrrs and stoC'lWH'1l ,\"110 are (J]lpr'aflll'" of family­
type fa1"l11s," and (2) to hOlla fiell' flU'lIWl'S of sllrllll('r thall fllmily­
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type units "who have histoeical1y resided on faems and depended on 
farm income for theie li\'(' lihood. * * * if the units are of suflicient 
size to prodw'p illCOl1lP whi('11. together with ineome from other 
SOlU'C('~. including ppnsion~ ill t It(> (~n!:;e at' clisttblecl Yctern.ns, will en­
able them to meet \i \'ing and operai ing expenses and tllP amounts 
(Iut' 011 their loans i'i'f' Til//' .2. S(,f'. •3):' OtlH'l' pligibility l'(>(luin'­
nlPnts fot' l'e('piying OllPl'tlt ing loans aTe si milar to those Jor farm­
oWllPrship loans, ('seppt that "the alllount of each loan will be lim­
ited to the needs of tIll' applicant and his ability to pay," nOl'l11t1.11y 
not to esceed tL tolal principal indei>tl'clness of $1O.00(). except when 
type of proposed fttrming operation or unuslln] opprn.ting ne('cls re­
quire an indebtedness in ('SCeSE of $lO,tlOO, but under no conditions 
to exceed B:.!O.O()() ('r'j). 

In addition to making opt'l'ating loans and real estate loans, the 
Fttrmel's HOllle Adminisl ratioll i~ elllllOWPl'l'tl to make nlriolls kinds 
of' PnlPl'!!cn('\', tat'm-housing. and soil- and ,,'ater-col1scrnttion loans 
('IV'. 77.\'4.75.7;3). Of til(; three. Inttpl', elllC'rgelley loall~ htt\'e clmwn 
the htl'W'St :llIll1bl'l' or bOlTO\\'('l'S (.if)). 

Till' F:u'Jlll'r::; HOllW .\dminisi ration gi\'P:; snpP1Tisory assistance to 
familips who tab, out FHA fnL'llI-0WIIPrship loans. Opt· raring-credit 
loans, and ;:Ollll' typl'~ o[ ~oil- and \\'!lll'L'-('OllSP1Ttlliotl loalls. ' Tlwse 
lJOl'L'O\\'l' t'tl n'ep[ n' n,,~ist:mcp in Pl'l'LJttl'i np: flU'1lI ;tn(l home plans, 
ket'ping -fal'lll rl'eord~, oblaining tl~l \'icl' on i'arlll and hOJlIl' problems, 
and ttm:lyzing tlwil' o[ll'L'atiolls. Ordinal'ily, lll'l'SOllS who rceci \'e 
l'tnl'l'gCl:('Y alld J:u'lll hotl~illg loans (10 llot l'l'cein' SUPPlTisOl'Y lttlsis(­
ttllCt'.' Recipients of soil- ;{nd ,\'a(Pl'-('onsPlTatioll loans l't'cei\'c su­
JlelTisory assista1lt'l' from FHA llPrsollllP\ only when th(' eouniy 
~llpcl'visol' decidl's tlmt tlll' borrowpl' ll('l'd;; as::iisttll1(~e (,1 ,NJ. 00. (j.'J, 

us. (7). 
FIL\ lentn pr(JgL'<llll~ of gl'Ntlpst illljlOrtnllce (0 the (('lllU'P slat tiS 

or clisaclnllllaged flU'Il1 llPoph' [1,1'e (1) tIl(' jJl'ogl'alll of operat iup: 
('l'('(lit tlncl 1:2) tlw pl'ogra1lls oJ c1it'pd and iIlHUt'l'cI flLl'Ill-OWl1Pl'ship 
1OlUlS. lIowen' I'. tllPsl' IH'ogl'lLll1S han' Jlot l'eaclll'd rt'lati\"ely large 
llulllbers of fal'lH families. 

The opemliug-<:rp(lit program is l:n'.!!l~l' than the lttl'lll-O\\"]H'rship 
loan PI'Ogl'tllll. Frolll W;"S throup:h IIl;)i. the opemting-cl'edit lentilS 
Il11Hle totaled ap1lL'oxilllately 8:.!.:1 bill iOll f{j{J. j[):j7. /1. Ii,! n.!l /Jtll'illg 
tltis pl'l'iocl, dil'{,(,t f,U'lll-O\\"IH'I'Bhip 1oH.n;:;.lobtling :lPPl'osimatpl.\' $::;·1"'; 
1ll i 11 ion WPl'C llltl(lP loiG.OOO 11(' W bOl'l'oWl' rs. Frolll initiaii on of the 
insut'l'drtll'ln-()wn('r~hil' lo:ul pl'ogmlll l:ttt' in In,t7 through 1£)37, 
FIlA insmcd J'al'IlHl\\'I ll'rslti p loans to(;L\illg ttpproxinmtely SUH 
million wprc madl' to abont 1 i.;,llll Ill' \\' hmTowPL'S ((/0. jtJ:),v. p. U,3J) .21 

Tltp rplatively slllall :-'('all' of o]wrnl iOllS of the FIr.\. f:U'ln-OWlH~1'­
ship loan program ha:; rp;;llllf'(] 1'1'0111 st'\"('ml ('ollsi(\l'mtiolls. Tlte 
8latutor.\' limitatiol1 Oil Ill(' IIItlxillltlIll :ulloll.ni that nllty ill' appl'o­
priatNl illUllltt11:\" for cLir('rl ftU'llHJWl1prship loans is S5(J million, 
and the mHxil111Ull tll110nnt [ot' ins\ll'pd fal'lll-ownership loans that 
may])(, mnde durillg all~' on(\ ye:u' is lilllitl'd to ;:;U,; l1lillioll (7.}. Till,. 
1..I.,'('{'. :j. Ub). III llllUl.\' years. hmrp\·pr. the aillOUll(S aetually ap­
pL'ojlL'ia[p(\ f'll' (til'p('i FI L\ fal'llH)\\"I1(\I'~hi[l loans at'l' lpss th:m half 
tlIp llHtsinltll1l alltltol'b~('d: and tlH' l)I'imll' ('n·dit av:Lilttblp for FHA 
il1Htll'ecl fttl'm-O\\'IH'L'ship loans is ,,"pll tllld.l'l' the maximum that may 
1)(, illSlll'pc1 annuall.\'. 

21 Ditta for l!l'iT from (11(. m(>;; of t hI' VarlllPr!> HOI1lt' .\dmilliRtrntiOJl. 
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TIll' BnnklH'atl .. ')oHPs Fal'lll 'j\'llilnt .\.l'f, as nllH'IHh,a, pl:l('PS no 
s( at lit ()\'y linrittlt ion Oll thp llltlxilUlllll nlllollnt that may lip a.ppro­
pl'ialt'd annun.!ly [or 0pl'ratin~ loans. This act anthorizes the appro­
priatioll of "';Udl SlllllS as nH' Congress may from timC' to time dC'ter­
milll' 10 bp llC'('('SS;u'.v to PH able the SecreJal'Y [of Agriculture] to 
('ill'IT out th(' jllll'lHhl'S or this titlp (jv-'!., Title .2, ,.....(,., .l.jl," 

How tllC' fal'IlHl\\-lll'rship and operating-cl'C'.clit loan pl'o!!rallls of 
(hl' Farmers IIOllll' • \.dministrntion n,ffect the tenure StMllS of elis­
ndnllltaged fnnn ppop1(' dept'nds also on the income ](,1'e1s of the 
farlll flll1liliPS assisted b)' 111('s(' programs, For the most part, ap­
lIn.I'Plltl,\'. tlw fal'll1-0\Y!1Pl'ship and opl'rat ing-credit loan programs aL'l' 
Hoi dl'si~llPd to 1'(';H'1I tIll' Ltl'l1l ppoplP who COllHtitufe thC' 10w-incon1(' 
]l1'(1)lplll in its most dillit:lllt form. 

FIT.\, f,\l'IlHl\\'t1('l'ship loam, (U'p dpsigl1eel mttinly to llC'lp qnalified 
farlll ramilit's b('('ol1ll' pstahlished as o\Yl1N'S of ftunily-typp farms, 
Cndl'l' FIL\' l'Pgllhttiol1s. a family-type farm is c1eIi.lled as ,,* * * a 
farlll (1) that is oj' slI/lipil'nt size and produeti1-ity to furnish inrome 
that will enabIp It farm family to IlltYC a reasonablp standard of 
lidllg~ pay Opl'l'atill!! pxpensrs'* * * ~ pay their <1phts and hay£, a 
rpnsonable rp:-;p1'\'(' to lllPpt mlfOl'PSC'C'U pmel'gclwies. (~J fol' "'hich the 
I1Htnagl'lMnt is fnl'nislH,d by the oppmtor and his immecliatl' family. 
find (:n 'for whi('h llip labor is fUL'llisl\('cl primari Iy b~' :mch 011erator 
null family px('('pt ,lnring ~pa"(H1nl jlP:lk-lo;ul pl'l'iod" I r;(1) ," 

:-;imilarly. FIT.\, OP('l'utin,!! loans may 1)(' madC' only to "fnll-tillw 
O]H'l'atOl'S of ralllily-typp fal'ms" (';'1), px(:ept for thp mo(lprarp pro­
gl'lllll of opl'rating It)all~ 10 part-lillI(' fnl'mpl's l'pr'pntly (tulllOl'izl'cl It'' 
a part of Illp UIl!'a} J)P\'('IO]llUPllt Progl'am (,"0). Dl1l'in,!! tlU' mid­
1 !J,jO's. t lIP 111ll\l11Pl' 0 r nIl FE,\. oppratillg loans (including llP\\' l(ltlllS 
undIoau::: to hOlTo\\'P]''; n 1l'Pluh' inc!pht'pd to FIL\.) madp (>lwh Yl'ar to 
family-typC' fal'ltlPl''; was itl'o'nud K(),OO(1.~2 Bnt probably ll'~'; thall 
IHIH of 111(>:;(> \\'Pl'P tf) fnmilil's who rould he called lO\I-itH'olllp frLrm­
pr::. In tL :c:amph' or t1ll FHA oJwratin,!:!:-loan borrow!'!'s who l'eptti<l 
ilwit' loans frolll .Tn l\- l!1.j·l· through .TunC' 1\15;) and cont i1UIPcl to farm. 
til!' an'rngt' ,gI'O';'; f:il'lll in('ollw 'oE tlw,;(' opl'l'ators was about 8:1.:10() 
(luring the year befol'P )'pc:eipt of the FHA loan (fl'I, /"J,7, '!l. I\y 
WHY or ('otltra::t, ill l!):iL till' lllUl1hpr of full-tinw fal'llwl's with a 
~I';)":-' \'alll(' of fat'll! pl'OchlC'ts sold 0 I' Ip:-,:-; t han ~:!,:ilJn \\n,; ,tIm!lt 
l.:!~;),OOO Ui.l. m.).~. I'. J. /,. un. TIlPl'p For!', t lip lIlUlIJl(')' of low- iwolllP 
farlll familip,; who I'P"pj"p FfL\' 0lwrnting c]'('c1it is not· l:u'gf' (,(1111­
lHlI'P(l with Ihp llllllllJPl' of f1111-1 imp fnl'llWl'S with low inNll1ws, 

Till' plIhlirly sIHJIl:"Ol'Pt! ('I'Prlit IH'ogrfl,lllS 110W 11 n(l pt. Ill£' Fal'lllC'rs 
HOIllP .\dmillistmtiol1 llpp£'Hr to 11l1\·(' help('(l t11p farlll-!PlHu'P ::itlla· 
tion so far HS flwir anli1:dllp r(,SOlll'C'PS p('rmitted, ITo \\'P\yr. :;('·wml 
CJupstiom~ rC'main: .\.1'1' n sllhstant ial nl1111oC'r of thr 1llnsl disacln1.u­
ta,!!pc1 farlll familip" n,;"i~t('c1 hy puhlirly sponsorrc1 ftll'll1-rrp(lit pro­
grams? 1:;.; ('1'('(lil IIII' .!!I'ptlip'it and principal 11p('(1 of thC' ]ow-in('omC' 
farn1('d Or clop:" IhI' Hat l11'p of his p1'ol>l(,111 l'('(luil't> a HHH'P (,OlllPl'p­
heusiw ap]ll'oaeh, 1'11('11 as the nnral De\'elopnwnt Program? The 
~fl1nction or IhC' Fnrlll ('rp(lit AdrninistriLtion is (·learl), to 5('1,\,C' ('()m~ 
mercia1 falllil\' fal'Il)~, Fnlllilips assisted by the Farnll'l's Home .Ad­
minist ral iOIl l~ 1'(' t lto~(' ullahle to obtain crpdit from otIt!'!' sonrrps at 
1'easonab](· mtl's and tpl'ms. HowC'vcr, the limited published dafa 

C'] lata fmll! 1hI' fi1('~ of til{' Farmer:.; HOine .\t1ministrntion. 
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tn'ailablr sng!!rst i hnt IHosi of t hrnl fl.]'(' no!' fl'om th€' most disad­
"/mtagec1 fal'ITI-tC'nllL'C' sihllUiollS, 'l'hr pl'obkllls il1l'oh'ed in cal'l'ying 
out a pl'ognun of SllPPITispd agl'i('ul(uL':Il <TPc1it -fol' the lowest of the 
lo\\'-inconll' fa 1'\l1£'l'S \\'('1'(' h(',nllld tl1(' s('op£' of t IH' Rtndy l'eportpc1, 

Th£' net i ,-itit's of 111(' Fal'nH.ws Honlt' Adminislration amI of 111(' 
banks and associations HnpPI"'ist'd 11Y (1\(' Ji'ftl'!ll C1'('di(' ~\.c1\l1inisITa-
fion w€'l'r 1u:-IpJul in bringing about Ih(' impl'on'11lpnts in tl1P tenure 
sbttus of f/ll'mwOl'kers thai O('('\ll't'pd during thp InRi (lLHtI'tpl'-cpn!nry, 
In 1101'lna1 times. thesp ag-P11cips lll'C ftn ac1clilionnl sOllrep 01' ngl'ienl-
Iu ral credit and t hri L' inlpl'o\'Nl Ipndin,g- pm('j i('Pf; ]ll'olmhly infturnce 
onw!' crrdit imJitution8 that SPl'\'(' :fn 1'111(>1'8, Tlip (,OOIW),fl.ti "P Fnrm 
C'),pdit Systcm and thp FaL'nH'I's HOllw ;\.dlllinistl'ftliOll lUt\'p also been 
hel prnl In mcpting rfU'l1\pl'S' C'L'N1if: 11p('(1s <l nl'in~' l'nWl'gelH'y pPl'iods, 
But pl'obabl~- it "'ouId bp ineol'l'Pc'! f () ttl II'ilmlt' III(' hu'gel' pa)'t of HIP 
imlH'OWn1Pllt i.n till' ·t'nt'I1l-{E'l111l'l' siluati.on ;.;in('p In:30 10 tllE' puhliely 
Rpollsorpcl fal'llH'l'P(lit afrPl1eirR, 

TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATION 

"\h.;o IIPlping 10 Ill'ing about irlll)J'0\'P111pnt::: in farlll iPllnrp :;illre 
t1w 1\1!3(}';.; WPt'(' thE' ('1\an,!!ps that O('('UITl'd in trltl1SpOl'tal"ioll itnd rOI11­
nUllIicatiol1 fol' hoth 1'\I1'nl and ul'lmn ppoplp, .\ Ilhotl.!!h at .lirsl· 
g1al](,p thP:'il' mall('rs might tlPJlpnr to 1)(' nnrplaiprl fornl'm tPlllll'P. 

('hang-!'R in tra,-!'1 and eOlllmllnif'afioll h:1\'\' 11111ul'l1l'(>(1 IIIl' fal'ln-tplIlll'P 
situtl'tion indil'prlly hy fal'i1ilnting lIIifrl'tl!ion or fal'll! ppoph' into 
ol"1\('t' !'lIIplo.\'nJ('llt, 

('h:Ul!!PR ill ITl1.llSpol'taliol1 and eOl1lllluniraliOlI a\'ailahk to farl11 
])Poplp in l'('<"Pllt· dp('a<1ps han b(,PIl many and -J':u'-l'pa('hil1!!, :\,11­
",pal'I\('1' roads and il1PxpPlIsin' a \I fol1lobilps ha n' 1\ IlHlp l'J'l1\'PI . qllic'kPl', 
C'lwapP1', and 1110l'P ('OJ)) rOl,tablp I linn I)('fot'(" 'I'll!' IpIpplHlllP, Ilw l'(\. ­

dio, and tp1pyisioll ha\'p (q'palh' ilH']'pas('(l ('OIllI111lllil'ation 1>('1\\'('('11 

1W),SOllS wilhin IIH' {:I I'm ~'Omni\llli[\' Hnc1 (>sl)('('ialh' bphyt'en l'al'lll 
anc1urban ppoplt', ' . 

Th!'s!' i.mpL'oYPll1pnls in II'HIIS[lOI'!llI"iOll awl eOlllmlllli('nfion ha\'p 
alt('J'Pc1 (Ill' attitudp,;, ll(tlli!':;, all(1 nspil'lliioll'; of 'fal'm Iwopl£" Tsola­
tion no lonfrPI' C'hal'fl('tpl'iz!':; fal'111 Ii fp: and farm ppoph· no lotl,!!'PI' 
think and ad' c1jn'(>I'pnfl~' from rif)' -folk, FarJtl 1J(\op1p';.; h(ll'iz()lL~ 
hn,'p bpPIl :;0 gl'pnth' pxtpnc1pcl (hat flip\, I hi'" ill Il'l'll\~ o/' 1I lal'!!!')' 
\Yodel than r;)J'llll'l'll'. TI'H,'pl ttli'll" 1'1:0111 ral'lll lWIIIP" ha;; IJP('(;IIJ[' 

p<lsiP!' and Jl]OI'P ('0I1;ll1ol1fol' fnl'Jll(>;'::, wlipthpl' it i;; :111 01' !1011 mill''': 
\\'1]('11wl' IIU'," Ink!' a [I'ip sl'\'l'ral liJ)JPs a ",(,pI\: ()[' ;;{'n't'al lillIP" a Yl'al': 
itncl wllPtllPl' lill'il' Plll'lHlSl' is (0 \tu.,' fal'lII slIppli('s, I'i"il i'l'iPll!1s ill 
to\\'l1 OJ' I'it ", do 11011 fa rill \\'OI'k. ol'lin' :t1l(1 \\'()!'k in a distant (,it \" 

ny flH'ili'[afiu!! llip nwa[jolllll migrnfioll of' I'al'll! ]lpoplp into ~)IIH'I' 
('l1lplo,"lllpnl, dUlllgps ill (l'lInspnl'tatioll nnll ('olll1111111ir'ntion han' 
pl'ohnhly nf1\'('lplllhp l'al'lll-lplllll'l' sit Itat iOI1 ill n (h'"il'ahll' wny, Ho\\' 
gJ';~lll)yth{'sp illlPI'O\'PI\IPllls in ('Ollll1ltlllif'alioll and II'unspor{alioJl 
han' a('('ph'l'utNl Ill(' \'(){'atiollal llIigl'Hlion of fHI'II1 ]lPol'lp inlo 01\1('1' 

I\'ol'k ('ll])nol· he (',.;t inmtl'(l. PI'olmhh', !JOWl'''!, I', 1hI' ('Il'('{'l~ of f!Jp,;p 

iIllPI'O\'Plllcn(R \\'1'1'1' ,!!'I'Pllipl' bp{'all~l' f ill>s!' !'lUtllgPS ill t l'Hvpl an<l ('Olll ­

lIIuni('ation (J1'('lll'l'('(l shol'th- 1)1'1'01'(' '\Yorld ,rHI' If :lll(l tIll' ](ol'('all 
WHr, ",hi('h abo allpl'pd the; aflillldp" Hlld \\it!t'l!l'd tlH' lI:-pil'ati!Jtls of' 
f'at'm ]>(,0[>1(" .\1:;0 luldin,g to thl' illl]lal'l of tlll'';p dlllllgp:;in (ran'l 
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and eomlllullieal iou wa::; t IJl' fad I hat (hey o('('un'C'd j list l>dol'e the 
full-l'mploY11lE'llt period or tIll' 'l'ol'til's and (ifties, when nonfat'll) job 
opportunitips WPl'P ~l'nprally ltiJun<lant. 

WARTIME EXPERIENCES 

Ht'lpin~ to bl'ill~ about fnxm-tl'ltlll'P impl'O\'PlllPllts nfter the l'al'l~' 
forties we1'(, abo rlw l'xpl'l'il'II('PS of farm pt'oplp during '\Yol'ld '\ ral' 
n: find tlle KOl'ean war, ' 

-n:artiml' l'xpel'lPw'ps C'lUln~l'd t IH' habits. Itt!' itnelps. (md tlspi ml iOllg 
of :111 {arm p('opll' and pultll'gl'd th('il' knowh·d~(', This was (l'll(' not 
only ·foL' thos(' who SPlTPd in tll(' .\xllwd FOl'('PS or took ('idlin.n johs 
in ddp11Sl' plants but abo for thosp \\'110 l'l'llInin('(l on til(' :f:u'I1l, 
These (1Popl(' ael[uirp(lm'w kll()wh'(l~p: t hplr horizolls WP1'P l'Xtl'lHIl'd: 
and tlll'ir ambitions \\'('1'(' stilllul:li ('(1. ~[nn \' fa I'm ho\'s IPlU'lWt\ lU'W 

\'o(',uional skills while, Sl'l'\'jllg in !lIP .\ rtn('d Fol'('ps: 
.\ftl'l' (hest' (lXIH·l'il'lH'PS. tliosC' who l'l'mn.inpcl ill tl~l'if'ttlt\ll'l' \\'PI'(, 

qllil'kl'L' (() adopt imprond fal'llJin~! llwtho<ls. B.nd thos!' who I!'ft 
fanuin!!, Wl'l'l' !Jettpl' nbll' to linll othpl' work and to fit into cit\' lifp, 
Thp ('()I1SP(/IIPIWPS of Wllrd!lll' l'xpl'I'il'w'(' for fa rnH !'lltll'C' 'sttlttl:: 
would Ill' (liflil'lllt to llH'nSHl'p, But as kIlO\\'lPd!!'p, alt iturlp,.:. nll(1 
aspiratioll:: harp III1]('h to do with tlip P(Jlll'::P of hi~toI'Y, n.ll' ptfpr't of 
till' WHI'timp I'X]lpriP1II'PS or fanll jlPo]>Jt, Oll (hpjl' (PlllII'P sitnation is 
clonhtlPss lllOl'l' important thall it llli,!!'ht nppPltl' to Ill' [roW till' hril'f 
di:-Wll:,siclll of this jnf\lll'lH'l', 

LONG PERIOD OF FULL EMPLOYMENT 

.\bo hl'lpill~ to bring ai)ollt th!' lh'll.ll1ati(' ilupl'(}\·Pll1l'llts in flU'lIl 
tl'I1l11'P that IJPgall slowly artPI' l!J!)fl <tlld PI'(wl'pdl'd l'llpidly dUl'in,!!' 
111p J !)·W's lUll1 [!l:;I) ..... was Ill(' I'll\'OI'abh' P('OllOllli!' shllal iOIl I hat 1'01· 

10\\'('<1 tilt' IW!!illllillg of "-odd "'Ht' IT. Till' pP]'iod, sillt'(· J!l-tl has 
\'(>PI1 11Illlsllalh fnnll'alJh', IH'I'llll"l' of l!Ollt tIll' dl'trt·Pl' and tIH' (lura­
tioll of tllP [>1:ospPl'ity, ,... 

Prosperity Encourages Off-Farm Migration 

Tltl' (ll'(',lIll' ntHl n half of bu:-illl'';s PI'OSpPl·jty and fnlll'llJployJJlPllt 
silH'P tIll' pnrly rot,tlp,,; hl'llH,d tIl<' flll'IlHPnnn' ,;ituatioll b,\' lllltkill,!!' 
pos~ihlp tht· llli~I',trif)ll of In!'!!!' lltllllilt't,,; of lUl'tll ppoph' illio ol1H'I' 
\\'oJ'k. Full PIlll'IoYII1PIlI pl'midp,l pil'lltirlll job oppol'llllliti(''; fill' 

farm JlPoJllp \\'l!o wi"lll'tl 10 Ink!' up 1I011ral'llll'llIpioytlll'llt. 
;-;iJl!'l' l!IHI. till' ratl''' or lIPI oll'·fal'lIl llli!!I'atioll han' I)(,Pll !!l'l'atl't' 

than tho:,!' of thl' (\\'O pt'P\iolls d{"'adp~ li-Itl'tlH'l' tlU'.\' nn' ill· H"tItHI 
lltlltllJ('l',. of liP! llli!!I'lUII:- pt·]' YPHI' fJ'ol1l tit!' fat'lll l'opnhLlioll 1ll" 
showlJ Oil p, ·Ui) 01' ill 11l1lt11ll'J'~ Ill' .... lI(·1t tllig'l'alll:- IH'I' ,n-<II' "Ollllllll'l'd 

with tin' "izl' of th.. f,lI'llI pOjllllnlillll,l>urlng till' raid,\" proSpl't'Ol1": 
I \\'(,lIIit'''. Ilpt of1'- fat'lll lIIi~'rat iOll IH'I' YPi\t' II n'rn!!!'«l :thou t ~ PPI'('«'J11 
o[ tlll' rat'lll Jlojlulatiolt, III till' dl'pl'I',;,.pd IP:;IJ'", alllumi upt oil'· 
I'al'll! llJigl'ntioli Hll1()lllltp(l to Oldy a litt It, Ilion' tlUlll I lIPI'('('ll1 of till' 
I'nl'llI poplllat1oll, 1\111 dltrill!! rlu' pJ'IlSpI'l'OU:- «!t.',-adl' <)1' tIl!' HIli)'..:. 

lIpt oIY·fal'll! lIligl'Htioll 1)['1' yl'Hl' :\\C't'agl'd alJlJllt ;P:! Ill'rl'l'll! III' tItt' 
I'lll'lll populatioll. awl dllrill!! 1111' !!'PIH'mll,\' fa\ ornl,It, pl'I'i()/1 of ,\ pril 
I. l!I.-,!I, thl'lIll.!!lt ,\pl'iJ I. I!I;". Hllll1l:t! IIl't oll'-f:Il'li! llIi!!l'Htioll "IJlISli, 
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f.utec1 ahllO,,[ 4: petT('nt of the farm populatiO!1.~3 Thus during the 
pl'osperous years after 11:>4:1, net o1f-farm migration relative to the 
size of the fttrl1\ population was about twice as rapid as during the 
l'eaSOlULbly PI', "L!erOUS twenties tcud 3 times as rn,pid ns during
[l1p dppressed thirties, 

There cn.n be little doubt that these inster relative rates of off­
farm migmtion sine(' 1I:HO resllltcdlargely from the long period of 
business prosperity n.ncl full employment and perhaps to i1 lesser de­
grep from ('hang('s in tTllnsportation n.ncl COll11Ulmicat!on that made 
'fhrm pl'opl(' more a ware or and bcftpl' 1lble to trtLYel llltO the world 
i)('yond llll'll' ftll'Juing eommunities. These faster rates of off-farm 
migl'lltioll linn' doubt 1(';;::; t('uc1ecl to improve the :fanu-tenure situation 
by 1'I'tlw'iug t 11(' prp::'Slll"P of popul:Ltion on agriculture. 

Prosperity Encourages Capital Accumulation 

The gt'!l('l'lll businel;s prospC'l'i ty during: and since ,Yodel ,Val' 11 
n Iso aided those :farm people who remal ned in agriculture. Com­
pared with farml'l'S' other experiences during this cpntury, thp period 
has been oue of genel'llll}" fa\-orn.ble and stable fal'ln-proc1uct pri('('s 
and farm incomes. eYen thouj:rh during most of thesp YNlrs fanl1prs 
l'xpPl'iP!u'pd a cost-price squeeze, As the incomes of persons in all 
fal'IU-ll'lHtre catpgories were genemlly more favorable, the long p('rioc1 
of! prospprity ::;inep the pn.ely iortips has madp it easil'l' for farm fami­
lips to uC(,lUnulate the eapital so necesstl.l'Y to their tellUl'p prop·pss. 

-\. rt'CPllt Yi rgillia study illu:'ltratps how a farmer's ability to n.e­
l'l1l1ltIlatp eftpittll deppnc1s 011 geup ral ousinpss conditions (.?i". Pp. 
!;'-./I 1. TIll' authors den'loped a mpasul'P of the c1ifliculty ojlprn.[ol'S 
of COltllJll'l"f'inl £arlllS had in l11l'reasing tli(·il' 11Pt wOI·th clul'ing PP_ 
rio(]" in ",l1i('h f'('ollOluie (,()lIllitions c1i1Jprpd. They l'stimatp(l thl' 111-
l'OIllP PPl" 'farm ll\-ailablp Jor arf'nllllllatioll of ea£)ittll thn.t ('oulll 1)(' 
Ils('d fo pny ott' ilHh'bf('(lIlPss or pay for l1(,W hUHl, JiYl'stock, or pqnip-
IIIPnt Oll ('OUlllH'rc'ial furllls in two Virgillilt ('otUltips during each of 
tilt' yparB J'l'OlJl 1!l:2:l through l();Jl. AlthO\wh thE' study rdcITl'cl to 
t \1"0 'pHrl icuhu' ('(lun[ if'S, its 'findings suggpst ~~hat in gmeral is typical 
of ('Olllllll'!'f'ial H!!I'jl'ulturp in this l'PSpcet. The amonnt lwailablp Hn­
lllutll,v fo!' capital a(~rIl111111ati()1l on It typil'ill farm in the two \~il"­
!!inin ('Olllltil's mlS estimated as the nmolmt b\, which ft\-erage inCOllll' 
1)('1' farm exC'Ppdp(l tll(' sum of production rxpenses per farm and 
llPpd" fot' family living. 

1'111' 11 \"Pl'agP illl'Oll1P PC!' farm a ntilltble al1l11Htlly for citpif a1 aecu­
mulation ill 111(' f I\"() Yil'ginia ('ouulies \\Tas pstimatccl as follows, C~­
P["l'sHed in 1!H[J clonal's: ' 

Period Do/lllI's II(r jllr/ll 1'e,. ow,.
1D:!a-2!.J --- - _~- -__________ . ". ___• ____ • _______ " " ______ . _. :!2-l 
1\)30-10 --.-"--- . _ ... _____________________ ".. "' _._ 112 
If),!I-';:;1 -- .. --_______________________________________ .. __ Q!)2 

Thus. during tItt' prOSpPl'01L.'-; yeal'S from 1H-n through 1fl51, the esti­
nHt{(~d iu('olllP 1>PI' farlll a \'ailablp ltIUlLHLl1,v for capital accum~llatioll 
HY(,l'H.!.(vd :~ tillH'S that for tlw fttirl.v prosperous years from 102:~ 

'" Thp;;(lfigm'ps ill<li<~ate only b.roallly thp net Ylltutiol11l1 migration out oC 
ngrienlture, as they r('late to It person's place of residen('(' mther than til his 
nl'('l1l':Jtion. 'I'hpligurcs \l'er(~ derivpd from data in two pulllit'ntillll;; 1,li. 
}J. !I ;,8. p, 6), 
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throuCTh 1929 anel 6 times that for the elepresseel years from 1030 
through 194:0. (All comparisons are in deflated 1940 dollars of con­
stant purchasing power.) It is apparent from these data that the 
veal'S during and aftPr ,V·odd War II were especially fayorable so 
far as accnmulation of cn.pital by farm families was concerned. 

The impron>mel1t in. the tenure status of farmworkers since 1940 
thf'reforE' can be attributf'c1 largely to the period of business pros­
pE'rity during and tono~ying World ,Val' II. F.nll employmE'nt in­
creased off-farm nugratlOl1 auc1 reduced popula.hon pressure within 
agriculturE'. Business conditions ,vere favorable for aceumnlation 
o:f thE' capital necessary for the tenure progress of the families who 
continuE'c1 I () f<1.1"I11. f)E'\'ern.l OtllPr ('onsic1f'rnJions that Ilf'lpecl to bring 
n bout appreciablE' farm-tenure improwments since H1JO werE' prob­
ably If'sS impodant. Ch:U1ges in traYf'l anel communication, as WE'll 
ns the '\"Hl'tiuw f'Xperif'llCE'S of farm people, probably tendNl to in­
rrf'nse off-farm migration by broac1f'ning the interests of farm pE'oplE' 
and mnking it E'nsiPr for thE'111 to trnYf'l. The pub1icl~~ sponsorf'c1 
:farm-rrNlit institutions thnt Wf're E"-olYec1 during the 1920's and the 
19:30's incrf'nsf'c1 thE' am01l11t 01' cI'Nlit nntilnble to farm families and 
imp1'owcl thl' i('rms on w11i('h it 'yns nntila.ble. 

FARM TENURE IN THE FUTURE 

DE'scription of pnst farm-tE'nure trE'nds anc1 discussion of their 
canses also sug!!est sp\-pml questions concl'rning fll(' futurE'. \'il1at 
long-run Jarm-\(,llure c11"'l'lopmE'nlS mny be E'xpe('t('c1 in tllE' years 
ahead? How do th('se deYClopments ail'ed our traditional idE'ns on 
farm tf'nUl'e '? Shoulc1 our fnrm-tE'nnre goals he restated. to b('tter 
adapt thPlll to the prf'sent and the futnrE"? ' 

LONG-RUN TRENDS 

Two long-run consid£'nttions mn,\' b(' ('xpedf'c1 to intiu(,llc(' :farlll­
il'lll1re d('n~lopm('nts cluring tll(' lWXt f('\\- d('(·llCle~. Tlll' Ilrst i~ 
wlwthpl' n.grieuHme will (>onlinne to h£' unrlpr prf'ssnn' to mainlain 
a steady lwi migration of substantial lllllllbpl'S of farm 1)('op1E' into 
otllf'r \\-orlc Jargt'l~c bc('allse of in1prm-l'llWIl15 in th(' tl't'hnology of 
fat'lll production. Thr 5P(,01l<1 is whetllf'l.' geue>ral 11Ilsin('ss (,OJ1(litinns 
will be> relatin.·ly stable and pmspel'ons. 'Otlwr cOllsi(lrt'(ttiol1s that 
might becomE' signi!icant for frll'111 tt'tlUre in the YClH'S ahf'tlll inc>lnclE': 
t IH~ importation'of :for('ign ,York('rs for seasonal farm lahor: c()ntra(~1 
fanning and \'('r(ical intl'.gration: ancl nonfarm (>mploynwlli for pnrt­
timE' farllwrs. Should thf's(' practic('s llf'con1E' morE' prentlPnt. thl'~' 
might ('hallgr tllf' fal'm-trUmf' situation apprrciahly, l's]wcially in 
SOll1E' l'('giOllS. 

Off-Farm Migration likely to Continue 

If during tll(' lll'xi fpw ch>('u.c1rs the necf'ssil,v of mnintnining n 11('1 

shift o:f: fnl'lU PPI'SOllS intn nonfarm rmploYl1wnt crmtinll(,f:. (hi" ,,-ill 
fmcl to malc(' thf' fal'l1I-tpllurP sihlntion 11101'1.' cliffi('lIH Ihnn ot1wl'wisf' . 
For the most pnrl, the ('ontimmtion or c('ssatiol1 of net o!f-~r(ll'lll mi­
gration will clepf'nd on two otlwl' (,onsiclf'rntlol1s: (1) ,Yhrthet' or 
nol technologicnJ improYl'l11('nls in :f:n.l'll production ('ontiltl1P to out­
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run the growth :in totnl population; and (2) whet.her or not f[trm 
:families eontinue to haYE~ lllllubers of children that more than re­
place their parents, Antllable evidence suggests that. duriIlg the 
foreseeable future, t-he exist ing pattern of net migration of farm 
people inJo 11onfa,1'111 emplO~'lllE'nt will he. likely to continue, 
If net repl'odu('.t,ioll l'Rtes fol' J'Ul'a1-fal'm peop1p {'ontillu(> at any­

thing like their present high ]e\'e1 during the next two decades, eOll- • 
sic1e1'able vocn.tiollal migrahon of humflll' resources out of agriculture 
will continue to be lleCeSSal'y-e\'ell jf hnp1'ovements in agricultural 
production only keep pat'e with the gt'o\\'tlt in the total population, 
For the United States as a whole during the c1ecade 1950-60, the re­
placement 1'nJio of rural-farm nwn aged 20 to u-.l: years is 168 en­
trants pel' 100 departmcs th rough death or retirement (13), This 
means that about :1:0 pel'cent- of the young men 1'elll'ec1 on farms who 
reaeh ,Yol'king age during the present (l(>('ac1e would Ileed to find ('11)­

p]o~'ment outside agri('ulture, eYen if the munbe1' of employment 
opportunities in :fanning WHe not to c1('cl'ease, Although the future 
net l'epl'ocluetion l'al-e o-f the rural-farlll popu1atiol1 is nell' knowll, tl\l' 
slo\nless with which this rrde has changed in the past makes it U11­

1ik('ly tbat durin,\!: the lwxt :l'e\" decac1('s thE' rate wiJ1 drop to le\'e1s 
at '\\'hich farm chi1clr('n jus!' l'ep1ac(' thpir pal'ents' munbers. 

The ,Joint Economic Committee or the 8.ifh Congress,wlule COll­

sic1erillg- "po1ie), :for c'omml'l"cia1 agriculture" in 1n57. examined the 
(luestioll of hem' l1uH'h pxpansioll of a,!!,TicuHura1 production may be 
pxpectec1 in the il1llllPClia{p :futUJ'P, The s('Yera1 unj\l'rsit~, and g-ov­
l'rnmentn1 economists tpstif,rinp: on this qnest-ion expressed the belief 
that the application of presently ilynihtlJ1p technology will continue 
to expand agricn1tll rn1 proch]('{ iOIl to mept thp needs o:f our gl'o\ying 
population and that thp J11l1ll1wr of ('ol1nllPrcial farms and the size • 
of the agricultural work fort"p pl'olml>l,Y \yil1 continue to dee1illP (30. 
n,8), Thus apart -fJ'OI1l tlH' hi,Q'h llPt l'ppJ'o(juetioll ratp of tl1(' raJ')ll 
population. ng-riellHurp will proIHlhl~' ('onl'imlP to 1)e 11n(1pr pressure 
to maintain llet on'--fal'lll mi},!rntioll during thp next clpcncle or two, 
hpCflllSP tllP application of j'arlll tw'lmo1ogy that is alrC'ac1y [waHab1e 
may reduce :rurthpl' ilw 11l11111JPr 0-1' 'YOl'krl'S nepc1ec1 in n~ricu1tnJ'e. 

i)uring the next (}Pc'a(lt' OJ' two. it' is Jikp1~-, also, that :farlll people 
\\'ill find yocationa1 mig'l'aJioll ont o-f ngrieulttll'P easier in the :rutm'e 
than it was 1W:l'01'P ,'~ol'1cl ,Yal' II, assuming that no dt'ep and pro­
tracted economi!' dppl'Pssiol1s O!'{'UI', T1w ('oJltinl1ing impro'\"PJllPut ill 
tra\'e1 and ('ol1nnullic'at'ioll :lJHl tllPil' nnlilnhi1ity to larg('L' llumllPl's 
0:1' :f'ul'm peop1p will makE' it ('HsiPI' :for SOlllP 'J'i'trm people to moye 
a,nc)~ :1'1'0111 :farm c'ollurlnniliE':" to ol)tnin nonfarm jobs. Further dp­
('pntra1ization o:findlJsir,v ",ill enah1p morp :l'fll'm p('ople to obtain 
nonhrlll ,\'ork whi1p ('ont illl1in~ to lin' OlJ :farms, :Final"", the :farm 
population is sl)l'illking ilJ nhs(ilutp 1l111ll!JPt'S whilt> l1lP nOlifarD1 P('OJl­
om,\' is pxpan(lillg ill allso1utp si7.p, .\s (illl(' pnssps, thpl'P:!'orf', it hp­
('onws Pl'og-I'P!"si \'P ly l"HsiPI' 1'01' till' lIolll'a t'lll ('('ODOm,\' and Jlonflll'lll 
('Ollllllllllitips to absorb IIlP \'o{,tLliol1n1 mi,Q'l'nllts -from !hp 'farm j>opn­
1ntion, 

Thus :1'01' at IPHst tllp IlPxl (lpclull' OJ' two. it npp<'!lI's thatt!tp)'P will 
lJp SOIllP ])pj lllig-l'HtioJl of farlll p{'oplp into nnw!' Plllp1oYIlH'l1t and 
ilw! tllp popu1atioll ]>1'(lSSl1)'P \\'itllil1 ngl'ir'1l1tl1J'p will ('ansp tIll' :farm-O 
tPIIU1'P situati())l to hI' sOlllP\\'ltnt IPss fu,-ol'nillp thnn it "'ould oll1pl'­
\\,1:;1' liP, '11111 \'(watiollnl IllOl)ility is pl'ol)alJ1y hN!oming pasiPl' :fOI' 
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farm people, and agricultllre's need to llULinJaitl net voe:ttiomLl out­
migrn.tioll mu.y result, in some\yilat less farm-tenme dimwity lhan 
formedy. 

Stable and Prosperous Business Conditions Important 

The second l11:ljor COl1sideration thllt will influence future farm­
tenure dm"elopments is whether 01' not genernl business conditions 
will be relatively stable ,md prosperous. Seriolls business depres­
sions harm ngricultnre in general and worsen the farm-tenure sittHL­
ti on ill particular. 

Probably, minor fluctuations in g-eneml business activity wi1lncver 
be eliminated elltirely . .!.\..s om' understlwding of the causes of busi­
ness I1l1ctl!ations impron~s, hO\\-Her, ,ye mu.y hope that major depres­
sions ,yill either be eliminated entirely by a,ppropriate prinlte and 
governmental action or reduced to the propot'tiol1s of relati,-ely mod­
erate and hrief readjustments. ~e\"eml im.p0l'tant ne\\' stabilizers 
have been builtinto the ecollomy since the lD;-}\)'s-unemploym.ent in­
Slll'am:e, soeial secul'ity, priee supports for eertain Jnl'nl PI'O(lllets, and 
insurance OIl bank dcposi ts. The larger expenditures by go,-ernment 
for public selTices and national defense are also sizniiicant compo­
nents of clemand that Heed not decrease during n, de})ression . 

.Another change is that go\"crmnent now takes responsibility for 
w'cventillg or mitigating bllsilless depressions. The Fedbral Reserve 
~ystem is chnrged with respollsibility for creclit policy; and the Con­
gress and the President llrC' jointly responsible for adjusting tax 
rates and increasing expellc1i tmes for public works 'when business 
acti \"ity slackens. I<:'intllly, till' bllsi ness community 110W tends to be 
reassllL'pd mther than clistul'lwd hy govemment action to comb,lt 
downtul'J1s in business. .\t such times. some indi\"idual firms also 
take steps that tend to improvp genera"l eeollomic conditiol1s. 

Thus it seems realistic' to c:'lwct tbat cluring the next few decades 
the farl1l-tentll'l' sitllation will not he worsened by serious ancl pro­
longed business depressions. 

Foreign Workers for Seasonal Farm Labor 

A third consideration-the illlilOrtlLtioll of foreign nationals for 
seasonal -farm lailor-colllcl become a signiiicant· farm-tenure develop­
ment in the 'future, althollgh ill the lU;:JO's, it is relati\cely ullimpor­
tant except: ill n. few local areas. 

The legal cntrance of -foreign nationals Jor seasonal hired agricul­
tmal lahor grl'w in i mportlwcl' elu ri ng and Jollo\\'ing ",Yol'hl ",Val' II. 
Since tIll' H~d ('ongrpss enactpel Public LtlW 78 ill lD51, the Fedeml 
C\-oVel'l1111cnt has ·facilitated tll(> impol'tation of f~ll'm\I'()rkers from 
foreiZll C'ollntrips. Durinz NlCh o~f thp y('al'S 10i5G and I!l;)!. alJonL 
-l·.")(),()()() Joreign lIationltls~('hi('lIy ~rpxi(,;lns, with small !lumbers or 
BalulIIliatls, British ",\\'st 11](lialls, .J:lp:lIIPSe, Filipinos, :ultl Cana­
diauf;-\\"l'l'(' IJI'OllUill into tlIP l"lIitl'(1 ~t:Ltps to (10 se:Lf;ollal 1':\I'III\\"ol'k 
ul)(ler till' tel'lIlS (;1' .\li.!!T:lIlt LalHJl' .\gn'PIIH'lIts 1)('1 \\"l'(,11 tIl(' (!m'prll­
IIll'llt of tlw l'lIitpd States <lnd [lIP ~-,'\'('ral rorpiun ('olllllrips. In 
I!li)(j and I!l;)! at llIp pl'<lk of tlw Jabot, spaSOll (tlIp 'lil'st ll<tlf or O('to­
bpI') , tl1l' nlllllllPl' or rOI'Pign nationals doing seasonal fnl'llIl\'ol'k in 
this ('uUlIlr,\' was ttl'ouml ~(3)()()(). Durillg In;)!, \'on'igll r:lI'lIl\\'ol'kpl'S 
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,,-ere employed in 40 States. Tflxas, California, Arkansas, New j\{ex­
ico, Arizona, and Florida employed the largest numbers of these 
workers (59). 

The consequences of importing annually lnrge numbers of foreign 
seasonal farl1lwol.'kers are olltside the scope of the study reported 
here. Such a, practice might have important effects on the tenure 
status of farm people, however. 

Contract Farming and Vertical Integration 

A fourth dr\'elopment--contract farming and vertical integmtioll 
-could also lUt\'e impol'iant consequences for farm tenure. For 
!'3omc crops, these arrangements bet-ween farmers and others have 
been long ('stablish('cl and luwe changed little through tl1(', years. 
But. for other crops and for some livestock, contract farming and 
verf'ical integra tion nppea l' to be spreading rapidly (58). 

Productioll of n particular commodity is sn,id to be vertically inte­
gmtNl ,yhen the farmer shar('s some of his mann,gcm('nt decisions and 
l'lsi\:s in pl'oclnction n,ll(] marketing with one 01' morc relftted busi­
ness('s. Th('se 1nlsinesses ma.y include suppliers of inputs commonly 
purcha.sed1))' farl11rrs, pl'Ocessors of farm products, 01' wholesale n,nd 
retail distributors o:f itrll1s made from farm products. 

Yertical integration includes a range of fal'mer-bnsinessman ar­
rangements. It extends ft'om agreements between farmers and busi­
nesses that al'e only slightly closet· than open-market relationships to 
comp1etC' o\n1rl'f;hip, control, and operation of the farm by a husiness 
firm. Contract fannin.!l·lies hetwren these limits. In Some situations, 
only one oj! a farmer's se\"eral enterprises and in others, the entire 
Olltput of his farm, may he illtegmt('d. A similar rangr of possibili­
ties applies to the sharing of managel11rnt. In the mildest form or 
':Cl'tical intrgl'ation, the fal.'llWr and the businessman nmy discuss 
anrl anin> :Jointlr at c(>rt-ain decisions traclitionally made by the 
farmer a10n('. ~\J t-lH' othrl' rxtrcme of contract farming, the fnrmcr 
may turll some of thC'sp decisions Over in entirety to the'l;usinessman. 
Finally, at the cxtTl'me of n~rtical integration, the business firm itseU 
O\\"I1S :Ulcl oprratl's tIll' enti 1'(> -far111. 

It is not ell'Hl' how fnr contract :farming ancl vertical intr<rl.'atioll 
will spread and in what ways tlIP,\' will affect the fn,rm-tpnul.'; sit lln­
lioll. Yertienl intpgmtioll has grOWJl Ollt of technologi(,al ehallges. 
Tlll'sP changes hnn' taken placpil1 Jarlll prodlldion, in the Illal1nfm'­
(nre uncl distributioll of inputs ptlrehased 1»), -farmers, in the j)l'OC(>SS­
illg of l\tl'm products, and in the retailing of food al1d other goods 
macle -from farm products. As it is not likely that tIll' pace of thr:,!' 
tec1molo,'!ical innoYfttions will slnchn, -further expansion of contraet 
farming and vertical inf"egration may oecur. But it "'onlel be a mis­
take to aSSllme that the directiou, rate, and chn,racter of the chan,'!p 
to vertical in tegration cannot be in flucncecl. If the deveIOJlment- of 
\"ertieal integration in agl'icnltlll'e is ,'!uiclecl properly, in (})(, long run 
it will probably benefit 1101' only conSlllnet·s anel bllf;inl'sses thnL dl'nl 
\rilh l'al'llwl's hut also/'nl'lll I)('ople in general, without illlpairilig
(Iwi!' J'al'lIl-(ellllre sla(W:i. 

• 

• 

• 
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TENURE TRADITIONS REEXAMINED 


The rapid chall.!!es taking place ,dthin :.md beyond the agricultural 
C'ommnnity suggest that certain of our farm-tenure traditions might 

• 
well be reexamined. One snch tl'Udition is 01(' agricultural tenure 
ladder. Another is the vie\y that ·'hi.!!h" iterm-tenure status is almost 
synonymous with material ,,·ell-ue.lJ1g and that raising the farm­
tenll re sf'utus of a family necessarily improves its material well-being. 

The "Agricultural Ladder" 

The traditional itka 01' the a.!!r.lculturalluc1der has been that farm 
boys first learn thl' rndinwnts or farming on their parents' fn.rms and 
Own through lmrd work, thrift, resourcefulness, and perse.,·erance 
climb successivel)- from hired-lrtborer sttttus to tenancy to mortgaged 
ownership and finally to debt-free ownership. As an alternatlve to 
the traditional srlf-help ladder, several ,\Titers have indicated that 
inheri tance and 'family as~istan('r make up the so-called "new" agri­
cultural ladder (.'j_~. !j. 28). ,Yith the ladc1er of family help, the farm 
<~s a going entt'rpri:;(' is kt'pt in the family and a:, such is transferred 
from parents to son and c1all,.!!hter-in-luw or son-m-law and daughter 
through the llse of appropri:lt<, bmily agreements and transfer ar­
rangements. Each of these ideas of the agricultural ladder-the 
seH-help view and the family-help yiew-ma,\' be l1~ed altel'nfttiYely 
in two different ,Ya),s. Each may be useel as an al1ftlytical model to 
describe ho\\" some in(li \'idllftls attain farm ownership, or as a popular 
ideal to inclicatp a ('onl'SP or adion thftt should be follo·wed. 

• 
As analytical moclp]s, both (hp old and the new agricultural bd­

del'S arE' useful in clpsC'ribing what has happened. Data from the 
1018 Spillman stwly of farm O\\"I1(,1'S in foul' Xodh ('pntml States 
and from Korth ('pnl'ml -rann O\mcrs in the HH6 l:"SDA farmland­
ownership study inclieatp (hat only about a frfth of the Xorth Central 
f[Ll'lll owner-op(>rators nSE'<1 all tiw lower rungs of the agricultural 
ladder-unpaid hOllH' farm l'xppri('nce, work as a hired laborer, and 
l\>nfing. Tlwsp data ilHli('ate also that the ]lew agricultural ladder 
ic; not np\\" 1n ]11':1 ('I' i('('. although 01(' term. itself is of recent origin. 
The 1010 SpilllllHn slmIy rpwal(>(l that enn bcJor(' ,Vorld ,Var I~ 
thr 1)t'oportion of OWllPl'-Oppra!ol's who h:ul gone directly from work­
ing on their parents' farms to ownership was larger than the pro­
portion who had llspd nIl the sllc'cessive rungs of the traditional lad­
der. Comparison of data in the ](llk Spillman stlld," \yjtlt data in 
the UHG USD_\. Slll'\'P)' n.lso su.!!gestR that perhaps the proportion of 
hrm operators who rlimh all th(' 1'1ll1Q:S of the old agricnltllralladder 
is decreasing slightl~·: tllfll' tenanc'y is prolmbl.,· bpcoming a less im­
portant nmg of the In<1clf'L': and that thE' nnmbrL' of opel'ntors who 
thl'otl.!!h inhrritan(,(, and famih' a~sistnnre are boosted c1il'ectly from 
honw2furm expeL'iPIH'(' to O\\;}1('1'-op(,1'ato1'ship may be increasing 
slightly UD. 5) . 

• 
As popnlar ic1rals or patterns fO!' adion, tll(' t\Yo agricultnral lacl­

del'S can be mislrading. if they arp considel'ed without ac1equate un­
derstanding of tIl(' diflkulties 11Int in either instance may be asso­
ciated with ach1('\'i11g the faJ'm family's gon1 of ownership. As has 
been pointed ont, climbing; the agricultural Jaddpr of self-help is 
difficult and uncel"tain, not only because of personal vicissitudes but 
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also l)(>C'HlIS(, or high capital I'P«(lliI'PlllPnts in fa1'llIing and h('('anse 
swings in JHl'IlI-Pl'odlll't 11l'i('PS ,,<]"pe%l' Jarlll illc'ollles perioc1icnll\' 
Uf. 7), 5,Hi. ij(/,J-,ifJ'8: 't.!. /1, ,i: .W: .1.1: 5,' 38: .].2), 

The new agl'if'ult llral Jaddt'l' or ralllily hplp i11l'Oh-l'S pl'oblems that 
ltre not appal'l'nt at lirst glalH'l', During' tltt' ])Pl'iod in ",ltiC'l1 n, Jamily 
'farm is in tl'lll1sitioll frolll cOlltrol 1,.\' t Iw olc]pr 1!l'IH'ration to control 
1)/ tht' yonnl!l'l' and ill which tlw labm' of l,orh fal1lilips is employed 
on tIl(' i'arm. olle pl'Ohlt'1II is hoI" to enl:tl'gl' t hp farm \111 it temporarily 
to pl'l'l11ir l'1Iil'il'nt niili%alioll of 11ll' lal'gPl' lUllOIlI1( of Jabol' and to 
prO\'ic1p ac1l'Cjlltltt' iIl 1'011]('" fol' hot 11 ftllll i I ips, ~\ lIothpl' prohlpl11 is 
hoI" parPllt" allcl ('hildl'PIl {'lUI kllow \\'11l'tlH'l' tIll',," an' prpparl'd by 
expcriclI('p and tPIllIWl'tlIlll'nt to (,\ltPl' illio thl'sl' close opl'rilt'illg ar­
ra 11 I!e lIH'n ts, .\ thi['(1 PI'OlilPllI is ltO\\' to liSP tItp I1P\\' ladder ill a way 
that will Illake the youll1!l'l' (~{)\Lplp 1'('pl that thp,\' lu:e dimhil1,!! rap­
idly and steadil.Y and till' P:U'PlltS rpp] nspflll in tlu'ir last productive 
years and seclll'l' in th('it' old age US), A final pro1l1em is whether 
th(' ladder of famil)' af'sistalln' mnkt's lllor(' !'l'\I1o!r tll(' ,!!oa1 of ownel'­
opPL'atoL'ship for thl' ehil(lrPIl of (('nants, ('I'opprl's. and hired hrm 
laborers. 

~\s i<1(>(tl pnttpl'lls or aetioll with I'plp\'1l11l'P for tll(' pl'esent and Ow 
:future. howP\'pl'. bo!h 1ac1(lPl's 11('('\1 fll!'tlwl' lIlo(lilieatioll to permit 
recognition 01' thp pPl'\'llsin' I.'pqllil'PlIlPllt fcJI' IlPt' ,'(wational off-flu'\lJ 
migmtiol1, ~taiis( i(';:; as to the 1H'1'('p\ltagp or fal'lll mnler-opern{ors 
\\'ho al'llipvp(l tl1l' (Jwlll'l'ship .!!oal hy pithp!, Ind(lrl'. or h)' a combina­
tion of h001. ('an hp 1ll1s1padill!!, Fi!!lIrl'::; or this kin<l obscure tlH' 
fact that mnn\' of thr fal'm y(illths \\'lio tTip(\ hllt fltilpd to achie,'p 
the goal of "l'al:m ownprship. (ll' who Illa,' han' ",antN1 to try for farm 
o\\'l1rrship. ('cmld ]lot po:,si1)I,\' han' SW'('p('(1(,(1. LOll.!! lwfoL'l' thp clos­
ill,!! of tllPfl'olltiPI' alld tl](' (lp('lill(' ill 1I111111){'r oj' farms. pmplo)'nwnt 
opportulliti<'s ill tl.!!r;c'lllIUl'P WPl'l' illslllli('ipnt to absorh both tIl(' Eul'o­
perUl irnmi,!!Tants who sl'Ulp(\ Oll Olll' f(tl'llIs alltl all thosr horn ftnd 
reared Oil ilH'JIl, ~\ sitllatioll of Ihis kind IIns pxislP(l at Ipast Sil1(,(, 
IHflO, It has 1>(,pn pstillJatp(1 that ill I!)()() at Ipast :n millioll ppople 
with farm IHWkgl'Oll1l(ls (a" or ISriO) \\"Pl'(' I'Psidin,!! ill \'illa,!!t's. towns, 
and cities (3D), 

'I'll(' popular traditioll of dillllJing fll(, a,!!l'it'u\tural lnclc1Pl'. eitlH'l' 
h,\' fieH-hplp or family lJ('lp. tlll'\'(·f()\'(, I'l'CI',il'P'" \lIo<lifil'atioll if it is to 
ha\'p l'el('\'aJ\rp for 0111' {illH', ,\S:tll i(\Pltl fol' flu'lIl ]lpople. th0 lnddpl' 
t rac1ition sholll(l ('all aitpnfiol\ to all t\;;jlP!'( tllllt has hp('11 largply ip-­
\1:)['('<1, rt s1JoIlI<l [ll'olllisp a l'I'HSO\lttl,Jp ]lroS[J('I't of adlil'\'jng flu'lll 
OWllPI'-oppl'l\fol'ship I'ClI' youllg £ttl'lIl ])('opl<' of at· Il'a:-t an'l'(l,!!p Ilbility 
and <1ili!!PIl('c \\'ho <'hoos!' to J'Pl11nin ill ll!!ri"lIltlll'l', III additioll. il 
sholll(1 j'C'('ogni%p and l)Pr\IH ps plllpllasiz(' that tltpl'P is insllflic'iPII { 
P('OIlOIn iI' opport Illl it Y ill n!!ri('\llt \I \'(' for rill t II(' <'hi h11'('n 0 f :ftu'\ll 
Pfll'PlltS amI that. 11l1dpl IH'P:'l'IIt ('oll(litioIlS. slightly 11IOl'P thall ·111 
}>('\'('(,lIt of (lIP YOllth I'pan'(1 011 fltl'\1l:' 11('('(\ to find jobs ()n(si(l(' fl,!!l'i­
('III t nrC', 

Tenure Status and Material Welfare 

H has iJPPII part or 01\1' I'll rill tTlICli{ioll to nS~lInlP {hal hi,!!ll 1':11'111­
tPlltll'P ;;tal\l::; !!(JP:l \\'ith !!('IIP\'til \\pll·j,pill!! :u\(l that low (Plllll'(, stat liS 

illlplips disacl~';llliagp, 'Illdi\'idu;t! rnt'lll~'l'S lU'P of[(,11 adyi;:pcl to a{­
fain tli(' stat \IS of ()\\'\H'!'-ojJl'l'tlt<JI'S :IS soon as flIP)' call do so. Also, 
,!!ovPl'Jlllwnt is I'allt'(\ 11])('11 1'01' !,olil'ies thai ",.ill increase the number 

• 


• 


• 
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of owner-operators, But these ideaH tU'P o\'prsimpli fieuJiuns, ""Yhen 
an operator with insuflicient lle(-\nn'th iJl'('omes it mOl'tga::red owner 
of a small and poorly eqnipped farm rat Iwl.' t'han ('ontil1lle h) rent- [t 
farm of adequate size and farm it with e/lieit'llt ('C(uipl11l'llt, hl' tltereb," 

• 
reduces his family's income 1110re thnn is gPIHH'itlly re:t1ized, ~ratl'L'i:d 
well-being is an important part of gl'nl'r:tl wdl-Iwing, The large 
net ,,'orth currently needed to OWll alld Opel.'ftU' an eflicient 'family 
farm and the difficulty of making a [ttl'lll pay for itspH d1tring each 
generation call for a reexamination of tltl' tPllure ::ronl of fal'l1\ owner­
ship for all farm families ancl~ if ne('ps:itlL'Y, n rpstatpnwnt of' the goal 
\\,1th thp qllltlificat:ions no\\' l1eeCLNl. 

In the past, thel.'(> hns ht'(>l1 only ill fl'pquent L'e('ognition that tPII­
:uwy in itseH is not npCl'ssllrily 1>::1(1 (.JJ, p, 8,J; /, pp, ,l85-,Wn, The 
popaTal' prefprcnce for OWI1PL'-operatol's\tip on'l' an," form of t(,llftney 
results in eronoll1ic ('ollspqnen('ps that :tL'(' fUI' from oln'iotls when :t 
farm famih"s n('t \yorlh is 51111LII L'(,\:tlin' to th(' lotal y:thll' of all 
ellieiC'lltly 5lzPel and eqnippr>d bl'lll. Sm'h lL fnmil,\' ('an get arcess 
to a fal'll! tlu'ou,!!h {('naw'y or hell\'ily nlOl'tgugl'cl oWllPl'ship, If I'll(' 
-family l'('nts tl f:ll'tn, all of its llet "-ol'tll is it\'ailahh' 'tor' opPL'nting 
(,:tpital and for the lHU'l'hase of n1aehinpl'Y, pC(uipn1Pnt. ancllh-estock. 
If the f:l1))il,\- huys land and buildings, it,.; IlPt worth mils!' he spread 
between flIP clowllpaynH'nt 011 Tann real l'st at P nlH1 flIP 1.'PC{1li L'pmpnts 
foL' operat'illg (':t])ila1. impkment:;, pqnipllll'nl, am1 liwstoek. 

• 
"Tith pxistillg ('L'pelit pradi('ps, a [nl'I1lPI' who has a l'('lati\'(~ly small 

net worth ('an 1'('ld a lal'rr('l' YOlllllH' of :flll'Ill-I'l'al-l's!atp l'PSOllL'(,PS than 
he Cllll o\Jtaill b,\" hOI'J'()'willg for thpil' pUI'('hasp, Flll'therll101'1,, tIll' 
smaller tll(' fllL'mpl"S net worth, tlll' !!l'('atpl' is flIP eli fl'pL'PIl('P het \\'(,pn 
the amollnl of C:ltpital lH' ('an l'Pl1t ;\1\(1 tll(' :t11](lllllt lH' ('all \)OI'L'O\'I. 

TlH'refore, in rhoosing lH'lwily lllOl'!gagp<1 O\\'I1Pl'ship l'atJtpl' than 
t:enl1IH'Y, II I'arm famih- with limitpcl finalwinl L'('SOlU'('P:, llliist IJP :'mti,.;· 

• 

fled wi'th operating a ~lIla]lel' 01' I('ss pl'odlid in' En rill alld witll e:u'lI­

ing smallpL' retllL'l1;:; on !'la' famil~"s l:tllOl', lllallag'l'lllPIlt. and p([llily 
than ,yonlcl bE' the east' if jJ l'pntpcl n fa 1'111 , .\fall\' fal'1ll f:lI11ilip~ hll\' 
ownership status at ill(' ]l1'iee oJ: 10\\'PI' 1l101ll'1 al',~' I'('t Ill'll;:; allc] Im\'l:r 
lpn'ls of' Ih-ing (.16'; .II', PI', JJC-/,J[J; ,j/; ,!.J, /1/1, .i,J.!-,),},/) , 

\"01' is thr populiLr \'il'\\" that tIll' IllHtl'l'ial \\'pl fal'!' of fal'!ll falllilips 
COI.'L'C'sponc1s to theil' tl'llnrC staius ('01lfil'llwd hy anlila!Jlp Plllpil'i('a] 
e\'ic!E'lH'C', The I':U'llHl}JPrator family Ip\'pl·of·li\'in!! in(kx puhlislH'd 
br thp DppaL'lIlll'lli of :\gTieuJtnrl' (,!(J) pl'oddpo; :t I'platin' lllPH!'illl'P 
of thr matpL'ial wpll-heing of fal'111'O[H'rntol' i'ulllilips that lIla,\' 1)(' 
('OIll[HlL'ec1 with infol'lIlation as to thpil' tel11I1'l' stat u,.;, \\'\tPIl tlte 
upper 10 States ill tllP rankiu,!! w'('orclill!.!,' to (Ill' Ilag(J()(1 I<,\,pl-of­
li\'ing index 01' J:u'lll·oppnllol' fUlllilip:, /'ot' 1!1;)11 an' ('olll.]lIll'pd willi 
the 10 Statps harillJ! tlIP highpst propol't ion o/' O\\'llprs :tIlIOllg the 
adult nmlp a!!l'i('lIlll1ml \\'ork 1'ol'('p il1 t Ital \'pal', ollh' (lIlp Statl' iR 
eommol1 to l;oth lists, .\11([ \\'1\('11 t IIp lowPI: 1." ~Iatl:!'i a('c'(lI'dillg to 
the Hagood inclpx tll'!, c'ollqJlLt'Pcl wilh tIll' III Stntl''' h:l\'in!.(' tIll' lO\\"PHt 
peL'('pnta,!.!'l' of o\\'m'l':-; nnlOllg aclnlt lilah, a!!I'jl'lIlt IIml wOI'k!'I':-;, ;; 
S(ates ap[lPIlI' ill IHJtll ,!!I'OIlP:-; !lahlp 1.-)), III p"allln/ill,!! this i"I])('I'­
fpc{- COL'I.'('SPOlldpIWl', \t()\\'('\'PI', it shollld 1)(' ll(Jtpc\ Iltat till' IP\,pl-o/'­
lixing ill(/px dpa],.; (Jllly witlt fnJ'lIHJ[lp]'atm' i'nlllilipo;, that it (lot'H !lO( 

L'l~llect the lirillg: Ipnds of IliL'pd J:.ll'm·]aIHJl'PI' familips: [luel that the 
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Hagooel index is dcsigllPd to 1)(' cal('nlaL('c1 from lwailable published 
data. ~l and 111('re forc ('anllot bp lllOl'P sPl1sitive than this limitation 
pE'l'l11 its. 

• 
~\. second empirical cheek 011 flIP yip\\, t hat the malerial welfare of 

farm familil'S is svnonnnolis with llipil' £(u'Jl1-tenul'p status iIl\-olves 
comparison of the" geographic dislriiJut ion of (1) the percentage of 
farms operated by tenants, (2) the median incomes of farm families, 
and (3) the indexes of famH)]Wrttlor family le\-eIs-of-living (figs. 
2-1, 25, amI 26). Two rathe!' elis! in(~t regional patterns of association 
beh,een tenancy and material \\'pHan' are suggestecl by these elata. 
,Yithin the cleep S()nth~ higllPl' rat(,H of t('nancy tend to be associated 
\\'ith lower median iUr'onlPs anclli,-ing levels for l'mal families. Out­
Bide th(' deep South, howen'l\ the Corn Belt stands out as the largest 
ftrea of both high tt'lHUlI'.\' and high hrm-family incomes and living 
levels. In gPllcraL no (,oll~i:-it<'l1t patterlJ j~ c\'i<l('ut ill othCI" I"Pgiul1<l. 
For ('XfllllplE', Wl'r liull' tplUUley is founel in the upper Lake States 
and most of Xew Ell!!lancl, btl!, 'family incomes and living levels are 
low in the former alld high in the latter. 

SllggE'stions of thl' snll1c dUfrrcncc between the South and the rest 
of the:' ("(l1ll1trv also Plllrrgp in data 'fl'Om tl 1953 special cooperative 
study whi('h 'gin's fmtlwl" empirical pvidence U!:; to the degree of 
association ber,ypen the material wclfllre lllld tenure status of farm 
people. Examination of the tenure status of lo,y-income farm-oper­
ator families whosE' money inCOn1<'5 from all sonrces were less thftn 

• 
81:000 pH yeal' in lfl;)O renals tlInt n. majority were owners (inclucl­
ing a BJ11nll numhH of rnal1ag('}"s), f'uppo5('(l1y the "highest" tenure 
category, For tl)(' Xorth and ,Yrst cOllBic1erecl together, 83 percent 

.. The Hagood index of the I('vels of living of farm-operator families is base,l 
on four quantitative criteria: The percentages of farms with (1) electricity, 
(2) telephone, (3) automobiles, and (4) the average value of product:; traded 
or sold. 

73 



FARM FAMilY MEDIAN 
INCOME,1949* 

• 

MEDIAN INCOME 

DUnder Sl,OOO 
01,000 1,.199 
rm 1,500. 1,999 
.2,000 . 2,499 
.• 2,500 & over 

• CAf,I. BY iTHE ECOIo/OIolIC ME"'$. 

mCLF.::JES UHRELAT£c" IN~VlottN..! 

Figure .!.i 

• 
FARM-OPERATOR FAMILY 


LEVEL-OF-LiVING INDEXES, 1950 


RANKING OF 
COUNTIES ON 

ItlOEX 
:-: lo""ut f.hh 

t:....J Ne,c:t Jo·... tul fifth 
CJ M,odl. l,hh 

.•,,"'" ,," rl.",-_.- -."~---.--

Pi!lIu'(' 2a • 
74 



ot tlle5(' low-i 11('0111(' f:t1'I1I-opprntOl" fnllli lies \\'PL'l' Oll"lIl'L'S ill 1050; 111 
the Soul'h, 55 lWl'(,l'nt WN'l' owneL'S,!!~ 

The distributioll of til(' HlC,{) mOlH'}, iu('ol1ll's (tL'om [til som'('es) of 
f:nnilies ill eaeh telHu'p enJl'got'y i~ ::-;howl1 ill table Hi. Jn till' Xorth 

• 


• 


• 

and 1,rest, til(' prop0L'tion oJ ownp\.'s (ilH'lllding nmnage\.'s) \\-it'h net. 
m.oney inromes of less Hum $1,000 in H);)O was ahout. a sixth while 
only :tbout an eighth of nIl' t(,[lanls had in(!ol111's tltis .low, But ('he 
pl'l'cenlagp of fItI'm OWl1l'l'-OPPl'l1tOI' Jall1i1ips wilh 1l1011C',Y incomes of 
$,1:,000 and on'l' in 1$),10 was SOIllP\\'lutl' highp\.' i1ltLn t'hl' pel'(,pntnge 
of (pnants with these inCOllies, In Ihl' :-iouth, howp,"('['. only rtbollt'a 
t'hil'd 01' Ihe fa.rm OlnlPL'-Opl'rntol" falllilips had 1l10111'Y ill('OIl1l'S of It'ss 
tha.n $1,000 in1!l50, "'hill' n.lll)osl halt: of tlw tpun.n! frllllilips (l'xclucl­
ing CI'OPPl'l's) rtnd n.llllost tll"o-(hiJ'(ls or tIll' shar('('l'oPPPI' families hnd 
i 11 ('0111 P8 he10\\' $l,OO(), Tlll']lp J.'('pnt :I.!!P 0 I' SOIlt1\('l'l1 OWI1Pl'-OPP L'alo\' 
fltl'ml'illllilil's \\'jl h ilH'Olll('1' of S,U)()!) and 01'('1' in ID;iO was rtlso con­
si<ll'l'ably l;u'gl'1' thall till' \wn'PIl{a,!!l's of {Pllall! :tlI<1 sh;uprl'oppel' 
familips wilh 1'\\(']1 ill('OIll('S. l"nfol'!ullalpl\'. similar infol'lllfttion on 

Ih(' ill('OIlIPS of l'al'lll-lttJ,ol'pr l'al1lili(,s \\'a~ \lol a\'ailah]p for {'0111-
Pfll'ISOll, 

'1'.\ 111,(': 1n, I:~~t IlIwtul jill'l'udW/1 di,..!lI'iIJlltioli I!{ /(lI'If/ /a lIIilirs by 
t(,lI11re and llllllual illcolne. "\"Ol'tlllJ'1l alUl 11"18ftl'lI ,"'tatls COil/biwd, 
({)lIl Southu'n .')'talC's 

Xorth und \\'('st I South 1 
Fa milY rn~h illcomp , 

fro IIi 11.11 ~()\lI'('P:i 
[)\I'f1er~ ~ '[£'II:IllI" I OWn!'l'" ~ Tl'Il!wt" Sh/lrp­

<'ruppers! 
PI'rI'('n/ ,'arl'lll PI']'I'!'It! I'('trellt 1'( rrl ttl 

l'ncler BI,()(JO, Jn, ,j I:!, II :H,.i ·I.i. (j iii. 'i 
Bl,OOO-Sl,!)(HL _ _! ~u; :2.1. n ' ~!j. S :11 'i :2:1. Ii 
B:l,OOO-S2,9!HL. _ I :!O,:~ I :!1. Ii ' !(i. ,j 1:2.1 Ii. 1 
S3,OOO-B3,90H_ . it). ~ J. 10, 1 \1. H :t'i j 2. 7 
S,I,OOO and 0\'('1', ,)- - ~Il 1:2.:1 i 0, 'i ' :2, ~-':.1_-I 

Total l lOO,O I 100, (j IOU, 0 1()(l. (I IOU () 
,______, ___ ~__ ~~_.__ "~ ____~_ ......____.o 

I X(>\I" England, ;\1 iddh~ .\tlalll ie, Ea~l XUI'll, (·{,lIlra!. \\'''''1 Xorl h ('('Ulral. 
::'>Iollntllin, and Pllcifit', 

2 ] I1Cllld('~ filII o 11'11!'r>', purl ll\\'!I!'r~, alld Illallug..r~. 
3 South Atlanti<', EIl;;t 1"00lth (~l'hlral. alld \rl'~t SUln!; ("'ulm!. 
j Bpctlusl' of rOlluding, Iignl'('l' do 1101 1"'(,I'",..(1I'iJ~ ud,l t" IOil. Jl!'ri\'pd from 

FlU'lllS and Farlll P('opl£', ,\ :'ilw<"ial ('uope'rat in' t'tlldy I/j; I. 

'film; I lip 1'(' if; litt]p l'\'icll'lH'1' tItat (Pllun' S(!L(I1~ is a IHlI,tknlal'ly 
]'plinlJIP ilHlicato\' of IIJ(' I'plnl in lIutlPl'in I wpl\·bpill!! oj' fal'lll fllIlIilil's 
oJ.' of agrll'nlt urn I {'(JlIIll1UII it it's, .\.,.i<ll' fl'Olll IIll' ~{;lll h, Plllpi l'j,':t1 pli· 
d(>11<'[' has Hoi :>ItOIl'II lital IplIalll< li"ill!! It'I'pls at'p \,pl()w thost' of 
Oll"lll'I'S, althollgh lJOtit ()\\,lll'I'-OpPI'alo\,s 'and l!'lIanls pt·ohn.l,ly IULII' 
hi!!IIl'I' 1I1011l'\' i!\('Oll\t·S alii I lilill,!! \p\(,J:..; Ihan !tin·1! ral'1I1\\{J1'kl'I'~, 
",;ithit, lltp ~Olliit. I!C)\\I'\Pt'. Iti!!h (PIIIlI'I' 1'lattl~ 10 ,.()JIll' px[p!l1 l(,lId~ 
to Ill' :lS~()('h\tl'd willJ IllalPl'inl in'I\'\H,jll!! and low 1('lILlI'P st,llllS with 
low li"ill,!! 1('I'pls, Bllt il 1'llOllld 1I0t Ill' ill 1'l'1'J'l'<l rltat ('II'II ill tIll' 

~:'(':ttf'lItat('d 1'1'0111 Vat'm" awl [0",11'111 1'1'01')" 1'''J,nlalioll, 1114'111111', alld [1"1i~ill:! 
(tltill,'af'{pds{ic's by E.+t,lHtJui" ('la .... ' or Filt'hi (,,:. Ill), ;!J .... :, 
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South this crude cOL'L'espondeuee bphYeen tenure status and material 
'well-being is cttnsecl neeessllrily and mainly by farm-tenure status, 
It is likely t11M :ftlL'lll-tenure status and ley?l of lidng are both ele­
ments in acomph'x intl'L']'phttiollship of these and snell factors as the 
proc1uet i \'ity of natu ('ttl l'l'tillUL'I'C'S anli1al>le for agL'icnUnral use, the 
pL'essme 0 f populn,1 ion on agrieuliul'lt! lanel, the accumulated stock of 
agdcultnml (,(tpita!. til(' iC'clmologicnl knowledge po~sessecl by farm 
people. nuel thp iudi \'idual's nat urnI ability l social statns, education, 
and inherited wpalth. • 

To han' ]'plp\'l11H'p a~ an idpal rot' both present and future, the 
popu1!tr l)J'pfpI'PIH'l' fot' farm O\YllPl'ship o\"t'l' tenaney should therefore 
hp resl ated. It should be ['l'('o.[!l1izpd that (hl' nel'-wol'th l'l'quirements 
"for o\\'I1l'rship and op('mt ion of nil eflicion! family farm arc great~r 
t han the 11('t \\'orth a 1(,!Hill t nepds t (J op('rntp a comparable farlll Ulut, 
It should 1)(' mac1p ('It'lll' t11n.!" wh(,1l an operntol' buys a small farm of 
10\\' pl'oclurth'ily llP('ani'p hi~ up! worlh j:; ns yt't too small to permit 
him to bn~' an acll'Clll!ttt' Huit. the farm ineo111e nvai1n.ble for family 
lid n!! nJHl ('ilpit<tl HC('Ulllll1at ion ,,·ill be considE'rabh- Jess than he 
cOllI(l hnn' l'al'llP(l as it tpnant olwl'llting a better fal'ln unit. The 
f.llrthC'l' c1iHi"I\l!y or payillg ofl' I1w Illo]'tgng(' and accumulating addi­
110111"11 operating ('apitnl :-;houl(l h(, l'(·('o.gnized also, 

Fnrthl'l'l11ol'e, program:, to imp]'oY(' the tpllllL'e status of farm peo­
ple mllst he carefully thought through and properl)' designed if they 
fU'C to produce tIl(' pXjlPC'{Nl l'P:-'lills. If tht' romph'x interrelations 
bp!\\'l'pn tenUrt' HlHl Ot1Wl' fm'to]'s \\'l'l'l' ignol'('d in s('(t ing 11 p a pro­
gram. it might fail to ]>I'O(1\U'(' till' (ksil'pd (euUl't' changes. An inac1e­
qun.tp 'fnl'nHplllll"P pl'ogram might 11I·ill.!! ahout tenure changcs that 
\\'ould appenl' to Ill' (l!'sil'ablp hilt wentl(l not a!'{'unll)' imprO\"e the mn­
(prial or !!Plleral well,hpin!! or till' "famili('s im'oh-ecl. Or eYen thOll[!h 
it mighl'pl'ocl\w(' SOIlH' of Ill(' tI'IIlU'P Ch:Ul!!PS d('sil't'(l, an impropcl'ly 
dpsignecl farm-!PIl1l1'P pl'Ogl'HllI l'olll<llll'ochtl,<, 1llHlpsiJ'ttblp side effecls 
within flU' agric:ult 11I'al (·oll1lll\miiy. 
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APPENDIX 
METHODOLOGY 

The lhtta in the [aIJle;:; showing the percl'utages of O\\'11l'1'S, tl'uants, 
and farm lahol'l'l's among ral'lll\\'Ol'kl'l'S 20 yNll'S aIel [mel 0\"1.'1' werl' 
den~lopecl by combilling datil. from the ('l'llSns('s oJ agricnltu:re and 
population {oj, 54). The pl'oeethu'p was the ;;lllUe as tlmt followed 
ill the HHS report by Taylol'~ DllCO lL and Ha,!!oocl (.i I ). whit'h wn;; 
bnspcl on the method used by .rohn D. Bht('k amI R H. Allen (9). 

Past C'PllSl1SPS of agL'iculture and pOPlllation do not lll'o\'iell' sta­
tisties tluLL afronl a dil'ec't 111l'aslll'p or Il't'lId~ ill flIt' (PllllI'p slntu..; of 
l'armworkprs in tll!.' rnitecl S[[tl('::=;, if tl'HUl'p status is interpretl'cl 
broadly to includp the ca(p!!'orv of filt'lll In,bm'PL's as w('11 as o\\'ner­
OPf'l'tl.()J's and tellatlt-oppl'<l()rs~ OtlWl' diIlicultit's ill IllPtlslll'illg agri­
ellltmal pmployUlC'llt arise' fl'Olll the seasonality of farlll labor rc­
<ttl i rNtH'tlts am! I Ill' \'lll'ying cl(',!!I'(~(' of part jei pllt iOIl ill fal'lll \\'o!'k by 
rallliJ,\' lllPml1P1'S (18), Tit!' pxt('nt of t11(' pon'I'agp of ullpn.i(l family 
\\'Ol'kPl'S in past ('('l1Slls('S has yuripd gl'l'Ht ly. To :t\"old 1ll0S! oftllP 

llOI}('oll'1HU'niJilitip..; so illt l'odw'pd and to kppp tilt' allaJy~is foclIsl:'ll 
Oil tIll' !.!TOll]l that is u<>tmlh' n:-;sodtLled with tit!' :inhjpe{ of farm ten­
111'(" I he~ ('st imat PS \\'(' 1'(' l'P~t l'ietprJ 10 HHl h' \\'oL'kl'rs' 21] yetU's of age 
antI OYet'. 

• 


• 

• 
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The general proc('dm:p mu., ns follows: The number of males 20 
years old and over reported ns employed or as gainfully occupied in 
agriculture by the population census were divided i!lto two groups: 
(1) Farmers and farm managers, (2) farm laborers (paid and unpaid) 

• 
and farm foremen. The former group is not identic~l with the num­
ber of farm operntors reported in the census of ngnculture. It was 
assumed, however, that the correspondence was close enough so that 
the percentage distribution of male brm operators 20 years of age 
and older between owners (including managers) and tenant::: could 
be used to estimatE' the tenure dietribntion of farmers and farm man­
nrrers from the population census. 

• 

, If the 1880 and Inter censuses had used the same definitions, had 
been taken at the same time of y('at', and had made corresponding 
tabulations for persons gninfnllv o('C'npied in agricul~ure and for 
farm operators hy agE' and sex, den~lol)l1lent of the eshmates would 
have been a simple and s(rai,rrhHonmrd matt-er. But for each cenSllS 
,YE'nr, indirect esrimates had to be de\'eloped by using the most nearly 
applicable clnssiHcations for which dnta \Yere [LYnilab1e. Only a fe,Y 
such approximations wer(' reCfuired 'for the lat('r censuses: more were 
used for the enrlier years. An example of an incliredly estimated 
it(>m for 1D40illustmtes tlll' g('nernl principles follmwcl. The age 
classification of -farm opernl'ol'sin 1'11(> ('E'llsns of agricuHnre has as jts 
lowest class "ulldel' 25 yenrs,:' ,\'ll(>l'ens w(' wished 1'0 obt-ain an ag(' 
break at 20 y('ars. From tIl(> 1MO Oensns of Popnlation, WE' 0btained 
the percenrnge thaJ males agE'cl 20 to 2,.~ mndc up of all mall'S uncleI' 
25 y('ars 0:[ ap:e ,yho ,n'r(' 'farmers or -farm ll1rll1arrers. This per­
cenragc was applierl to tll(' l!HO CE'nSllS of Agri',~nltu1'e numher of 
-ra,rm opera.tors unelrl' 2:') ~V('aTS of agr to aMain an E'stimate o:r the 
grollp aged 20 to 24. The htt('r ('E;timal-e 'was then nelded to the 
perc'entage of operators ap:ccl 2il and ovcr (aHor dish'ihnting those 
\\-ith agE'S unlmo"'l1) to obtain the agr estima.te of farm operators 
20 TNll'S old nnd ov('r. 

TIl(' only cliff('renc('s between ill(> 11wf11O(ls used herr and those used 
by Black and A11pn '\'erc in ohtaininrr ('('rj-ain indirE'ct estimatE'S for 
Sl)nW of thE' ('a1'lior veal's. If an indil'('r{- pstimate could nol be made 
-from cenSllS dab. for a rri \'('n vpal', '\'(' llspd tIw n(,fl.J'pst C('l1sns for 
1\'11ie11 c1al'n ,,'err a\-ailahl(' as a'lmsis, Hln.d\: [lnd A11(,11 nSE'd a more 
elabOL'atr l1wthoc1 of pro.iect-i11[~ hn.dcward gmphicall:v from two or 
mOI'(' Jater c('ns" ('s to tIle en rl i('r (lat('. .:\cf'luillv. tlw resnlts for 10;)0 
hom th(' two methods nr(> i(l('nti('n'l "'ithin lii11ils of 1'0nnc1ing for 
th(' eight SratE's for whid1 Bla('1\: nnd ,\.11('n 1)u111isht'd estimates (ap­
j)('ndix tnlllp 2~). (Kansas r(,])1'ps(>nls a minor (,:\(,pp(ion.) Differ­
ences arr sOl11p.what rrreatPr for the 1880 pstimnJes hnt in no instmwe 
a1'(, th(',V larg(' enonih to i11(lirat(' aln' sirrniri('antIY (l"ffC'r('nt. tr(>l1(l. 

• 

No ad:justm('nl's were maclr 'for la('k of ('ompnmhility of the variolls 
CenSllS('S with I'ps1)(>('(' to till1£' of ),('a1' \\"lwn HIP (,plislls ,vas taken, 
(liffer(']we in clrnnitioll hehn>en rrainfllll)T o(,(,lIpierl in agricu1tn1'(> 
(10;)0 and prrviOlls ('enslIses). ancl th(' slim of tlw pmployed in ngri­
('II1!-l1]'r nl(lR thos(' 1II1pl11])10wc1 ,,-]on 1'1'1)01'((>(1 haYinrr workNl at nn 
n.rrl'ir'lIlilll'al oC(,lIpnlioll lasf '(HHO nnrl10;,)O), :mrl degrrr of completr' 
HE'SS of enllJ1lPration of ,'ariolls ('rI1S11sr8. It- ,,-as hrljp"N1 that such 
non('omparnbility as may haw l)eel1 introducprl lTv tJ1l'se -Fact-ors 
\yould affr('(' mor(' seriolisly the ('omparison of agiregatE's in each 
ten11rE' .class I'han the j)Pl'Cfntil.,rre c'omposition of agricultural workers 
hy maJor ~enure classes. H('ncc, onl!' tl1C percentage composition js 
presented 111 the accompanying tahle,s. . 
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TABLES 

TABLE 17.-Pel'centage distl'ibll1iol1 oj j(mns, and of land operated, by tenure of operator, United States and 1'egions, 
1940, 1945, and 1950 

PEHCI'JWI'.H11'J DH:i'I'IUBl1'I'IOX OJ' J'An~IS 

No!'theasL North Central SOllth \\' est United St:ttes 
TenU rc of operalol' 

19,10 19·15 19i1U 19·10 19·1.5 1950 1\)·10 I!H5 1\)5U ]9·10 1945 1\)50 1940 19·15 1950 
-----_. ------------------------------------- ­

Pel'- Pel'- P('l'- Pel'- Pc1'- PCl'- Per- Pel'- Pel'- PC1'- PC1'- Pc/,- PCl'- PCI'- Pel'­
cent cenl cenl cenl coni cent cenl cent cent cenl cent cent cent cent ('cut 

Owners nnd 1lI11nagcrs __ 81 82 81 :31 5·1 5(j ·15 58 54 (j,1 (j9 (j9 51 57 58 
Part Owller8___________ 7 9 12 H 17 2U 7 7 12 15 17 18 10 11 15
Tenants ______________ ')­13 9 7 35 29 2'1 30 _u 21 21 15 13 30 24 21 
Sharecl'oppcrs _________ J(j (j------ ---- -- ------ ------ ------ ------ 18 18 ------ ------ ------ 9 8 

Total 1_________ 100 100 1.00 100 100 100 100 IOU 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

l)l~nCl~Nrl'.AnE DIS1'lun U'l'ION OF LAND 

Owners and managers __ 70 7(j 73 :35 86 38 ,19 55 52 38 'J2 ·12 ·12 ,15 ,15

Part owners___________ 10 15 20 28 :H :37 18 19 28 48 <I!l 49 28 33 3(j

TCllllnts ______________ 14 !) 7 38 30 25 27 21 HI 1·1 9 8 27 20 17 
Shal'ccroppcrs _________ .. --- ,----- -_ ... --- (j [) 4 ,.. '" -_..... -- ... --- .._-- ... - 2 2 1... _---- ------ -- -~----

-~.-..-
Total l _________ 100 100 lUU I IOU 100 100 JOO 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

-----~~ '---------- -


I J3ecause of rounding, figurl's do not ncct'ssarily add to 100, 

U,S, Census of Agriculture, 1950 (5S) . 




TAI31... ~} lS.-F1l11 (Ln(/ lla7't 01011('1"8 and manayel'8 as lJ('I"cmtage oj male 
(Lgl'icultural workers a[jed 20 (Llld In'el' , States and l)UljOI' geo[Jl'aphic 
divisions, 1880-1950 1 

• 


• 


• 


State and geographic division 1880 I 1900 10:20 11930 19·10 1950 
---------------------1---.---11-------1------1-------1:-------1------

Percent I' Percent Percent Perceni Percent Percent
Mainc_____________ .. _______ 75.7 71. 6 67.6 62.·1 50.5 63. S 
New Hampshirp____________ 67.6 G·!' 1 61. 6 56.1. 55.7 62.6 
VcrmonL______________ . ___ G2. .j.,5S.-1 58.2 54.7 52.9 60.8 
Massachusetts___ _ _ __ __ _ ____ ~3. 3 ·l!L ~ ,17. -1 41. 0 4-l. 0 53. D 
Rhode Islanc'-- ______ - :J.1. l .j3.:J ·12. -I 3-1.0 41. 3 52.3 
Connecticll L __ - _ - - _ _ _ 61. 9 I 50. 6 ·19. 6 -J3. 3 46. 9 54. 5 

Ncw England -1-'G;;:-6"T 58. S _56. \) I 50.7 51. 4 L-~. 7 

Xew York. _____ _ 
N ow .Iersoy _ . _ _ _ _ _ __ ----I ~O. I I ,1)). ~ 51. 21 52. ~ I' 52.-5 I 63. i) 

.. - :)0.•\ 3.). G ·It. 0 38. :J ·U.6 51. ·1
Pennsylvania ______ .. _ -'l' -'J S -, - - - 1 -') -- 63. 3 

----·L___~·.:.·'__I---~ :J·T. b l~' ;)u. I 

l\Iiddle Atlantic. _ _ 50. I _ 50. 0 51. 7 52. 2 I 51. 9 62. () 
___~__ f____~___·__ ,____I-_____ 

Ohio _____________________ !30:0-'- 53. 6 hl.2 51. 71--53. 7 1--66:-.~ 
llCl,llla_ .. ______ .___________ --" ;). :J. ;)." -"JI I', .,1.;) -3 3 I -0 -oJ -0 (l ;Jot. _ 66 ( .•J 

Illinois ___________ . _ _ __ .')2. 3 -12. ·1 30. 1 37. 5 .w. 2 51. 1 
l\Iichigan __ - - - - - _____ - _ _ _ _ _ 70. 3 63. ·1 63. 1 60. 3 GO. 1. 7·\. 6 
Wisconsin..____ ___________ 72.6 6-l.0 GL 6 .56.1 53.3 65.5 

~--I---i-----I----!-----
East Xorth Ccntral_ __ GO. 0 5·1. 0 .52. 1 50. 5 I 51. 7 I 63. 7 

==1=--'=-== -=='="'=-=-_c
Minncsota________________ 7-1.5 I 60.6 52.·\ I 4(i.81 ·l7 . .j I 6-1. I 
Towa ___________________ '--f fiL 8 I -IS. 9 42.2 37.5 67. U! 50.0 
i'vIissouri..______ . ____ 1 57.7 I 53. (j 53.5 I ·1S.8; 48. -I 60. fi 
KorthDakota 2 

___ • __ ._. ---} 83 8 ,{ fiS.(j 55.6 j ·~3.·1 i 3!l.7 I 63.G 
South Dakotll 2 ______ -___ • I G1.!l .~8.,~! 31!. ~ I 3(!. ~ I ~7. ~ 
X ebruska_ - - - - - -- - - _ - _ _ 71. (i I 50. 3 <13. _ i 38. 8 I 3b. i) a 1. :) 
Kallsas ___ ---- - - -- - - - - - _ ~~~_~1- ~ I. 0__ ~~'~I_~ ·1·1. 7. _~ _ .5U.O 

Wpst Xorth CcnlraL. ()5. I! .53.!l .JS.8 I ·13.·~ i ·12. (i 51l. ~ 
Delawarc_ ------ ____ .... __ 1~3fi. 1 1--·~~~--r~30..1 r 30·-~~1'=-39~ 0 I'==~~-"I 
l\TarylancL_________________ . 3fi.3 37.~ I 3\).8 3n.5 3S.4 .10.:...)I 

V~r~illit:-;;.-7--------- -----! ~;1. ~ .!~. ~ I ~L.l· ~7. R I ~~.? I ~~. I\\est\lrolllm______________ I 0.l.1 ;)1.1 (lL8 ;)·1.8102.0 b_.1 
1North Carolina_____________ l ·15.5: ·13. S ·J-L 8 38 3 i ·11. 31 ·17.!) 

South Caroli!l(l ____________ 1 00.5 J :27.~ :27.8 25.8 i :20.3 ·10.0 
Georgia______ .. -.--- .. -- -'1 3·!' 21 28.8. 20. I 23.11 26.8, ·13.2 
Florida _____________ - ___ I ·15.3 5·1.6 i ·13.8 37. I 33. fi 1 31l. () 

South Atlanlic____ 1·-:]I~O·I--39. 5j--3\).-1 i 3.3. sl-37. 2-1-- ·17.5 

Kentucky____ -- 1--=~~o."7· .19.s·II,.-5T.~-'---~~!;.;-I--;IO.=;y fi2.!l 
Tennessec___ - - - - _ - _ _ .~~. I ·1·1. .') ·15. S ·U. (i ·15. 1 57. (j 
Alabama________. ___ _ 37. (; 32. :~ 3·1. 8 27. 8 I 30. (i -.17..1 
MissiSljippi... - __ - - __ _ _ _ ___ 37. 0 2D. 6 2U. 5 :24. 1 I 27. 0 ,10. 1 

--·------1-···----:- ---___11-.__ 

East South CentraL ·.101. 0 30. 5 ·W. S 35. 3 38. 0 5J. 9 

Arkansas ________ . _._ _ __ 5l.3 ·13. I 3\). 7 3D. 0 3·1. 2 -Hl. I
LouisituHL ___ .._ 33. 3 2fi. 8 20. (i 21. ;, 'r (j-I. i ·13. 2
Oklahoma 3 _ __ -1Ci. 8 38. :~ :2!). (I 3-1. 2 50.7 
Texas - - - -- - - - -. . -. - - -- -I ·18. 8 38. 1 3·1. 3 28. 5 32. 7 ·17. 5 

West South Cel1trnJ.--C~~~ 2 37. \l 35.5 2S.3 32. ·1 48.7
L 

Sec footnoll'H at clld or tlibic. 
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TABLE 18.-F'llll and part owners (md managers u.s 1Jel'centage of male 
agricultura~ workers aged 20 (Lnd oL'er, States and majo)' geographic 
divisions, 1880-1950 I-Continued 

State and geographic division I 1880 1900 1920 1930 1940 1950I I 

: ! 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Perceni Percent 

~Iontana 77. 8 64. '1 68.1 49. 6 "17.2 61. 8 Idaho _____________________ 84. 1 70.9 59. ·1 50. 7 50. 2 62. 3'Wyoming __________________ 7'1. 0 72. 9 50.8 46.8 '12.7 52.8
Colorado___________________ 74.. 1 55. 9 0-')•. -I 4:1. 1 39. 8 5'1. !)
New Mexico _______________ 70.8 60. 0 58. 3 '16.5 50.0 54. 9 Arizona____________________ 74.1 75.6 41. 2 37.1 41. 3 37. \)Utah ______________________ 70. 1 71. 6 50.7 50.2 63. 1 70.3iSevada____________________ 67. 0 '17.0 36. 0 30.2 '12.1 47. 9 

l.Iountain____________ 74. 0 66.1 57. 0 ·16.7 ·lG.8 56.8 

\Vashington ________________ 74. 7 62. 1 50. 7 54. ·1 52.0 62. (jOregon ____________________ -0) _
60.6 61. 2 ,56. [, 5·~. 5 0 •• I 03. "1California__________________ 58.0 ·13. 1 ·10.5 3·1.8 30. -I ·10. 1 

Pacific_______________ 62. 5 50. 9 ·h7. 1 ·11.8 I 38. 3 -17.9I ! 

I See :'\Iethodology, p. 80. 
2 Includes Dakota territory. 
3 Excludes Indian territory in Oklahoma. 

TABLE 1g.-Full owners and managers CLS1JeJ'centa[Je of male a[}ricult ural 
1vol'ke7's agecl 20 and ove]" Slates and mCLjor gf;r;graphic divisions, 
1920-50 I 

State and geographic division 1920 1980 19·10 1950 

I Pel'cenl Percent Percent Percent 
l\Iaine________________________! 65.8 60.3 57. 3 58. 8 
"New Hampshire________________ 59. 1 53.0 53. 2 55. 6 
Vermont_______________________ 1: 55.5 51. 4 48. 9 52.0 
:i\IasSachusetts_________________! ,14.9 38.8 41. 6 47.6 
Rhode Island__________________ 39. 0 30. 7 B7.1 '13.2 
ConllecticuL__________________ I___ ___ •____. ____45. 7 _4_6_.5_ 3_9._8_ 43.3 

1 1 1 
48.5 51. 6 New England_______ - - - - -i===5='1=;.4=1,===,1=7.=8=/'===='1===== 

~ew York_____________________! ·17. '1 I '18.3 53.046. 9
New Jcrscy ____________________ , BO.O :36.3 37.9 ·1:3.9 
Pcnnsylvania__________________ 1 51. 5 ~_o_-2_._1_1_ 50.5 55.8 

47. 5 53. 1 Middle Atlnntic__________ I==='1=8=.2=1!,==='1=8.==6=1:====,1===== 
Ohio__________________________ 1 'Hi. 3 '1-1.2 47. 2 5<1. 8
Inc1iallu _______________________ , ~U. 4 39.7 '14. G 52.5
Illinois________________________ 1 ao.o 26.8 20. 3 34. 9 
Michigan______________________ ! 55.5 50.7 151. 8 60.0 
WiSCOllSill_________________ • ___ 57.7 I '--;"--1 47. 3 55. 71.' :631'1 

East North CentraL _____ r--'15. 0"1"- ~ -----1----­'13.•~ 50.4 
I =; :====::1===== 

Set' footnote nl l'llli of lalJl ... 

• 


• 


• 
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TABLE 19.-F1lll 01Dne1'8 nnd mmla[Jfil's as p('l'ceniage oj male agricultural 
workers aged 20. and over, States ancl majo!' geographic divisions, 
.U)20-50 I-Contmuecl 

Stale and geographic divi.,;ioll 1920 1930 10·10 1n50 

Percellt Percent Perc!!lIt Per(,flltMinnesot!L____________________ ·lA. 7 36. 3 37. I ·108. '1Iowa__________________________ 34.4 2S. 0 aD. 3 :3S.2i'iIissouI'L_____________________ -1.1. 6 37. n 89. 7 5~3. 2.Dakota _________________
~orth 33. 6 20. 8 IS.•J :31. 1JJakotll_________________South _I.?~ 7 19. 7 16. -1 25. 6 N ebraska_____________________ ?­31. 6 ~o. 1 22. 8 30. a I(ansils_______________________ 

31. 9 27. 1 27. 3 33. 1 

West North CentraL _____ 37. '1 30. -1 30. 5 40. I 

Delaware______________________ 37.3 37. 1 36. 2. -13. 5 
~Iuryland------- ______________ 37. 5 36.4 36. 3 43. -1Virginia_______________________ 45. !) -11. 5 43. I 50. 3 West Virginia__________________ 56. S 49. g 49. 6 57.4
North Carolina________________ ,m 1 31. 4 35. 5 38. a 
South Carolilla_________________ 2·1. 7 21. 6 .2-1.8 :30. I)Georgia_______________________ 2-1. 2. 21. a 24. a 36. 7 Florida _______________________ 

40. 8 33.7 30. 5 3·t 7 

South Atluntic ___________ 35. 3 31. a 3:3. a 31). 7 

I(entucky--------------------- 45. 9 '12. 3 H. I) 53.4Tennessee_____________________ 40. 1 34.8 31). -1 -17.3Alabarna______________________ ?­31. 1 23. I _0. \) 37.5MississippL___________________ ')- ?­_I. 1 21. 7 _0. 5 3-1. 1 

East South CentmL ______ 36.3 30. 2 33. 5 43. 0 
Arkansas ______________________ 

34. 6 24. 5 21). 2 40.4
Louisiana_____________________ 26. g 21. 7 24. 2 36.4Oklaholl1a_____________________ 28. 8 20. 1 23. 7 :37. 2Texas_________________________ 

29. 3 23. a 26. a 3-1. 2 

'Vest South CentraL _____ 26. a 36. 4 30. 0 22. 6 

i\Iontana______________________ 52. 3 28.5 27. 1 33. 8 
Idaho. -'J 1 40. 4 40. 7 48. go~. 

Wyoll1iI~g~~==== ======== ======= 48. 0 30.4 26. 5 30. 8Colorado______________________ 41. 6 29. 1 28.2 37. 3 New i\Iexico ___________________ 4·k 7 :n. 6 a9. 6 :31). a 
36. 7 32. 2 36. ·1 29.4 
50. 7 47. 9 41). 9 53.•~ 
3·1. 2 a-o. 2 37.8 41. 4 ~~~:~~~====================IMountain _______________ ,16. 7 34. 3 34. 5 31).3 

Washington ___________________ 48. 4 '17. 1 45.4 53. 1 Oregon________.. _____________ 47. 4 45. I 44. 5 53. 7 California_____________________ 35. ·1 30.7 26.4 34.2 

Pacific__________________ 
ol~. 5 I 36. 2 33. 1 40. 7 

1 See Methodology, p . 80. 
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TADf,E 20.--Pal'i monel's (/,8 pel'cp.nia[J(' of male n[Jl'ic1iltural1VOl'kf'l"s noed 
20 nnd ouer, Stales and major geographic ciivi8iOlls, 1920-50 1 

State and geographic division 1920 1930 1940 1950 

Percent Percent Percent Percent 
~.[f\ille ________ ~_~ ___ .. _ ... __ ... ____ 1. 8 2. I 2.2 5.0 
XewHampshirc _____ "_ 2.5 a.1 2.5 7.0 
Vermollt______________ _, 2.7 a.3 4.0 8.8 
l\bs~achusett:L __ .. _ _ _ _ . j 2. 5 3. 1 2. 4 G. 3 
Rhode Islam!. ________ . _. ___ .. _I' a. -1 a. :3 4.2 I). I 
COllllecticuL ____ . __ ._. ___ ._, :3.1 3.5 :3.6 8.8 

I---------I--------I·--------·I~------
Xew 15nglallcL ______ ---l 2.5 2.9 2.9 7. I 

Xew YorL___________________ 4.1 4.5 5.6\ 10.5 
X ell' .Tersey _______ . _. _ . _ _ _ _ . . 2. 0 2. 2 a. 7 7. 5 
Pennsylvania _____ -- .. ------. __ 1_____:3_._°_1______3_'_°_1_____3_._2_1____7_._5 

Middle Atlantic_ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ 3. 5 3. 6 4. -1 8. 9 

Ohio _______________________ _ 

Indiauu______________________ _ 5.9 7. 5 6. 5 I 1 I. G 


8. S 11.2 9. G I I·\'·~Illinois _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _____________ _ 9. 1 J O. 7 1O. 9 16. 2
i\1ichigan ____________________ _ 7. (j 1).6 8. :3 14. G
\Visconsill______________ .. ­ 3. !) 5.4 6.0 I 9.8 

East Xorth CentraL ___ ------8.-I)-I-----S ·-I---]:3. ~- -----~7-.l-1 ··.-3
=~-------~=======I========j,====~==

Minnesota __________ ,,________ 7.7 10.5 10.3 J5.7 
Iowa_________________________ 7.8 S.6 7.6 12.7 
MissourL_________ .. ________ 8.H 10.H S.7 13.,j 
Xorth Dakota____________ "____ 22.0 22.6 2·1.:3 32.5 
South Dakota __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 20. 4 20. 1 20. 0 :31. 6 
Kebraska_________________ 11. G 13.7 13.7 21. 5 
](ansas______________ . _ . __ . _ _ _ 15. 0 17. 6 17. 0 2G. S 

West Xorth CentmL ____ _ 1 I. 4 12. 1 I13.2 I H. I
1======1== -----=====,====Dela ware _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ 2. I 2. S ~1. 7 7. 9 

~~ar{'I~!1d--------------------- 2.:3 :3.1 2. I 5.8
vlrglllHL ____________________ " 5.5 6.3 -1. 9 7.8 
'Jest Virgilli.lL-"--------------1 5.0 4.9 :3.3 4.7 
l';orth Carolllla________________ 5.7 6.9 5.8 9.9 
South Carolina________________ :3.1 4.2 4.5 I). I 
Georgia_______________________ I. 9 2.7 2. S G.5 
Floridn._________ ~ _______ . __ . __ _ 3. 0 ~{. 4 :t 1. 5.2 

1--------1--------1------
South Atlantk__________ 3.8 4.. ? 

~ 7. S 

Kentucky________________ . ___ _ 5. S 6. 9 5.6 !l.5
Tennessec ____________________ _ 5.7 6.8 5. 7 10.3
Alabam[L ______________ . ____ _ :3.7 4. 7 4. 7 Il. 9 
~lississippL .. ________ - - - - _ - __ _ 2. 4 2. 4 2. <1 G.O 

1-------1-----1----1----­
gust South Celltral _____ _ 4. 5 5. 1 4. 5 S. !l 

Arkansas- __________________ _ 5. I 5.5 S. 75. ° Louisiana__________________ .. _ 2. 7 2.8 3. ,t 6.8Oklahoma___________________ _ 9.5 8. 9 10.5 19.5Texas ______________________ _ 
5. 0 5.5 6.7 13.3 

------------1-----1----­
\Vest South CcntrnL .. _ .. 

See footnote at end oC tnlJlc. 

• 


• 


• 
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TABLE 20.-Part oumel'S as percentage of male agricultural workers aged 
20 and over, Stcttes and ma:io)' geographic divisions, 1920-50 I-Con. 

State and geographic division 1920 1930 1950 

• 


• 


• 


Percent Percent Percent PercentMontamL ___________ • _______ _ 15.8 21. 1 20. I 28.0Idaho _______________________ _ 
7. 3 ] 0.3 9. 5 1.;3.4,Wyoming__________________ _ I l. 8 15.9 16.2 22.0COlorado ___ • ________________ _ 1.1. l 12.0 11. 6 17.6New Mexico ________________ _ 8. 6 8. 9 15. (jArizolla_____________________ _ 10. " .1. 5 4. 9 4. \) 8. 5taah______________________ _ 
9. 0 11. a 13.2 I.6. 9

Nevada_____________ 0_ • _. 0_ 2. 7 4. 0 4. ;) 6.5 
------I--~----- ---------_. ------- ­

i\Iollllt:tin _______ 10. a 12.4 12.3.1 17.5 
I 

WashingtOIL_. - - - - - - - - '" 8. :3 7. ;) 6. G \' !). 5
Oregoll_ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ ___ . _ _ _ _ 9. 1 0 . .[ 8. 2 9. 7 
CnlifornilL __________________ "_ 5 . .1 ·t 1 4. () , 5.!) 

---~ ------~- ~------I--~-
P rWI'fiC__________________ 6 6 . iJ.~ 6 - .) 1I 7 .)(J. ~ . ~ 

1 See Methodology, p. 80. 

'.l\\'BI,E 21.-TencLnts (for the South, tenants and sharecroppers) as 
lJeJ'cp.ntage of male agricultural workers aged 20 and over, States and 
major geo[JJ'alJhic divisions, 1880-1950 I 

State and geographic division ]880 1900 1920 19;30 1940 ]950 

Percent Percent Percent Percent Percellt PercentMaine_____________________ 
3. '.I- 3.5 3.0 2. I) 4.1 1.6

New Hampshire ____________ 6. 0 5. 2 4. 6 3. 2 :t 8 2.0Ve('mont___________________ 9. 6 10. 0 7. 9 5.8 5. 8 5. 8
Massachusetts______________ 5. 6 5 ') a. 8 2.5 :~. <I 1.8
Rhode Island_______________ 10. 9 8.2 4.8 4.7 a. G13. " Connccticut. _______________ 7.1 7. 5 '1. 8 2.9 a. G a.o 

~-~ 

New England ________ 
---. 

6. 3 6. 1 4. 7 3. 4 4. 2 2.3 

New York _________________ 11. 9 15, 5 12.6 8. 0 7. (j 4. I 
New.Terscy ________________ 16.4 16,8 12.6 7.1 7. 7 3.9Pcnnsylvania_______________ 16.0 18. 5 15.8 10. 3 10.2 6. 4 

:Middlc Atlan tic ______ la.9 16, 9 lA.O 8.9 8. 7 5. 0 
Ohio ______________________ 14. 5 20,2 22, I 18. :3 19.0 13.9In(linna____________________ 

18.0 21. 4, 24. a 21. 8 21. 2 15. "Illinois ________________ • ___ 23. !l 27. ,~ :~O. 1 I 28. a :30. :~ 26.8 
i\-~!chign:1- _________________ 7.8 12.0 la.8 j]. 0 j 2. J 7.0"'lsconsm_________________ 7. 2 10,0 10.6 I 1.2.6 15.8 12.0 

__"______0_._.__-

Enst North CelltraL__ 15.8 19,8 2().1 15.!l
20. !l~f=~~~~ 

:;:"......--:-=~-::-~I=:--= 

See footnotes at clld of: table. 
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TABLE 21.-Tenants (for the South, tenants and sharecroppers) as 
percenta.ge oj male agricultural workers aged 20 and over, Stales and 
major geogra,phic diL'isioIlS, 1880-1950 l-Continuccl 

State and geographic division l 1880 'HlOO 1920 j1930 11040 11050 

I Percent Percent peT.Ee~ll! P~cenll P7Jger~1 PeTccn~ 
Minnesotn_________________ 7.5 12.7 11. I ~L 1, _~. 6 16. v 
Iown______________________ 10.3 26.2 30.91 a3.6 I 34.2 30.0 
MissourL__________________ 21. 7 23.5 22.2 25.8 I 26.6 16.5 
North Dakotu 2_____________ ,} 3. ' {6. 4 19.4 23.4 I 32.'~ 16.8 

0South Dnkotn 2 _____________1 t 17.2 26.:3, a2.0 I 40.8 23.6 
Nebraska _______________ ' __ 1 15.7! 20.4 a3. J I 34.5! -10. 6 31. 8 
Kansas____________________ 13.7! 27.7 32.5 32.6 35.9 25.6 

"-cst North CentraL_! 16. S \ 22.7 25. 9 (-2s~r37.'(lr-2il 
Dclnll'urc _________________ -I 26.5 I :31.5 ' 25.9 Ii 20.3 i 19. !,I' 10.6 
~~ar?l!lnd------------------j 16.3 I 18.8 16.7 H 2 13 OJ 11. 2
\lrgul1u ___________________ 1 18.6 20.9 j 18.:3! 18.4 17: 4 11. 7 
,\- t'iTlrgulIa• • I 1,'. 2,- 10. l' I':>. 3 i ~ -,'1 1;;.', -( . ' es ' ______________ ... - 1') u.. 0 
'Torth Caroll'un 'J') 9 I 'lO 9 '3- 1 ,i 36' - I 32.6 I' "() 9 ~, ------------- ,;;0-'.0' I :'3,'. 7 v ~ vO·. 9 I .1-,.' ~ I, 3=,,' 0 a·1.. , 8South Carolina _____________') ! t _ .) 
Georgin__________________ . 27.9 I 42.\} 51. 9 j .1,9.9 II -W.l 3a. () 
Floridn____________________ 20.2, JO.7 15.0 I 14.6 11. 2 I 5.5 

South AtlnlltiC ________ "23.Oi-3l.5"j35.~(ru(2s:91-~ 
l\:entucky__________________ 18.3\ 24-.3- 26.5\ 26. 1)"\ 24-.6 I 17.1 
Tennessee------ ____________l 25.4 i 30.4 :32. 6, :35.0 I 29.9 I 2:t·J 
Al~b~n:a--:-----------------, ~a. 1 i, H.} i li. 9 I' ~O. I I ~8. 2 a:~,' ,I:\l!SSISSlppl _________________ 1 _8.8 I 40. 3 06. 1 lil. 0 I :;,4.0 r ·1,3.0 

East South CelltraL-_125~8r36. 5 \ 40. 1 \~8T-as.-G!~·29:G 
I I ' '--, 

Arknllsas __________________ 1 23.0 i 35.8 4-LG 50.0 I 38.51 2!).6 
Louisinlln__________________ l 18.1 i 87.1 88.8 48.1 31).8 I 3D. 4 
Oklahomn 3 ________________ ' __ '" ____ 1 3(). ,1 40. -1 45.7 I ·10.5 I 25.0 
Texas_____________________ ZI). <1 37.6 3!).7 43. "', 31. a I 10. fi 

\Yest South CentrnL_ 25.8 I 36.5 40. 1 ·J3.8 1-38.6 -20:-0 
:\Iontailn__________________ 4.:3 I G.5 8.0"l 16.0 I 18.1 I 9. (J
Idaho_____________________ 4.2 li.8 11. 5 17.0 I 17. 1 I 1:1.;~ 
Wyoming__________________ 2.2 I G.O S. 8 'I 13.0 I 13.5 1.0. G 
Colorado___________________ 11. 0 j6.:3 Hi. J 21.5! 23. ,I f 15. a 
"New Mexico---------------l G.2 , •. 2 I. I! 11. 7 j' 10.2: 7. 9 
Arizonn____________________ 11. 3 I 6.!)! 9." i 7.:3" 5.4 I 5.1,
utnh______________________ 1 a.8! (j.9 7.;) I 8.1! 9. (j I' 5.1 
N ·I ~') ()'J '0' 58' -1 IIi e\aco,____________________ I. - I . - _,_._t·_j__·_l__~ __ .!_.~·~" 

:\Iountain____________l 6. S \ g,O 110.7 I 14. I) I 15.5 I 10.5 

Washington _______________ .:-5.8 10. 4-= 13.·' !-"l~~-T J I. l--i (). (j'I' 

Orejjon_. ___________________ j\ 11. ,j, lit 2 la. ~! I~. ~: ll· ~ I ? ~ 

CalIforma__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ H..1; 1.l. 0 II.:;, i I. b i (. - D. ,3
I 

Pacific_______ ----.--1~7(-·l2.51123,-8.()!~-8:7T--5. () 

1 See Mcthodology, p. 80. 
2 Includes Dakota territor\'. 
;\ Excludes Indian territor}- in Oklahoma. 
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TABLE 22.-Laborers as percentage (If male agricultural workers aged 
20 and over, States and major geographic divisions, 1880-1950 1 

• 
State lind geographic di\'isioll 1880 1!_1_9_0_0 _]_.9_2_0_ __1_9_3_0___1_9_4°_1_1_9_5_°_ 

1 1 

Percent Per!'l'lIt Pcrcent PerC'cnl Percent PercentMaine_____________________ 20.9 24. n 2!l. '.1 3·t 7 36..~ 3·t 6New Hampshire____________ 26.4 30. 7 33.8 ·10.7 40.5 35.4Vermont___________________ 28. ° 31. 6 33. I) 36.0Massachusetts______________ 31. 1 ~~. ~ I ~.~. 345.3 '18.8 Dt>.6 0_.6 .J.!. 3Rhode ISland____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 32. 5 45.6 ·Ul.4o 6l. 2 I 5-1.0 4·1. 1ConnecticuL_______________ 31. ° ·H.9 ·15. G 53. 8' ·W. 5 42.5 
--- ---- ---1-------'---

XewEngland ________ 27.135.1 38.,[ 45.9 .J4..11 31).0 

Kew YorL ________________ -2-8. 0- -3'''''5''''.''''0'''1'''=30::6'''''.''''2=- "--C:03'"'!=1.=2=1"'=3=!)'=!)=·I=-3~~~~ 
New Jersey________________ 33.2 '13.6 -to.·~ 54. -1 50.7 4·1. 7 
Penl1sylvallia______________ • 24.6 28.7 :W. I 3·1. 0 3G.l 1 30.3 

:\Iiddle Atlantic ____ .. _ 27. 0 33. 1 34. 3 38. 9 30. ·1 r-3a~O 
I===l-=====I====i====,=--=i==

Ohio______________________ 2·1. 6 26.2 26.7 30.0 27.31 Ill. {
Illdianll____________________ 24.1 25.3 25.5 27.3 2·1. (j 17.7 
Illinois____________________ 23.8 30.2 30.8 3·1. 2 2!l.5 22. J 
.;\Iichigan _______________ . __ 21. 9 24.6 23.1 28.7 27.8 [. 18 . .j 
Wisconsin__________________ 20.2 26.0 27.8 30.7 30.0 22.5 

East Korth Central. __ 23.3 26. 7 
27. 0 1==30=.=5=,==2=8.=2=[ 20. 4 

i\linnesota________________ _ 1

Iowa_____________________ _ 18.0 26. 7 2!l. !l 32. 1 30. 0 111. .1 
18. 9 2,1. 9 26. 9' 28. U 27. \) 18. 2iVIissourL _________________ _ 20. 6 22.9 2·1. 3 25. '1 25.0 lCi. \)North Dakota ~_____________ I}

• 25.0 25. 0 33. 2 27. \l 1\J. 6South Dakota 2____________ _ 12.8 {
Nebrnska_________________ _ 20. 9 25. ci 28. 2 22. 8 II). 2 

12. 7 20. 3 23. 7 2Ci. 7 22. I) lCi.7Kansns ___________________ _ 16.1 21. 3 20. ci 22. 7 II). 8 14. 5 

West ~orth CelltraL __ 18.1 23. <I 25. 3 27.9 25.8 1('.7 

Delaware__________________ 37.4 37.4 3·J. 7 3U.8 ·11. 0 38.0 
iV~arrl~nd------------------ 47.·1 H.O 43.5 .tCi.3 ·18. ] 30.6
Vlrg1l1l!1___________________ 37.0 31. 9 30.3 33.8 3·1. 6 I 30.2
West VirgiuilL______________ 26.1 20.2 25. 9 32.8 31. (' . 30. \lNorth Carolina_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 31. ci 25. 3 20. 1 25. 2 2Ci. 1 i 21. 2 
South Carolina_____________ 38. ci 28.5 21. 3 27.0 33.7 25. ~ 
Georgia____________________ 37.0 28.3 22.0 2Ci.'1 33. 1 23. 2 
Florida____________________ 34.5 25.7 41. 2 48.3 55.2 5·!. ci 

-----1·-----1------1------
South Atluntic________ 36.0 20.0 25.5 30.6 33. g 28.1 

Kentucky__________________ 31. 0 25. 9 21. 8 23.0 2·1. 0 20. 0
Tenuessee__________________ 26.5 25.1 21. (j 23••10 25. 0 Ill. 0 
Alabama___________________ 20.3 23.6 18.3 22.1 26. :2 19. :2
MississippL________________ 3'1. 2 21. 1 14. '1 14. 0 18.1 16.0 

1----1----1----1____ ---"---
East South CentraL __ 30. 2 2<10.0 19.1 20.9 23. 4 18. 5 

Arkansas__________________ 25.7 21. 1 18.7 20.0 27.3 21. 3 Louisiana__________________ 48.6 36.1 31. 6 27. 4 32. (i 20. '1Oklahoma 3 ________________ ------ ­ 16.8 21. 3 25.3 25. 3 18. 3 Texns_____________________ 21. 8 

• 
24.3 26.0 28. 1 36. 3 33. 0 

1----1·---1 

West South CentrnL__ 28.5 2n. 1 24.4 25. 8 32.0 
 27. 0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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TABT,E 22.-Labore7's as percentagr oj mall' agricultural1VOl'kers aged 20 
(LIul over, Slates (Lnd major geo!Jl'aphic divisions, 1880-1950 I-COli. 

State and grographic division 1880 1_1_9_00_1_1_.9_2_0_1._19_3_0_11-1_9_.10_'1-1_9_5_°-

Percent Percent 
Montuna•.. ________ ._____ 17.9 29.1
Idaho. ___________ .________ 11. 7 
 22.3 
Wyoming____________ .._.__ 23.8 21. 1 

Color/ldo___________________ l·l,!J 27. 8 

New ?I'lexico ___ . _____ ..... __ 23. ° 22. U 

Arizono._____ . __ ,., •• _. _____ 14.6 17. 5 

Utah___________ _ _... 17.1 21. 5 

No\·tlda____________ , .. _.. _ 25.8 45. 9 


.MountttitL ____.. _... , _ 18. 3 2·1. 9 

1_" ­

1 See Methodology, p. 80. 
2 Includes Dakota territory. 
3 Excludes Indian territory in Oklahoma. 

Percent 
23.0 
2H.l 
31. -1 
31. 2 

3!1. ° 

.I!). 4 

33. 0 
59. 1 

--~ 

32. 3 


Percent Percellt Perce lit 
34.4 34. 7 28. 3 

32.3 3')_. -I 24. '1 •
40.7 43. 8 36. 6 

37.•~ 36. 8 29.8 

41. 8 3\l. 8 37. 2 

55,6 53.3 57.0 

3') ­.. ( 27.3 2·1. 6 


50. S55. ° ·IS. ° 
38. ·1 37.7 32. 7 


36. 9 30. 8 

35.6 31. 0 
62. ·1 54. G 

53. °i '16.5 

• 


• 
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TABLE 23,~j\"1lJnbel's 'in each principal tellw'e class pCI' 1,000 mall' 
(Lgl'iculi w'nt workers a/flill 20 and olieI', 8 selected Slates, 1880 and 
1930, as e8limated by Black and .dUm in 1/)37 and in the Bureau oj
.AgricuLtural Economics in 1948 

• 1.880 1930 

SllLle and lClIlU'C' class 
Black lLnd HA1~ Black nncl BAg

Allen Allen 

New.rrrsey: .VulIlber Number A'u1I!ber l\'umber
Owners 4.73 504 386 385
T('nallttL •.... - - .- 151 l(j·t 70 71
Laborers•.... 

~ 

373 a32 54,! 544
Ohio: 


()\\'lIer!;•.. _. 
 593 (i09 517 517
Tenants. 141 145 1.83 18a],aborers. . --I 2(W 2·1(i :;00 300

Wisconsin: 
OWJlers. _ ! 7·la 72G 566 ':;67
Tenllnt!;. I 74- 72 126 12U
Laborers -......... --,j 183 202 308 307 


IOWll: 
Owners... 6aO (l18 375 375 
Ten!'.nt~. ... 197~--- .-~-, ~--~ .. 193 336 336
Lahorers......... _. _• . .. 17a 189 1289 
 289

j\:lLlIsas: 
OWlIf'rs...... .. ---- .. 715 702 '127--~ 44-7
Tenunts. - - ~ - - - - - - 139 1.37 315 32(i
Ln.borC'rs - - - - J.!6 IGl 258 227 

• 

North Carolina: 

~ ~ 


Owners. ___ ... _•.. _........ ·\.74 -155 382 38:~

Tenants. _ 237
_ H ___'. 229 866 :~65
Laborers.. _ • _.. - - ~ .. ~ -- - - 289 316 252 2;j~

Alabama: 

Oll"l1ers.. _ 
 - - -- - ~ --.. - :388 376 277 278 

~~-
Tenallts --'" -.-~."" - ~ --- :N2 831 502 501
Laborerti - ... _-_ ... _--- .. _- ....- ..... 270 29a 221 221

( ~!Lliforni1L: 
Owners...... ~ ... _.•. 580 580 348 318
Tenants. _.... _.....•. __ ._. lA3 1·14 75 7(;
Laborers.. - ... .. 277 276 577 576--~~ ------~-* 

1 This WfiS misprinted ItS 389 in the Original article. 

Estimates (l('\'('loped fl'om data from the decennial cemmses of pO(lulation lind 
agricultul'('. Estimntes labeled "l31aek llna Allen" are from tlll'ir Growth 0( 
Farm Tenaney in the 1}llitecl States (9). Estj.1l1atE~S Inb('led "l3AK' W(\I'P de· 
,plopecl by T::'J-Ior, Dt\l.;otr, al1d Hagood (.14) I by adapting the methods 1ll:;('(1 by
Black amI Allen. 
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